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PROCEEDI NGS
(On the record - 09:01:35 a.m)

CHAIRMAN TUCKER: It is 9:00 am W wll
call to order the hearing panel board of ethics to
order. This neeting is to hear the conplaint of Jason
Hunt er agai nst Councilman JimPerry alleging a
violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct occurring
on or about July 22, 2014. Because the allegation of
the violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct
occurred prior to the adoption of the Riverside
Muni ci pal Code Chapter 2.78, the applicable Code of
Et hics and Conduct will be applied to the allegations
of m sconduct shall be city council resolution nunber
22461, repealing resolution nunber 22318. Specifically
t he conpl aint alleges conduct in violation of Chapter
1, Section D1, that the actions of the public
official created distrust of the | ocal governnent.

The chair will then, will call for any public
coments limted to itens on the agenda.

Are there any public coments?

MS. NICOL: There are no requests to speak.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Ckay. |s the conpl ai nant
present? Walking in the back.

Is the public official present? GCkay.

Wtness -- do you have any w tnesses?
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COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: | don't.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Okay. The city clerk --

| s the conpl ainant present? Do you have any
W t nesses?

MR HUNTER: Just M. Perry.

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Ckay. WI Il you please, both
of you please stand? The city clerk will now
adm ni ster the oath.

MEMBER WRI GHT: M. Chai r nan.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Yes.

MEMBER WRI GHT: Just a question and
potentially an objection. 1Is -- is the respondent a
W tness for the conplainant? And is that not in
abrogation of one's constitutional rights against
self-incrimnation?

MR HANSEN. Wuld you |like nme to address
that, chair?

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Yes.

MR. HANSEN: First of all, this is not a
crimnal proceeding, therefore self-incrimnation does
not apply. Secondly, this is a quasi-judicial
proceeding in the civil context. And in the civil
context, opposing parties can be called as -- as
W t nesses by an opposing party. So under the Rules of

Cvil Procedure, opposing witness -- parties can be
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called and -- and cross-exam ned.

Because they are considered hostile, they may
-- leading questions may be -- may be asked. But as
t he body knows, the formal Rules of Evidence do not
apply.

MEMBER WRI GHT: Then a fol |l owup question if |
may. Does the -- does the lack of a witness |ist
provided to the hearing panel constitute any problemin
calling the respondent?

MR. HANSEN. Again, since the Code of Cvil
Procedure provides -- provides for the calling of an
adverse party in a party's case in chief, one is
presunmed, if they are a party, to know that they may be
exam ned at the hearing. And therefore, typically
opposi ng parties are not contained on the witness |ist.

MEMBER WRI GHT:  (Ckay, thank you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Any ot her questions for the
panel ? At this time the clerk will enter -- will do
t he oath.

MS5. NICOL: Please raise your right hand. Do
you prom se to swear that -- do you promse to tell the

truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so

hel p you God?
MR. HUNTER: Yes.
COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: | do.
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(The parties are duly sworn according to | aw)

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Thank you. Since this
conpl ai nant -- conplaint arises out of allegations of
m sconduct pursuant to resolution nunmber 22461, we w ||
di spense with the requirenent that the hearing panel
determne that the conplaint conplies wth the
requi renents of R verside Minicipal Code Chapter 2.78.

The conpl ai nant shall now have five m nutes
to address the hearing panel concerning any technical
or procedural issues of concern. O -- of particular
note, if the conplai nant nakes a request for the
hearing panel to issue subpoenas or they ask the city
council to waive any privileges, the hearing panel
shal | defer any action on such request until the tinme
of the deliberations. You now have five m nutes.

MR HUNTER. Good norning. Jason Hunter, \Ward

1. | have sone objections froma technical perspective
on -- on howthis nmeeting is going forward. | think
first, | think it's very biassing to the conpl ai nant

who needs to present the evidence to nake a
preponderance of evidence case to ask for either
docunents or subpoenas after |'ve tried to make ny
case. It should be done beforehand.

| think that there's a -- there's a --

there's a bias to try to get these. And | understand
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why. It's perfectly -- perfectly logical to get these

heari ngs conducted as quickly as possible and -- and --
and -- and -- and use up as little tine as possible
of -- of everyone's busy schedule, but |I'mnot sure

that actually is fair to soneone trying to actually
prove a case or nmake a case. It should be done
bef orehand so you know what the evidence is. |It's fair
to the -- the conplainant and nore fair sonetines, |
woul d i magi ne, to the respondent as well.

So |''m obviously going to nake a request to
subpoena the city council docunents, neaning the
m nutes or audi o of any rel evant discussions of the
Soubi rous and Davis investigations, and that includes
not just July 14th, 2014 -- or July 22nd, 2014, but all
di scussions that were had. Not -- | don't want the
whol e cl osed sessi on audi otape of -- of -- of
particul ar dates, | just want the relevant portions
that dealt with Davis -- Davis and Soubirous, sonme of
which still exist, by the way, because we haven't gone
past the two years statute of limtations on some of
t hose di scussions that were had, because the settlenent
tal ks in Soubirous and Davis didn't happen until 2015
or 2016. | think 2015 actually.

So and | woul d obviously -- obviously want to

subpoena wtnesses |'d like to have at ny disposal, al
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the city council, former city manager Scott Barber,
former city attorney, Geg Prianos, and all rel evant
parties to -- to the -- to the procedure. Not so nuch
to retry the case, but to -- to determ ne how deci sions
were nmade to conduct investigations in secret and then
to hold a public kangaroo court, okay?

So nothing | object to particularly for this
proceeding. And sone of you were -- were -- were privy
to previous proceedings where this is a new issue. As
| object to the redactions that have occurred in -- in
the Davis investigation that was, you know,
subsequent|y added to the record of evidence before
this proceeding here today. None of that should be
redacted. And do you know why | know none of it should
be redacted? Because none of it was redacted on -- on
t he Soubirous case, but sonehow all of it has been
redacted to protect the guilty on the Davis case.

You can't see the nanes of the people sending
out the correspondence, sone of which are not even
enpl oyees. | know they're not because |'ve seen sone
of these docunents before. They were council menbers
and the mayor, and their names shoul d absol utely
positively not be redacted fromthe docunents you
received and that | received.

"Il restate some of my previous objections
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as well. I'mstill very unconfortable wth the
pressure that wll be put on the city attorney to
advise you. | think he's done a very good job for the
record to date, but | think there's going to be an
I ncreasi ng anmount of pressure as these proceedi ngs go
forward on the city attorney by el ecteds who are his
boss to rul e against nme, nyself, the conplainant, okay?

It's really as nmuch to protect ne as it is
your counsel, which is why that option is available to
you under the rules of the ethics procedures. | think
"Il -- 1"l save everything else for -- for ny opening
argument. Thank you very nuch.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Ckay, thank you.

At this time the respondent shall have five
m nutes to address the hearing panel concerning any
techni cal or procedural issues. Again, if thereis a
request for subpoenas or to ask the city council to
wai ve any privileges, it shall be deferred until the
tinme of deliberations.

COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: | have none at this tine.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Thank you very nuch.

I's this the appropriate time for ne to
respond to the technical issues?

MR, HANSEN. It is, chair.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Huh?

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N T N N R N T T o T T o S R S S T
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO0 O 0 W N . O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 10

MR. HANSEN: Now is the appropriate tine.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Now is the appropriate tine,
okay. First of all, due to the bias against request
post presentation of the evidence, the -- the panel has
been very clear that this is the procedure that we
intended to follow It is part of the panel's hearing
procedures, therefore we will not consider any subpoena
requests or other privileges -- waive of privileges
until such tine that we are deliberating.

Rel ative to the subpoenas, first of all --
hang on one second. | -- there we go. On the
subpoenas, relative to the closed sessions, | believe
t hat has al ready been brought to the attention of the
city council and -- and has been ruled upon. In terns
of the other relevant parties, we wll take that up at
a later tine.

Regarding the redactions in the Davis case,
as | look at this conplaint, this is a conplaint
I nvestigation held regarding the findings of an
I nvestigation of Councilman M ke Soubirous. It is an
I nvestigation -- as you | ook at the second page of
this, it is an investigation of whether or not there
was a violation of the Brown Act by -- on --

Huh?

MS. NICOL: (Indiscernible).
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CHAI RVMAN TUCKER: | know, yes. | know, yes.

And that this is a hearing about the
violation of the Brown Act and a violation of the
ethics code. This is not a hearing where we are going
to retry or reconvene or -- or issue -- deal with the
I ssues that involved the controversies that took place
at that time. Therefore the redactions in the Davis
case do not appear relevant at -- at this point in
tinme.

| tem nunber four, which is pressure on the
city attorney to be counsel to the hearing panel, this
has al so been di scussed previously as you noted, and
the city attorney is our representative, and we wil |
conti nue that way.

At this tinme the conplainant shall now have
five mnutes. Let's see, we just did that. All
technical issues will be resolved. W did that. The
conpl ainant will now nmake their opening statenment, and
you shall have a total of 15 m nutes to nake both your
openi ng and cl osing statenent and are responsible for
keeping track of your tinme and apportioning it
appropriately.

You may now proceed with 15 m nutes, your
openi ng statenents.

MR. HUNTER. Hello. Good norning. Jason
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Hunter, Ward 1 once again. W're here today to discuss
ny conplaint that was nmade about four nonths ago about
actions that took place two and a half years ago. And
what were -- was the basis for ny conplaint and what do
| hope to prove here today? And | -- and | hope
actually to prove it beyond a reasonable doubt. |
don't even think -- | nmean | only have to prove it by
preponderance of evidence, but | don't think that's
what | have.

| think | have beyond-a-reasonabl e- doubt
evi dence that what transpired during those hearings
violated, not only the Brown Act, but al so violated
existing city policy in bypassing our existing Code of
Ethics in order to create a policy out of thin air
which violated the defendants at the tine, Council man
Soubi rous's and Council man Davis's due process rights.

And here's how | think |I'mgoing to go about
doing it. So it's inportant to know what |'m asking
for and -- and sort of how |l'mgoing to get there. So
here's what we're going to do, I"'mgoing to lay it out
really sinply and we're going to go over the Brown Act
violations first and then we're going to go over the --
the -- the policy violations secondly.

And | think once we have violations of policy

and we have violations of law, we have a breach of the
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et hics code even under the old code. | think nost
reasonabl e people could agree to that, once you're
violating your own policies and violating the |aw, you
violated the ethics code in the -- the rel evant
sections that I've nmentioned in nmy conplaint, okay?

So what we'll be presenting for you today,
ei ther through cross-exam ne -- or exam nation of the
w tness or through the evidence that |'ve previously
submtted, will be the dates that decisions were nade
in closed session. W will present -- be presenting
the mnutes that were approved by Council man Perry,
whi ch do not show any reportable actions taken out of
cl osed session, okay? That, in and of itself, wll be
a Brown Act violation.

| will also be show ng you that the
di scussi ons, thenselves, as to hiring investigators and
t hen having an open kangaroo court trial was never
covered under the Brown Act to begin with. And I think
we could actually get fairly substantial evidence as to
that by be -- by -- by subpoenaing at sone point in
tinme Council man Davis and Council man Soubi rous because
they could actually tal k about what happened in cl osed
sessi on because they're allowed to if it was never
confidential information to begin with, and | think

that's what they both say and | think that's what they
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both said during the hearings on July 22nd, 2014, which
Is pretty conpelling evidence given that we have two
settl ement agreenents agreeing to apol ogi es and public
nmoni es bei ng di sbursed by our city council.

Ckay. So that's the Brown Act stuff. And
"Il -- and I'll go through sonme of the things |ike
el ecteds or not, enployees, that can't be used as an
excuse. There was no credible existing pending
litigation, which is what M. Councilman Perry is going
to claim That's not an excuse, and I'll tell you as
to why that's not an excuse. And then we'll get to the
actual process and the due process.

And really the only conplaint, and this is
very, very, very inportant, because there's going to be
alot of msdirection in the video and sonme of the
evidence as to why did we go about holding this
kangaroo court. And what we're going to hear is, well,
we needed to investigate by state law. And what's
going to be left out from-- fromthat equation is
going to be, the only thing that really needed to be
| nvesti gated was whether this was a hostile workforce
envi ronment situation.

And -- and that of course neans, was the
person being discrimnated upon -- based upon race,

sex, religion. W're going to go through the city

2 ESQUIRE

800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N oo o B~ W NP

N T T N T N I N T N B e e e N e I N T i
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO O &~ w N +—, O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 15

policies, and we're going to see all that. And in
fact, we're going to -- I'mgoing to use the

| nvestigator's own words to -- to prove to you guys
that that was dism ssed i medi ately upon the submttal
of the conplaint.

At that point in tinme there was no duty to
I nvestigate, and it should have been, the rest of it
shoul d have either been referred to the -- as a Code of
Et hi cs conplaint, which is how every other 407
conplaint in the past had been adjudi cated, okay, by
the public against officials; or if sonmeone thought,
wel |, gees, these are m sdeneanors, under the -- the
city code, it should have been referred once again to
the district attorney by the conplaining public
bureaucrat, okay?

Whi ch you could do, it's your right just |ike
any other nenber of the public; but that's not what
happened, okay? Wat happened was we had a coupl e of
guys, | think, who had -- the -- the ring | eaders on
staff and a coupl e of guys on council who decided they
were going to enbarrass two public officials who were,
in my opinion, doing their job and asking questions.

And under 407 of the charter, they're all owed
to ask questions. There's nothing wong wth asking

guestions, but people felt like their toes were being
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st epped on, and so they decided to have this

I nvestigation in this conplaint done in secret. And
"Il show you with evidence how it was done in the past
agai nst Councilman Davis with the fire trucks incident.
And hopefully you've had a chance to read into that
wth the investigators.

Al that in the past was all done in closed
session. And only when the council adjudicated and
made their decision and -- and publicly hum i ated
Counci | man Davis was it ever released from cl osed
session that sonmething was -- had even been -- been
done. This tinme Councilman Davis was a little bit
smarter and so was Council man Soubirous. They rel eased
everything to the press.

And that's the only way that we, the public,
were able to intervene, find out what was goi ng on, and
that forced the city's hands to have an open di scussion
of the investigation and the process. And -- and --
and hence and thereafter have a vote to not vote on
anything. 1In fact, even at that hearing Council man
Davis says, we voted prior to comng into the neeting
on what we were going to do here today.

And where is that in the m nutes?

Conspi cuously absent once again, just like the

decisions to investigate were absent -- were absent as
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well. So we had a council that was not conplying with
the law, okay? W have a staff that was not conplying
wth the law. But this -- council can't hide behind
the staff because the council hires the staff, okay?

And there is no, under the current ethics
policy, way to charge staff with ethics violations. So
hence the council nust want to be held accountable --
accountable for staff's actions. That's the only thing
| can be left with. Because it's been nentioned for
years that the -- the public would like to bring those
actions against staff, but never any action by our city
counci |l .

So as | said, there's not preponderance of
evi dence here of what happened was absolutely wong as
to process and absolutely wong as to the Brown Act.
W're going to -- I'mgoing to read for you the
settlenment agreenents or at |east the relevant parts of
the settlenent agreenments where the public apol ogies
were issued. W have beyond a reasonabl e doubt
evi dence against all council menbers and the nmayor who
participated in these events.

And | look forward to presenting this
evidence to you today. Thank you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Thank you. Just a point of

order here, | -- | was using the clock up there,
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because the clock on ny conputer is like two to three
mnutes difference. Wich -- which is the official
cl ock we're using?

MS. NNCOL: | -- I'"musing this one here, but
I -- -- | didit at nine mnutes.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: That's what | have.

M5. NICOL: GCkay. So nine mnutes then.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Okay. Nine -- nine mnutes
remai ni ng?

M5. NICOL: N ne --

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: O nine mnutes --

M5. NICOL: -- mnutes used.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  -- used?

M5. NICOL: Six mnutes --

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Ri ght.

M5 NICOL: -- renaining.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Ckay. Is it -- are we going
to use -- because | have 9:23 on here. Wat does --
what does that one say?

MS. NNCOL: This is this conputer here --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

M5. NICOL: -- and the other. So it doesn't
matter which one you use, they're both keepi ng good
tinmne.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.
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M5. NNCOL: So --

CHAI RVMAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

M5. NICOL: -- although they don't match.

So --

CHAl RVAN TUCKER: R ght.

MS. NNCOL: -- it remains that he was at nine
mnutes with six renaining.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Si x m nutes renaining,
correct?

All right. At this time, followi ng the
conpl ai nant's opening statenent, the public official
may nmake an opening statenment or defer making an
openi ng statenent until after the conpletion of the
conpl ai nant's presentation of evidence. The public
official shall have a total of 15 minutes to nake both
their opening and closing statenent and is responsible
for keeping tine.

Counci | man Perry, do you have an opening
st at enent ?

COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: Yes. And I'll be brief.

It isn't going to take 15 mnutes. |It's just going to
take a few short noments. There were a |ot of
generalities there. This -- there was this conplaint,
council did hear it. | wll say that it was an issue

that was before the city council and it was agendi zed
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as a closed session itemand noticed as anti ci pated
litigation. It was handl ed that way throughout the
entire investigation.

Beyond that the only thing | wll say is
M. Hunter does have the burden of proof. This isn't a
burden of proof on the city -- city council today.

This is a burden of proof on nme. So when he nmakes his
case today, he's going to have to denonstrate that |'ve
done sonething wong or |'ve failed to act. And that
falls on his shoulders and his shoul ders al one.

And with that, | have nothing further for you
at this point.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.

The conpl ai nant shall now present their
evidence. And | would, a couple of itens before you,
start. First, this is a conplaint against Council man
Perry, and that is what we will be hearing today.
Secondly, | amnmaking a -- in the absence of -- of any
clear directions, as the chair, | amlimting your time
to 45 mnutes. At 40 mnutes the panel will review and
deci de whether additional tinme shall be granted, but at
the start we will assume that -- that both of you have
45 mnutes to present your evidence.

M. Hunter, you may begin.

MR HUNTER  Thank you. |'d object to that.
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|'d Iike to know under what authority does the chair
have to limt evidence, tinme to present evidence.
Coul d you please cite ne in your rules where it says
you have that power?

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Wl |, again, as | pointed

out, in the absence of any clear designation that | --

that -- that the chair does not have the final
authority, I am-- and if -- and if you listen
carefully, | indicated that there would be 45 m nutes

W th an opportunity for the panel to extend your tine
I f necessary. This sinply provides us all with a
gui del i ne.

MR HUNTER  Ckay, thank you. 1'd like to
first call Councilman Perry if | could and then get
into the production of ny evidence. And I'd like to
reserve the right to call himback at a later tinme if |
coul d, pl ease.

CHAI RVMAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

MR. HUNTER  Thank you.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR- HUNTER
Q Counci |l man Perry, | have before nme the
mnutes fromApril 1st, 2014, and April 22nd, 2014. |If
you' d take a | ook at them please.
CHAI RMAN TUCKER: M. Hunter, on -- to
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benefit the hearing panel, wuld you al so make sure
that you refer to the page nunmber?

MR HUNTER: Ch, this is -- this is just
for -- this won't be introduced as part of the evidence
later. This is just official mnutes of the Gty of
Riverside. |'ve given hima copy of the official
m nutes of the --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

MR HUNTER. -- City of Riverside. And if --
iIf we'd like to, we can --

MEMBER WRIGHT: |I'd -- I'd -- I'd like to
raise an objection. If it's not in the docunments that
have been given to the hearing panel, it's not
adm ssi bl e.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: That -- that is part of our
rul es.

MR. HUNTER. Ckay. Gven to the panel was a
video -- was a video. W can play the video of -- of
what transpired on April 1st.

MEMBER WRI GHT:  You -- you don't have the
mnutes in our substantial pile of papers?

MR HUNTER. Are -- are you -- | nean, | guess
what |'msaying is, if we're disputing the -- the
factual accuracy of what |'mgoing to have M. --

MEMBER WRI GHT: The factual accuracy that the
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hearing panel relies on is the docunents that were
provided to us --
MR. HUNTER  Ckay.
MEMBER WRI GHT: -- in advance.
MR. HUNTER. That's fine. Well, let's --
MEMBER WRI GHT:  What page nunber ?
MR HUNTER. Let's -- let's -- let's queue the
video then for April 1st --
MEMBER WRI GHT: | obj ect.
MR. HUNTER. -- 2014.

MEMBER WRI GHT: This is out of the range of --

MR, HUNTER. That was in the --

MEMBER WRI GHT: -- material presentation.

MR. HUNTER: That was in the evidence package
that was submtted to this -- this -- this ethics
panel .

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: The -- | believe that we do
not have the capacity to queue to any specific item
I's that correct?

M5. NNCOL: It would be a | engthy process to
find the portion of the video. This has been described
In your last nmeeting. M. Hunter was present.

MR HUNTER:  Uh- huh.

MS. NICOL: That we need to know in advance if

he wi shes to play video or audio and -- and the spot on
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the video or audio. W had a conversation with him
this nmorning requesting the sane thing. He did not
provi de any instances where he would like to replay or
the spot in the audio or video that he would like to be
repl ayed.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: | Dbelieve at --

MR HUNTER  That is incorrect.

CHAIl RMAN TUCKER: | --

MR HUNTER  And --

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: -- believe at our previous
meetings that it was very clearly stated the opinion of
t he panel that any evidence that was to be presented
woul d be the -- the responsibility of the conplai nant
to make sure that all of that material was provided.
Specifically the reason that we did the transcription
and the highlighting of the transcription was to all ow
you to be able to quickly point to the itens to be
present ed.

Therefore the request to queue the video --

video 1s denied.

MR HUNTER Ckay. | would like to actually
talk to the -- the -- the phone call | had with the
city clerk today, which was, were the -- would -- would

t here be any incidences where | would need to put the

video on display for the ethics panel here today. And
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| said, only if the records that |I'm producing as part
of my cross-examnation are going to be called into
guestion. These are not -- these are not evidence
where | had to subpoena or | got a witness statenent.

These are material -- these are materi al
facts of -- of -- of proceedings that happened, which
they're very easily found, public records, which back
up the audi o that has already been submtted to this
panel . Now, we can queue -- we can hear that audio,
okay? And -- and -- and you only need to hear very
brief parts of it, which are that the city -- the city
attorney is going to report that there were no itens --
actions taken out of closed session. That's the only
part you need to hear. |It's probably all of five
seconds at the very end of the neeting. |t happens at
the end of the neeting. It happens at the end of every
meeti ng.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: If you had intended to

I ntroduce this information, how -- what -- what is the
rationale for not including it in -- in the 900 pages
of -- of material that we have?

MR HUNTER It's a part of the audio record.
It is included. It's on your audio CD.
CHAI RMAN TUCKER: But we were very clear that

we intended for the conplainant to -- to specify
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specific areas that we were to look at, not to give us
seven, eight hours of sonething that we did not know
where to | ook.

MR HUNTER: That's correct for the July 2nd,
2014 hearing, which was about two and a half, three
hours in -- in length. The rest of them | believe we
di scussed this at length, was that there was very

little in the rest of the audio that was presented as

part of the evidence that needed -- that would take
very -- very long to -- to go over
CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Okay. | have three nmenbers

of the panel that wish to speak. W'Il| start with
Kei t h.

MEMBER NELSON: | -- | was under the
| npression we took a continuance to do transcripts.
Are these not in those transcripts?

MR HUNTER. No. W only voted to -- to -- to
transcri be the occurrences of July 22nd, 2014, because
that was the nost relevant material avail able.

MR. HANSEN. And, chair, if | mght correct,
this hearing panel has not convened previously.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Uh- huh,

MR. HANSEN. The actions of which you speak
were the actions of other hearing panels. Although

M. Hunter was the conplainant in those hearings as
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well, for this hearing, today is the first day it's
convened, and this panel, as a body, has not nade any
requests or made any rulings other than what was nade
t oday by the chair.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: And clarify that then for

me. Does that nean that -- that we -- we can -- we
need to rule on -- on what is being presented to us now
and -- and not refer to our participation in previous
panel s?

MR. HANSEN. That is correct. You need to
come to this panel with an open and clear m nd and
j udge based upon the evidence presented during this
hearing as to whether or not there has been a violation
of the ethics code, not what you may have gl eaned from
participation in other hearing panels.

CHAl RMVAN TUCKER:  Very good. Thank you.

Chanpagne, you're next.

MEMBER FORD: | would like to thank Jason for
comng forward today. Fromhow | perceive it, | think
he just wants to show Council man Perry the m nutes, but
| don't -- | think he's just laying -- laying out his
case. | think we need to give himtine to sort of
figure out how he wants to put his case together

So | don't think there's any malice, | don't

think there's a point being made. | think he's just

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N T N N R N T T o T T o S R S S T
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO0 O 0 W N . O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 28

showi ng you the m nutes, and then he's going to
eventually lead into his case. So | don't want to --
this -- | think this process can be sort of
overwhelmng and this is sort of his first time and |
don't want us to kind of come out |ike wolves at him
| think let's just give himsone time and sit back, |
don't -- and just present those mnutes to the
counci | menber.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay, thank you.

Jeff.

MEMBER WRI GHT: Rule nine is very clear in
our -- in -- in our guidelines for hearing rules and
procedures that all evidence, including wtness
I nformati on, nmust be introduced by the respondent at
the hearing and it nmust be filed in the clerk's office
no | ater than 20 cal endar days. To now have ot her
paper that beconmes part of the -- part of the work of
this body is to prejudice our work, and | object to it.

Unl ess we, as a -- as a hearing panel,
majority of the hearing panel find by majority vote
that the discovery of that evidence cane to the
awar eness of the proponent after the filing of the
conplaint, which is clearly not the case.

MEMBER FORD: But it's not new evidence and we

have the audio and it's available to the public. So |
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think we're just kind of getting a little into the --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

MEMBER FORD: -- weeds right now.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: | under st and.

Keith, you're next.

MEMBER NELSON: It's ny understanding that
ri ght now you're not presenting those docunents as
evi dence.

MR. HUNTER: That's correct.

MEMBER NELSON: You're cross-exam ni ng
Council man Perry --

MR- HUNTER: That's correct.

MEMBER NELSON: -- so that he can either
verify or say your docunent is false.

MR HUNTER: That's correct.

MEMBER NELSON:. Ckay, thank you.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Debor ah.

MEMBER MACIAS: And -- and | agree, it was
part of our packet we had. If -- if it's -- even
though it's not in witing, it was presented to us.
And | think that we're kind of wasting tine arguing
that point. W just need to get it, listen to what he

has to say. And it was part of our packet, everybody
shoul d have gotten it, regardl ess of whether it's in

witing or not.
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And we did not agree to -- to transcribe that
particular mnutes. So | -- | think we need to nove

on. Let's hear it and hear what everyone has to say
and then make a deci sion based on that.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Ckay, thank you.

Chanpagne, you're now -- your name isS up
again. D d you already nake your comment?

All right. In light of the fact there
appears to be a consensus that you shoul d proceed,
Menmber Jeff's objectionis -- is noted. W wll
proceed with the hearing.

MR HUNTER  Thank you. And the only reason
| -- 1 doit thisway is | think it's going to save
tine overall. | really do.

BY MR- HUNTER:
Q So, Councilman Perry, before you, | -- | gave

you a docunent, could you just read the title of it,

pl ease?
A It is the city council, successor agency to
t he devel op -- redevel opnent agency, and housi ng

authority mnutes dated April 1st, 2014.

Q And on there is there a section that talks
about a cl osed session?

A Yes, there is.

Q And coul d you read what's under the cl osed
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sessions? And this is, once again, |I'mnot sure if |
heard you, was there a date on that nmeno?

A Yes, April 1st, 2014.

Q Sorry. Could you read what was -- what is
sai d under the -- under the closed session?

A It says, city attorney report on closed
sessions. The city attorney announced that there were
no reportable actions taken on the cl osed sessions held
earlier in the day.

Q Ckay.

MR HUNTER 1'd like to present to -- to
Counci | man Perry next the approval of the m nutes.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Point of note, | started
your 45 mnutes at 9:37, after our question and -- and
di scussi on.

MR HUNTER  Ckay, thank you.

BY MR- HUNTER:

Q Could you read the title of that docunent?

A It's the city council, housing authority, and
successor agency to redevel opnent agency m nutes and
it's dated Tuesday, April 8th, 2014.

Q Coul d you read the -- the section under
the -- the -- the title of the mnutes?

A The m nutes of the city council neeting of

April 1st, 2014, were approved as presented.
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Q And do -- do you see your nane on the -- on
the -- on the right-hand side of that docunent?

A Yes, | do.

Q And did you approve those m nutes on
April 8th?

A Yes.

Q Ckay, thank you. Councilman Perry, could you
read the title of the next docunent |'ve handed to you?

A Cty council and successor agency to
redevel opnent agency mnutes, and it says Tuesday,
April 22nd, 2014.

Q And could you read what it said under the
cl osed session report by the city attorney?

A It says, city attorney report on cl osed
sessions. The city attorney announced there were no
reportabl e actions taken on the closed sessions held
earlier in the day.

Q Ckay. And once again, Councilman Perry,
could you read the title of that docunent, please?

A Gty council nmeeting -- or I'msorry, city
council mnutes, Tuesday, Muy 6th, 2014.

Q And coul d you read what is under the section
cal | ed m nutes?

A M nutes --

Q The --
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A -- of the city council neeting of April 22nd
and 29th, 2014, were approved as presented.

Q And did you vote on those, approving those
m nut es, Council man Perry?

A Yes.

Q Thank you. And, Councilman Perry, could you
read the title of that docunent | just gave you?

A Gty council and successor agency to
redevel opnent agency m nutes, Tuesday, June 24th, 2014.

Q And coul d you read what is held under closed
session for that -- that date?

A There's nothing there about closed session.

Q Ch, isit -- I'msorry.

MR. HUNTER  You know what, 1'll skip that
document for now because it |ooks |ike | handed himthe
wrong docunent.

BY MR- HUNTER:

Q So we're going to have before us, Council man
Perry, and just and you've read, | inmagine, sone of the
record, and we're going to be tal king about the
transcript fromJuly 22nd, 2014, and as well as the
I nvestigative reports that state the council voted on
April 1st, 2014, and April -- and April 22nd, 2014, to
conduct investigations into the hearings -- into the

actions of Council man Davis and Counci | man Soubi r ous.
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| guess ny question is, if that is true,
unl ess you're -- you're denying that that happened, why
did you vote to approve mnutes where you -- you took
action as a council and did not report it out of closed
sessi on?

A Vell, | wouldn't be able to answer your
guestion because it requires that | relay information
or discussion that is protected fromthe disclosure of
the attorney-client closed session privilege.

Q If you violated the Brown Act, you do not
have a privilege to disclose -- to not disclose. It is
a Brown Act violation per se to not report reportable
actions out of closed session. All actions taken by
the council -- by -- by the council are reportable.
There are no non-reportable actions out of closed
session under the Brown Act. Wuld you like to restate
t hat, your answer?

A That is your opinion. |'Il restate --
restate ny answer. | wouldn't be able to answer your
question because it requires that | relay information
or discussion that is protected disclosure by
attorney-client closed session privilege.

Q Did you participate in a vote to hire
I nvestigators and to hold a open trial, hire

I nvestigators towards Council man Davis and Counci |l man
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Soubi rous? Question nunber one.

A And again ny answer would be, | wouldn't be
abl e to answer your question because it requires that |
relay information or discussion that is protected
di scl osure by attorney-client closed session privilege.

Q Now, do you -- do you understand, Council man
Perry, that perhaps even yourself, |I'Il have to check
the testinony, but certainly several of your colleagues
on July 22nd, 2014, admtted, not just on July 14th,
but also to the Press Enterprise, which is part of the
exhibits here, that the council held votes on April 1st
and April 22nd, 2014, to hire an investigation towards
the -- the matters of Soubirous and Davis. You are
aware of that?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So you're -- what you're saying is you
refuse to answer even though it seens every one of your
col | eagues admts they held a vote? You're -- you're
sayi ng you can't answer whether you -- you participated
in that vote? You were at the neetings, correct?

A Yes, | participated in the vote, but the
di scussion -- this is -- you're basing a Brown
violation, this is your opinion.

Q Ckay.

MR HUNTER: Like | said, we'll -- we'll --
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we' |l conclude on this matter, because we'll be
di scussing -- I'Il be introducing as evidence the Brown
Act and we'll talk about whether it's a Brown Act

violation to vote on sonething and then not rel ease
what that vote was imediately to the public there
afterwards. Thank you very much

BY MR HUNTER:

Q Ckay. Now, onto the second. And that wll
concl ude our, for now anyway, our -- our discussion of
Brown Act violations. Actually one nore. Wen actions
are taken out of closed session these days with
attorney Gary Ceuss, are all actions reported
| medi ately out of closed session and then put into the
m nut es?

A Those that are reportable.

Q Are there any non-reportable votes to your
know edge that woul dn't be reported out of closed
sessi on?

A Not that | recall.

Q Ckay. So second questionis, I'd like to
gi ve you a copy of our ethics policy.

MR. HUNTER. W're going to switch to that
real quick
CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Are you referring us also to

a particul ar page?
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MR HUNTER: Yes, | am Sorry.

CHAI RMVAN TUCKER: And that woul d be?

MR. HUNTER: Sorry, yes, | am Let ne grab it
real quick. Here it is. I'msorry, it'sright -- it's
right in front of ne. And the --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  The nunber at the bottom

MR HUNTER. And the -- | don't knowif yours
are nunbered the same way that mne are, but do you see
a nunber of 00324 at the beginning of the ethics policy
page?

CHAl RVAN TUCKER: Do you have a nunber at the
bottom of the page?

MR HUNTER: Ch, like one, tw, three, four,

five?

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Yeabh.

MR HUNTER. |If we could go to page nunber --
page nunber six -- to page nunber six, please.

CHAI RVBN TUCKER: Page nunber six in the -- in
the code? There's a small -- there's a small -- it
says, for instance, | happen to be |ooking at page 194.

MR HUNTER: Perhaps. | don't have it in
front of me anynore, but it -- it's -- |I've got it
menorized. It's -- he's got the page right in front of
hi m

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Well, until -- until you --
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MR. HUNTER: Ch, sorry.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: -- you can direct us to
specifically what we're looking at, it's difficult for
us to follow

MR. HUNTER  Ckay.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Because we're relying
upon -- on the docunents that were sent to us.

MR. HUNTER. Let's see here. |If you don't
mnd, |'mjust going to borrow that for just one second
back from M. Perry.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Sure.

MR, HUNTER. Sorry. So it would be page six
and it would be nunber four, particularly where it
begi ns, conplaints fromnenbers of the public. Does
everybody see that, where I'mreferencing to?

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Again, | -- | can't --

MEMBER WRI GHT: There's a footer at the bottom
of the page, it says page ending nunber.

MR, HUNTER: This is what | have.

MEMBER WRI GHT: A footer at the very bottom of
our docket.

MR. HUNTER: |'ve got a 00329.

MEMBER WRI GHT: Well, we've got 1,038 pages of
your material all nunbered sequentially. Having --

bei ng on the same page would be very hel pful.

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N T N N R N T T o T T o S R S S T
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO0 O 0 W N . O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 39

MR. HUNTER. Ckay. Hold on.

MEMBER FORD: Jason, are you referring to --
| -- | know where you're at. You' re on page siXx,
resolution --

MR HUNTER  Yes.

MEMBER FORD: -- nunber --

MR HUNTER. 22 --

MEMBER FORD: -- 22318. That's --

MR. HUNTER  Yes.

MEMBER FORD: -- part of that 48-page packet
he submtted initially. That mght not be a part of
this last packet. |'m--

MEMBER WRI GHT: It actually is part of the --

MEMBER FORD: (kay.

MEMBER WRI GHT: -- sequential nunbering.

MEMBER FORD:  Ckay.

MR HUNTER. |'ve got a copy of what went to
the actual panels as part of this case.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: And we need -- and we need
you to use -- follow that.

MR. HUNTER: All right.

CHAI RVBN TUCKER:  Chanpagne, you indicated you
knew where he is -- is on this. Wat page nunber?

MEMBER FORD: |'mon ny iPhone. So --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  But the evidence shoul d
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still tell you at the --
MEMBER FORD:  Uh- huh.
CHAI RMAN TUCKER: -- bottom what the page
nunber is.

MEMBER FORD: It's 00329.

MR HUNTER. That's -- that's what | just
said, | believe.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: | don't have a 00329. M --
nmy docunment starts wth page 50.

MEMBER: (I ndiscernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: | don't know if that's the
first portion, but he's -- he's -- he's referring to
the Code of Ethics, and | just need to know where it
starts inthis pile of material that | have.

MEMBER FORD: Wy don't you go to the bottom
of page 17.

CHAl RVAN TUCKER:  Page 177?

MEMBER FORD:  Uh- huh.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Okay. In this material
here.

MEMBER FORD: (I ndiscernible) page nunbers.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Her e.

MEMBER FORD: (I ndiscernible) sanme copy
(indi scernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.
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MR HUNTER  Ckay, thank you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: W're with you now.

MR HUNTER  And if you could | ook at nunber
four, please. And it begins with conplaints from
menbers. And then I'Il begin ny question.

BY MR- HUNTER:

Q M. Perry, are you famliar with what public
coment is as part of the public neeting?

A Yes.

Q And coul d you explain to me who fromthe
public can come up and speak during those -- those --
t hose portions of the meeting?

A Anyone.

Q Ckay. So would an elected official be able
to speak during public coment?

A Yes.

Q Wul d an enpl oyee be able to speak during
publ i c comment ?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So to -- to your know edge, a nenber
of the public is pretty nmuch anyone who is here in, you
know, in the United States, | don't even knowif it's
legally or illegally, but certainly legally, correct,
could come up and speak during public conment?

A Anyone can speak during public conment.
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Q Coul d you read nunber four, please, fromthe
conplaint | just gave you, which is highlighted?

A Just the highlighted section?

Q Just the highlighted section, please.

A Conpl ai nts from menbers of the public
regarding el ected or appointed officials shall be
submtted on the conplaint formavailable fromthe city
clerk.

Q Ckay, thank you very much. Now, to your
know edge, Sergio Diaz is a nmenber of the public,
correct?

A Yes.

Q Scott Barber is a nenber of the public?

A Yes.

Q Ckay. So would you tell me, once the
| nvestigator, and we're going to cover this |ater,
decided that there was no hostile workforce claim why
staff wasn't told to file a -- an ethics conplaint as
they are nmenbers of the public? Could you -- could you
explain that, that reasoning?

A You're -- you're -- you're going to have to
repeat the question.

Q Could -- could you -- now, if -- if -- if the
folks who filed these conplaints that led to this Davis

and Soubirous investigations and the -- and the
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Soubi rous hearing are nmenbers of the public, why were
they not directed by the council to file ethics
conplaints once it was initially determ ned that --
that there was no hostile workforce environnment
exi sting?

A Vell, I"'mnot trying to be difficult here,
but I wouldn't be able to answer your question because
it requires that | relay information or discussion that

Is protected fromthe disclosure of the city

attorney-client closed session privilege. | don't have
the ability to waive that. | -- | don't have the
ability. | think that requires the council --

Q Ckay.

A -- counsel .

MR HUNTER I1'd like to -- thisis also in

your evidence package, and it's -- it's entitled, Code
of Ethics conplaints. It's a summary docunent of al

Code of Ethics conplaints from 2006 to
20- and- maybe-even-15 as filed by the public. [If |
could give that to M. Perry. And trust ne, |I'm
| ooki ng for the number that --

CHAl RVAN TUCKER:  Nunmber 1109.

MR HUNTER  Ckay. 119, thank you.
BY MR HUNTER:

Q Coul d you read on page, | believe it's, two
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or three, there's a -- there's a section on
adm nistration and -- or violation of section 407?

Coul d you read the conplaints to the -- to the ethics

panel here?

A "' m not --

Q The part that's been --

A -- sure what you're asking.

Q The part that's been highlighted.
A Well, it says charter 407 -- 407,

interference wth adm nistrative services.
MR- HUNTER: Does -- does -- does the ethics
panel see that? | believe it's on page two or three.
CHAI RMVAN TUCKER:  No.
BY MR HUNTER:

Q And the conplaint -- and the conpl aint was
filed by who, Council man Perry?

A This was dated 8/30/2010 by Deborah Wng,

M chael Dunn, and Mary Fi gueroa.

Q And -- and could you read the conplaint --
the -- the conplaint with the date and the description
of it for the conplaint belowthat?

A 9/ 27/ 10, (indiscernible) charter 407,
interference with adm nistrative services.

Q Ckay. So in the past, would you state that

If there were conplaints made agai nst charter
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violations or policy violations by menbers of the
public, they were always referred to the ethics process
to be adjudi cated?

A That | don't know, | wasn't on the counci
t hen.

Q But there's certainly a record of it, of --
of simlar conplaints filed by the public going to --
t hrough the ethics process, correct?

A Well, it says Code of Ethics conplaint, but
it doesn't say where it's going.

Q Vell, but --

MR HUNTER  And for the record, for the --
for the -- and -- and we can go over this during
evidence as well, that's the official summary fromthe
city clerk of all Code of Ethics conplaints since the
I nception of the policy. So those are, in fact, Code
of Ethics conplaints. Those are, in fact, 407
violations that were alleged by nenbers of the public,
whi ch were adjudi cated through the Code of Ethics
process, not a separate process. Thank you.

And | have one nore thing to introduce to
Counci |l man Perry, and then -- and then we'l| be done
w th Council man Perry.

BY MR HUNTER:

Q Counci |l man Perry, could you read the title of
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t hat docunment? And that's al so been provided to you.

A It's acity -- it's a city counci
menor andum

Q Yeah. And -- and under the subject, could
you read that?

A Hearing on investigation of conplaints
agai nst Counci | renber M ke Soubi rous and adm nistrative
i nterference and harassnent.

MR HUNTER: Ckay. And this was provided as
part of my original conplaint, all right? So this
woul d be in the original conplaint package. And |
think it's also in the evidence package as well, but --

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Council man Perry, is there a
page -- excuse ne -- a page nunber on the bottom of
that? R ght at the very, very bottom

COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: No, no, there isn't,

MR. HANSEN. The docunents presented for the
W tness to read fromare not Bates stanped as they are
I n the packet.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: They are -- they are in the
packet? Ckay.

MR, HUNTER. If -- if | could, I think you can
get this just verbally, and I'mjust going to have him
read verbatimfromthe docunent.

BY MR HUNTER:
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Q Could you read the -- the issue at hand on --
on that docunent, please?

A The issue at hand?

Q Actually -- actually the date first, please,
the date of the docunent.

A July 22nd, 2014.

Q And underneath the subject, it says the --
the word issue. Could you read the issue, please?

A The issue presented for city counci
consi deration is whether to take any action as agai nst
Counci | nenber M ke Soubirous based upon the results of
the investigation in response to a conplaint to the
admnistrative interference -- interference and
harassnment made by city manager and chief of police.

Q Ckay. And could you read under the
recommendation by -- and -- and could you read who is
the meno from please?

A It's fromMayor WlliamR Bailey, I1l; Mayor
Pro Tem Steven K. Adans, and incom ng Mayor Pro Tem
Janmes Perry.

Q So -- so you participated in the actual
production of this docunent, right?

A | signed this docunent.

Q Ckay. So could you read the -- the

recommendation now to the city council on that date?
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A That the city council conduct a hearing to
consider the results of the investigation of the
conplaints and any information submtted in response
thereto by Council man Soubirous and to take whatever
action if -- if any that the city council deens
appropri ate.

Q Now, on July 22nd, 2014, Councilman Davis is
on the record as saying that the council took a vote
prior to comng into the neeting on the adjudication of
this claim is that correct?

A You' d have to show me sone docunentation of
t hat .

Q Ckay. W -- and we'll get to that in the
evi dence | ater.

A Yeah.

Q Let's go to the very back of that -- that
meno, the very last, right before fiscal inpact where
it says, after careful consideration. And could you
read that statenment to me? Second -- second page.

A Wiere on the second page?

Q On about hal fway down it says, after careful
consi derati on.

A And you want ne to --

Q Just read verbatim please. Ckay.

A And what do you want me to read verbatin?
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Q It says, after careful consideration and
del i beration concerning these facts.
A And how far do you want ne to read?

Q All the way down to the |ast bullet point,

please. It won't be that | ong.
A After consideration -- after careful
consi deration deliberation concerning -- concerning the

facts, conclusions, and recommendations set forth in
the report as well as consideration of any information
and/ or response provi ded by Council nmenber Soubirous,
the city council may consider any of the followng in
response thereto: Take no action, public censure,
removal from comm ttee chai rmanship, renoval from
standi ng conm ttee assignnents, renoval from mayor pro
temrotation, renoval fromregional organization
assignnments, referral to Riverside County district
attorney's office for investigation as to whether or
not a crime has been commtted for violation of charter
section 407.

Q Ckay. And to your know edge, what authority
did the council to -- have to take those disciplinary
actions under Council man Soubi rous?

A W didn't take any action.

Q But you're -- you're recommending it here.

It's part of your report. It's --
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A It --
Q -- actions that you -- you -- it says here

the city council may consider any of the followng in
response to. So you nmay not have taken action, but you
were deliberating taking action; is that correct?

A There was no deliberation on taking action.

Q W' ve all seen the -- the video.

A | -- 1 understand it, there was -- there was
a hearing, but as far as any of these actions, none of
t hese were di scussed.

Q But as part -- as part of the record for the
hearing is of course this meno. So whether or not you
verbal |y discussed it doesn't nmean you weren't
considering it. The nmeno specifically states, city
council may consider any of the follow ng in response
thereto, correct?

A These are proposed consi derations.

Q Ckay. So you're proposing disciplinary
action agai nst Council man Soubi rous. Once again, based
upon what authority did you make these recomendati ons?

A W didn't.

Q Ckay. So there was no authority.

A No.

Q | just --

A Repeat -- repeat your question one nore tinme.
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Q WAs there any authority to take these actions
under any existing council-approved docunent ?

A It woul d have required action by the counci
at the end of that hearing. No action was taken.

Q Ckay. So there was no authority. Now
secondly, was there any authority or did you previously
deli berate in open session the process by which you

woul d conme to perhaps inmposing these disciplinary

actions?
A | n open session?
Q Yes.
A No.
Q So we create -- so are -- are you saying you

created this process as you kind of went al ong?

A | didn't create it, no.

Q O did you -- did you participate -- did you
participate in the creation of this process to
I nvestigate and -- and try Council man Soubirous and
then investigate Council man Davi s?

A Once again your asking for attorney-client
privilege -- privilege information. | don't have the
authority to waive that.

Q VWll, you did vote. You already admtted
that you voted on it.

A There was a vote taken that day, yes.
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Q So | guess we can assune that you voted on
sonme sort of information as to the investigation and
then the trial of Council man Soubirous and the
I nvestigation of Councilman Davis, correct?

A There was a hearing for Council man Soubi rous.

Q Ckay.

CHAI RMVAN TUCKER:  You have approxi mately
22 minutes left of the --

MR HUNTER  Sure.

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: -- 45 --
BY MR, HUNTER:
Q S0 --
CHAI RVAN TUCKER: -- m nutes all ocat ed.
MR. HUNTER. Ckay. So let's -- let's -- let's

continue with this.
BY MR HUNTER:

Q So these actions that you have proposed here
along with Mayor Wl liam Bailey and Mayor Steve -- or
Mayor Pro Tem Steve Adans, these actions, were these --
t hese were things that you proposed personally al ong
wth the other two, or was it a full council decision?
It looks |like your -- just your nanme is on it, so would
you say that the three of you collaborated in producing
t hese actions that you were going to take agai nst

M. -- M. Soubirous?
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A We took no plan to take action agai nst

anyone.
Q Unh- huh.
A These were -- depending on how -- how that
hearing would transpire, these would be -- these are

proposed actions that could be taken.

Q And -- and so you --

A No action was taken.

Q And just to reiterate for the -- for the
et hics panel again, fromwhat authority did you draw
t hose proposed disciplinary actions? There nust be
sonme authority for you to -- if you are going to inpose
di sci pline, you nust have sone authority to inpose
di sci pline, correct?

A Based on a vote of the entire city council,
that did not happen.

Q Ckay. So let me -- | -- could you restate
that one nore tinme, Council menber Perry?

A W took no action agai nst Council menber
Soubi r ous.

Q But you certainly proposed a process and then
di sci pline -- discipline.

A This is a proposed process.

Q Ckay. So you proposed a process, and you

proposed disciplinary actions. You have yet to
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provide, | assune there is none, that's why we have yet
to see it --

A And once again there was no disciplinary
action taken.

Q But you --

A This isn't reconmendi ng a disciplinary
action. It is proposed.

Q Did you hold a hearing of Council man
Soubi r ous?

A Yes.

Q Under what authority did the council have to
set a hearing for Council man Soubirous?

A It was based on complaints that we had
received. And once again | wuldn't be able to -- be
abl e to answer your question because it requires
information that | relay -- or discussion that is
protected by -- by a disclosure of an attorney -- an
attorney-client closed session privilege.

Q Do you -- do you renenber to the best of your
recol l ection whether a hostile workforce environnent
was ever substantiated in the case of Council man Davis

or Counci |l man Soubi rous?

A No.
Q Ckay.
A And we're -- and we're getting into two
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different -- | thought we were focusing on one, not the
other. | --

Q Sure. And we're --

A -- (indiscernible) here.

Q -- going to conme right back to it in a
second. There was a reason for the question. So that
| eft the only allegations to be adjudi cated whet her or
not charter violations occurred or -- or even in the
case of Council man Soubirous, | believe there were
Brown Act violations as well, correct?

A There was a hearing based on the totality of
the circunmstances. That hearing took place, and no
action was taken.

Q And we just read froma docunent that states
fromthe past, nenbers of the public who brought
charter violations or even, you know, violations of
state law, consistently a hundred percent of the -- the
cases under the -- were brought under the -- the ethics

code and adj udi cated by the ethics adjudicating body,
correct?
A | didn't ook at all of themto be honest
W th you.
MR HUNTER Well, for -- for the record, and
| guess this will be part of the evidence as well, that

Is a conplete totality of all ethics conplaints brought
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by the public citing admnistrative interference or
other charter violations -- violations.

Thank you, M. Perry. That will be all.

And -- and, M. Hansen, if | could have ny
docunent s back, please.

So during this -- this part of the hearing,
|'d like to introduce, start introducing ny evidence if
| could, please. And | admt it's going to be alittle
bit difficult because | -- | wasn't totally -- | think
| -- 1 -- 1 may have different docunents with -- with
nunbers on the bottom of themthan -- than you do,
which is kind of unfortunate. |If | have simlar
docunents, I'lIl try to -- to read theminto the record
for you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Do you have the packet that
was submtted to us?

MR HUNTER  Yes, | do.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: That's the one we need for
you to refer to whenever possible.

MR HUNTER So |I'd first like to read into
the record or at |east address for the record the
transcript of the Riverside city council mneeting
July 22nd, 2014. 1Is it page 883, | hope.

MEMBER FORD:  Uh- huh.

MR HANSEN: Yeah.
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MR HUNTER Is that -- that correct?

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: That is correct. It
actual |y begi ns on page 884.

MR. HUNTER  Thank you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  You' ve highlighted some
portions of that.

MR HUNTER Yes. |1'd like to start off with
page -- to page 885, please. And I'd like to read a
few-- and I'lIl -- and as | go through the sections, |
believe they're all highlighted for you anyway, |
believe, so as | go through them |'mgoing to provide
the relevance of these different sections and why |'ve
hi ghl i ghted for them

All right. So the first thing it says, the
intent of this nmeeting is to ensure transparency within

city government and afford all parties the rights and

fair treatnent they deserve -- deserve resulting in
accountability for all parties. | thought that -- for
all parties involved. | thought that was rel evant,

because how can you ensure transparency in city
governnments if you're not revealing to the public, as
part of the mnutes | just discussed with Council man
Perry, that you're taking votes to conduct

I nvestigati ons and appropriate -- and appropriate --

not just to conduct the investigation, but appropriate
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city noney towards those investigations violating -- in
violating the Brown Act. | just, | find that to be

ki nd of ironic.

The next statenment says, upon receiving a
hostil e work environnment conplaint, evidence of a
potential violation of the city charter for
admnistrative interference, the mayor and nmayor pro
temcalled the closed session to review the evidence
and expose -- exposure to -- to litigation. This
cl osed session led the city council unaninously wth
counsel, and | believe that's counsel as in, not city
council, but actually advisenment of a |awyer,
aut hori zing the mayor pro temto hire an investigative
reporter as required by state and -- law and city
policy.

Now, once again we have an adm ssion by the
mayor of our city that a vote took place. And -- and
we can prove that it was on April 1st, with -- with
subject to evidence -- evidence, that was never
recorded in the mnutes that M. Perry, Council man
Perry approved, okay? Now, councilmn -- now Mayor
Bail ey of course is correct that the city did have a
duty to review a conpl aint about hostile workforce
environnent, but he is absolutely |eading everyone on

into saying that it would then roll over into
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I nvestigating all conplaints, which woul d be a
conplaint into admnistrative interference or Brown Act
vi ol ations.

That woul d have been done through a separate
process. The process woul d have been bifurcated if it
had been anyone in the city besides a few of the
bureaucrats. Everyone el se would have had to go
t hrough the Code of Ethics to |aunch their conplaint.
And we know t hat because we've seen a conprehensive
list fromthe city clerk show ng the exact sane
conpl ai nt being nade in the past, and it was directed
to the Code of Ethics.

Ckay. So what Mayor Bailey is saying there
Is giving -- is kind of -- is bedeviling to sone extent
because he tends to msdirect and say we had to
I nvestigate all clains. That is not -- absolutely
positively untrue. Only the hostile workforce
environnent -- environnent, which was quickly dism ssed
by the investigator needing to be investigated.

Ckay. So if we go to page 886, we are here
today to review the findings of the investigation
reported by M. Gunport, listen to response by
Counci | man Soubi rous, encourage the public to coment,
all ow the council to ask questions, discuss,

del i berate, and take -- take action if so desired,
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okay?

Now, no action was taken, that is correct,
but certainly it was on the table to take action for
whi ch | keep com ng back to, where was the authority

for the city council to take such actions, to which |

cannot find any. M. Perry has not presented any. It
I s not a burden incunbent upon me to present -- to
provi de proof of a negative. |It's inpossible. It

woul d be incunmbent upon the defendant to prove where
the authority came from

Once again, when you deliberate as part of an
et hics body, you make the rules first, and then you
adj udi cate the process. And why do you do that? You
do that because you nake -- need to make sure that no
one's due process is violated by nmaking up a new
procedure every tinme depending on who's the defendant
and who's the conplainant. That ensures fairness in
the process. And fairness in the process is part of
t he process, okay?

So M. Soubirous's rights to due process were
violated. In fact, | think when we read the cl osed
session, the reports out of closed session as part of
the settlenents wth Council man Soubirous, the -- it --
it -- the city attorney states that council man -- that

Counci | man Soubirous's due process rights
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unfortunately, you know, nmay have been conprom sed,
okay? So that's very relevant.

And you see the next |ine down they even say,
nor wll there be cross-exam nation, a
cross-exam nation of witnesses. Wy is that inportant?
Well, Council man Soubirous, as Councilman Davis w ||
point out later in this conplaint or -- or inthis --
this hearing mnutes, was not just accused of, you
know, you can say adm nistrative -- you know,
interference and admnistrative -- admnistrative
service or whatever you want to hear or even nmaybe
potentially violating the Brown Act; those are
m sdeneanors under our charter and state law. Those
w |l be prosecuted with -- with -- with enough evidence
by the district attorney.

So why woul d he not be afforded the right to
Cross-exam ne wi tnesses that were brought before him at
his -- at his showtrial, at his -- it's -- it's
absol utely absurd.

Ckay. I1'd like to go to the next sentence
of -- or paragraph down where it says, first off to
where it is the intent and desire of this city counci
to conduct its business in an orderly and a fair manner
I n whereas there are certain basic rights of due

process and opportunity to address equity -- issues
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wth equity, fairness, and equal protection of the |aw
| think | just addressed that, is that there was no due
process afforded Council man Soubirous here.

And why -- why is that? Because the counci
created this process, as M. Perry cannot once again
provi de any docunentation that there was any process
that was created beforehand to run one of these show
trials. It was created out of thin air. That, in
itself, violated Council man Soubirous's rights to due
process, because if you were allowed to do that, you
could create different rules for every single case
brought before you.

Ckay. Now, let's go to page 888, please. It
says and highlighted, the mayor and city council shal
publicly share substantive information which they may
have received from sources outside the public
deci si on-maki ng process that is relevant to a matter
under consideration by the city council. GCkay. This
Is | believe once again M. -- Mayor Bailey talking
about they're required to share information when you're
maki ng a deci si on-maki ng process, but for sone reason,
Counci |l man Perry, as part of his defense, would have
you believe that the process by which they created this
kangaroo court and hired an investigator did not have

to be shared with the public.
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And if you think about it -- | always say,
sonetines the proof is in the pudding, okay? The fact
that there was an actual hearing wth all the docunents
that was part of the investigation done in open session
per se disqualifies it as ever having been allowed to
have been di scussed in closed session, right?

So what -- what is M. Perry's defense?

M. Perry's defense is, well, you know, there was
potential litigation here. WlIl, wait a second. Was
there | ess potential litigation once all those

docunments were presented to the public as part of a
show trial? Well, of course there was nore. So how
were -- were the discussions ever held in closed
session as to the process to begin with?

Si nce when, under the Brown Act, can you
di scuss a process as to how you bring forth an
I nvestigation in a hearing of council nenbers.
Counci | menbers under the Brown Act are not consi dered
enpl oyees. They have no private interest -- privacy
I nterest under the Brown Act, okay?

And going forward here I'd like to get to, |
think this is really the real meat of the issue here,
let's get into Councilman Davis's statenents, because |
t hi nk Counci | man Davis does an excellent job of really

di scussing all of the problens of what happened on
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a disclosure wth violation of the law and ask for
I nformation for that violation of the |aw and then
unfortunately charge every nmenber of this council in a
violation of the Brown Act. This is an el ected
representative of the people. And if we can't get
access to those records, we need to subpoena Council man
Davi s and Counci | man Soubirous, but particularly
Counci | man Davi s.

Under the State of California |aws, under the
Brown Act, the Ralph M Brown Act, further on page 892,
| cannot participate in this because it would be a
violation of law, sir. Further on page 893, | call for
a vote of the council of whether or not | can speak
that we did, in fact, violate the Brown Act when we did
it and howwe did it before we proceed. This is
al | oned under our energency cl ause.

To which point, Mayor Bailey and we'll
di scuss mayor -- Mayor Bailey's adjudication says,
we're going to recess the neeting if that's -- if
that's what you want to do. That's on page 894. This
Is even after Council man Mel endrez says, | will second

that notion to recess the neeting, obviously getting
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July -- in July 20th -- July 22nd, 2014, and all dates
t here bef or ehand.
Counci | man Davi s, on page 891, | have to nake
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very unconfortable as to what the -- how the
proceedi ngs were -- were goi ng down.

Counci | man Mel endrez says on page 895, |
think there are a ot of inportant issues that we need
to discuss before we proceed. So what Council man
Mel endrez is saying there is, we need to put together a
process before we continue with this investigation and
this hearing, okay? |It's precisely what he's saying.

Let's skip over to page 897. Mayor Bailey at
the very bottomof the -- the page. He says, Mrk
Meyer hof f, our special counsel, who wll further
explain the duty to investigate and answer your
guestion as to why we are here today; Leonard Gunport,
who w Il present the summary of the findings;
Counci | man Soubirous will then provide -- be provided
an opportunity to respond. So that's giving you the
process. Once again to which | say, where was the
authority or when was the process ever created if it
wasn't created in closed session, which we for sone
reason are not being given access to.

Ckay. So M. Meyerhoff goes on to say,
claims of -- at the very bottom of the page on 898,
clainms of hostile workforce environnment under
California governnent code as part of the Fair

Enpl oynent Housi ng Act, section 12940 of the governnent
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code, enployers, including the city, are required to
conduct fair, pronpt, and thorough investigations in
clainms of hostile work environnent, okay? And that's
true.

The investigator also reviewed all egations
that the city charter was viol ated specifically under
section 407. The council is here today to publicly --
publicly deliberate on the issue and whether any action
shoul d be taken as a part of this investigation. So
M. Meyerhoff knew precisely what was supposed to
happen that day, okay, go through the process and then
perhaps take an action. Because no action was taken
does not nmean that it could not have been taken.

The conclusion | reached on page 900, the
conclusion | reached basically as to all of the
allegations is that it would be undue specul ation t hat
Counci | man Soubirous had conmtted any of the
violations that were alleged against him Ckay. That
sumari zes the entire -- and that's probably as nuch of
the investigation, itself, that | want to go into.

MEMBER: (I ndi scernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  You' ve been at this
approxi mately 40 mnutes. How nuch nore tine do you
t hi nk you need?

MR. HUNTER  Probably 30 m nutes.
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CHAl RVAN TUCKER:  Does the hearing panel w sh
to grant M. Hunter an additional 30 m nutes?
MEMBER: (I ndi scernible).
CHAl RMAN TUCKER:  Yes, pl ease vote.
MEMBER FORD: | would like to know, do you
pl an on going through this transcript for the next
30 mnutes, or do you feel like there's pertinent
i nformation or pieces that you need to kind of connect?

MR HUNTER M/ -- ny -- ny strategy is to

just, I'mgoing to go through the relevant. And it's
only what's highlighted. 1'mnot going to go
through -- a giant portion of this transcript is not

hi ghl i ght ed, yeah.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: | requested -- ny -- ny
guestion was, how nuch tinme do you need to concl ude
your evidence.

MR HUNTER  Thirty m nutes.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Does that hel p, Chanmpagne?
Ckay.

MEMBER FORD: And it's going to be 30 m nutes
of this transcript?

MR HUNTER  No.

MEMBER FORD: No?

MR HUNTER  No.

MEMBER FORD:  No.
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MR HUNTER It will be this transcript and
then tying it back to the other evidence |'ve already
presented. And -- and -- and basically backing up
Counci | man Davis's statenents with actual docunents
t hat prove what he's saying is indeed correct.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Pl ease vote.

M5. NICOL: The voting nmachi ne was set up
i ncorrectly, so | apologize, but I'mgoing to clear the
vote and ask you to vote one nore tine.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Has everybody vot ed?

M. Nel son.

MS. NICOL: Menber Nelson. Mdtion carries
with (indiscernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Mbdtion carries. You have
30 mnutes. It is now 10:23, that neans 10:53 if | add
correctly. So you may begin.

MR HUNTER  Yes. Let's skip forward for the
sake of brevity here. Let's go to nuch further on in
the neeting. Because at that point in time | believe
the investigator actually goes into the allegations,
and -- and that is not as inportant to ne. |'mnore
interested in the process.

So let's go to page 913 of the transcript,
please. And I'll read, there were four kinds of

al l egations alleged. This is towards the bottom of the
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page. One allegation was that it appeared that there
had been a Brown Act violation. Now, the Brown Act
requires that generally the council conduct its

busi ness publicly as a group and that they not have
secret votes on various matters. Boy, that's kind of
telling; isn't it?

This is the -- the city's investigator
telling the council they cannot have secret votes on
various matters, but yet |'ve already provided evidence
in the formof audio -- audio and al so as part of
testinmony that secret votes absolutely positively took
place on April 1st and April 22nd to conduct
I nvestigations into councilnen that were never reported
out of the closed session. So if you have any
guestions as to whether that violates the law, | think
M. Gunport just answered that for you.

Now, and since there is definitely no public
record of any vote being taken through February 14th on
the -- on the issue of arned guards, there may have
been a Brown Act violation. And all he's saying is
that -- | guess this goes to the nerits of -- of -- of
-- of the investigation, is that you needed a -- there
has to be a public record of every vote taken, whether
it's open or closed.

Ckay. And his disposition on that was | ater
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on the page, it says, there's been no secret vote that
| could see and therefore no Brown Act violations.

Now, of course the reverse of that would be, if there
were secret votes, those would be Brown Act violations.

ALl right. Secondly, |'ve already discussed
the 407 alleged violation. That's -- that's to the
merits of the claimonce again. |It's just specul ation.
There was an allegation that there had been ethics
violations as well on these grounds. And therefore ny
conclusion was that there's no likely ethics
vi ol ations.

So | ask you, why is an investigator being
hired by the council to review whether ethics
vi ol ati ons occurred when that is the sole job under our
-- our city council of the ethics adjudicating bodies.
If that isn't an adm ssion that they bypassed the
process, itself, | don't know what woul d be.

So the claimwas nade that there was a
hostile work environnent |ater on the page. The
harassment or hostility has to be based on race,
religion, sonething like that. Under the technical
requirements of the city's and the state's
anti-harassnent |aws, there was no hostile work
envi ronment .

And if you went into -- this is the only tine
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maybe |1'|l|l delve into some of the -- the aspects of the
claim but if you go into any of that part of the

| nvestigation, you'll never see in any of the evidence
t hat was presented before you, any clai magainst Davis
or Soubirous that would be substantiated as a hostile
wor kf orce environnent, because nobody ever says, hey,
you di scrim nated agai nst nme because |I'ma nman or
because I'mwhite or because |I'm Catholic, okay?

So the -- the investigator is telling you,
well, that was -- and that was the only requirenent to
I nvestigate, was just that one little section. And if
| had been allowed to subpoena, and what | could
subpoena for you is an actual, another claimthat I
made against the city, it's very relevant, back in
2012, | believe, where | made allegations of --
whi st | ebl ower all egati ons against the city, and the
city pigeonholed nme into signing -- basically
conpleting a formfor a hostile workforce environnent,
to which | said, I don't have a hostile workforce
environnent here, but | can't get a copy of that report
because | need to -- to be subpoenaed. The city, you
know, the city will not give it to ne, okay?

And you' d see that once they coerced ne,
(indiscernible) into filling out this nonsensical form

in order to get themto conplete any investigation,
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t hey went and basically conducted a hostile workforce
envi ronnent investigation asking people, well, does
Jason discrimnate agai nst because he was white or he's
mal e or because he's, you know -- you know, this, that,
or the other, all these protected classes; and they
never investigated any of ny clains towards

retaliation -- retaliation and harassnent. They only

i nvestigated the clains as to hostile workforce

envi ronnent .

So why is it that when | made ny conpl aints,
they dropped all investigation once it went beyond the
hostil e workforce environment? And you coul d see that
I f we could subpoena that shall that report which is
being held secret fromthe city, but when Scott Barber,
the city manager, or Sergio Diaz or any of the
protected few nake the sane exact conplaints, okay,
hostil e workforce environment and then interference --
interference with either the charter or -- or the
policies, they get a conpletely different outcome and
i nvestigation. That's bol ogna.

Ckay. So let's continue with the
transcripts. And let's get on to page 924. And this,
| believe, is Councilman Davis -- oh, sorry, sorry,
this is Council man Soubirous. And he says, | do want

to say that | believe this is nothing but an attenpt by
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you, M. Bailey, to snear nme, ny reputation, ny voice
as a council menber representing the people of ny ward
in greater Riverside. You knowthat |'mup for
reelection in June of 2015, and everything -- and
you' re doing everything in your power to discredit nme
and make ne | ook bad to the public.

You' ve spent thousands of tax -- taxpayer
dollars to do this. | did not request this hearing.
Wiy would | request it when the vote has al ready been
taken fromwhat |'ve been told? This goes back to the
vote that was taken right before they stepped into
t hose chanbers that was never reported in the mnutes
t hat al ready decided that Council man Soubirous was not
guilty or going to be sustained on any of the
vi ol ati on.

And Counci | man Soubirous rightly asks, what
source of authority are we follow ng regarding the

terms and conditions set forth in my participation and

limtations inposed upon ne in this hearing? | cannot
ask clarifying questions. | cannot bring wtnesses. |
can't present evidence. |'mnot entitled to due

process. Howis this a fair hearing or trial? There's
no | awful base -- basis for this hearing, no authority,
authority under the city's charter, rules of procedure,

order of business, not even under the Code of Ethics,
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which we've failed to follow that procedure.

Ckay. This is a city council man, elected
representative of the people, making the sane
all egations |I'm nmaki ng before you today, okay, whomthe
city settled with nonetarily and i ssued hima public
apol ogy. This investigation and subsequent -- this is
on the next page, 926 -- is in direct conflict with
city charter chapter 202, which is the Code of Ethics
and Conduct. Qur city's Code of Ethics and Conduct
statement, it's the mechanismfor all council conduct.

So what's the source of authority to conduct
this hearing? Wat source of authority did you foll ow
to conduct secret neetings to plot, plan, and execute
this investigation? Well, he's talking about what
happened in closed session. Well, why didn't the city
charge himw th discussing things that you can? The
city could have said, |ike, M. Soubirous, why are you
tal ki ng about things that happened in cl osed session,
we're going to take you to court and sue you; but they
didn"t, did they? 1In fact, they settled with him
I nst ead, okay?

| f you discuss confidential information
out si de of closed session, which is what M. Perry
Is -- is -- is claimng the privilege on here, then you

can be sued in a court of law but that action never
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took place. What is the authority -- and this is --
Counci | man Soubirous is ex |aw enforcenent. W0 would
know due protection processes better than an ex
California H ghway Patrol man who was at, who did -- who
served | think a 30-year career

What is the source of authority to prevent ne
from cross-exam ni ng, questioning evidence, bringing
W tness, and a censure violating my due process right?
What charter or chapter or source of authority. This
Is -- this is kind of repetitive. | cannot find it
under charter where any of the council nenbers can sit
i n judgnment of ne.

Now, this goes to, and let nme -- we'll
di scuss this, here we go, you denied ne of ny basic
rights granted to nme |like any other citizen in this
country and noncitizens, it's guaranteed me -- to ne by
the Constitution of the United States. | swore down
here to uphold the Constitution of the United States in
the State of California, and |I've done it.

My crime so far is |I've been doing ny job.
This is nothing nore than a political wtch hunt
orchestrated nmy our mayor in collusion with willing
staff, all while spending taxpayer noney to achieve
their own agenda. | amtruly disappointed in you, sir,

I n that you would sanction such -- such a process. So
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he's saying once again you' ve created an illegitimte

process out of thin air.

And we'll discuss the next page when the
mayor is in here. | guess we can skip that for now
Let's go to page 929. It goes to notive. You have

used taxpayer dollars to fund your desire to renove ne
fromthe seat, you have been the driving force to push
this investigation fromthe start, use city staff, use
city -- city resources, public funds to acconplish your
goal .

That's given a very clear word in the
California Code of Civil Procedure, that's
m sappropriation of public funds, all right? Once
again, | don't know how that wouldn't violate our Code
of Ethics if M. Soubirous's allegations are correct.

Sir, you are killing nmy ability to rightfully
hold any staff accountable, which is ny obligation as a
pol i cymaker and as a city council menber. You have
failed the people of the city and you have failed to
followthe charter -- city charter or ethics and
conduct code and our order of rules and business.

Now, he's directing -- directing that to the
mayor, but | think rightfully so he could be addressing
it to everyone on that council at that point in tine

who allowed this matter to go forward and -- and -- and
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di d not speak up against it.

| don't need to go too nmuch nore into notive,
so let's goto -- let's go to page 932. You
orchestrated a wonderful plan, secret neetings, closed
session all in violation of the State's Brown Act. Now
we' ve heard Councilman Davis state that already, now
we' ve got councilmn on the record -- Soubirous on the
record stating that as well. But that's two-sevenths
of the council with Councilman Mel endrez al so on the
record by this point intime wth being incredibly
unconfortable with how the process has proceeded to
that point -- point in tine.

This is sonething that happened that you
didn't plan for, that silly little councilman woul d be
I nvesti gated behind -- behind closed doors all out of
public view. He nade a public statenent that he was
bei ng i nvestigated. Suddenly the secret neetings
sl owed down, the reports began to -- to see the |ight
of day and the people investigating the investigation
became known.

So what M. Soubirous is saying there is that
i f he hadn't |eaked this information to the Press
Enterprise and caused a general, you know, buzz in the
comunity that the council would have continued to try

totry this like they did previously with Council man
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Davis in 2012 with the fire truck incident in secret
until they had reached their deliberation and
sanctioned himall being done in secret.

And what Council man Soubirous is saying is by
rel easing the information to the press, he forced the
city to admt we weren't conplying with the Brown Act
and now we've got to have an open public neeting, and
that's why it occurred. In ny opinion that's the only
reason it occurred. |t occurred because they were
outed as having been doing sonething totally illegal,
and now the press was on it.

Page 933, this is about the process. This is
Counci | man Soubi rous saying, am| ever going to get a
copy of this report? Nope. AmI| ever going to find
out who filed this claimagainst ne, these four people?
Nope. Does that sound |ike due process? Ckay.

Next page. So if | had to keep this -- this
behi nd cl osed doors because it was private that | would
never ever, ever know how -- ever get to know who and
have a copy of the report, how did it becone public?
This is where | say the proof is in the pudding. Once
it becanme public, it never -- it proves it never should
have been di scussed behind cl osed doors, okay?

And if it could be made public, then why did

we do this behind closed doors? You can't have it both
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ways. It doesn't work. Council man Soubi rous
under stands that |ogic, okay?

Now back into page 936, don't use the city's
nmoney and resources to do it, that's a crinme. And
don't violate the Brown Act by having cl osed door
sessions on sonething that we should -- should have
been doing out in front of the open in front of the
public. Qur city charter says so. It says at al
cases and all tines err on the side of openness and
t ransparency.

Do you recall that after the third cl osed
session of deliberating about ny guilt or innocence --
third cl osed session of deliberations.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  You have ei ght m nutes
remai ning in your 30.

MR HUNTER | said, well -- oh, what was it,
| can't tell you. You have to wait until we announce
it at our neeting. | was never told there was going to
be a hearing or trial (indiscernible).

Mayor Bail ey, page 938, that was the will of
the council to conduct closed sessions to vote in the
cl osed session to bring this to a public hearing and it
was the unani nobus vote to bring this to a public
hearing for transparency purposes. Bologna, okay?

That's just an excuse. There was -- it was brought to
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a public hearing because they were forced by the Press
Enterprise to release the reports of the investigation.
M. Davis goes on, | think. And a |ot of
that and hopefully you read the -- the highlighted
parts. | don't have a lot of tinme. A lot of thisis
repetitive, so | don't want to beat a horse to death,
okay? He goes on to state the exact sane things
Counci | man Soubirous just said again and again and
again. He tal ks about that we only follow the rules

when it's convenient to do so.

So let's get back -- you know, | don't even
knowif | have to goin -- | think ['ve -- |'ve --
|'ve -- 1've gone into the -- the great gist of the --

the transcript. And | think I've explained what the
nmotive is. | think we'll go to -- well, what -- what
were the end results? And the end results were in the
m nutes of the council discussing the outconme of --
now, as part of the evidence, after evidence do | get a
cl osing statenent just for point of order?

CHAl RVAN TUCKER:  You still have six mnutes
remai ning on that portion of your --

MR. HUNTER. And do | get a closing statenent?
| can't remenber. | do actually.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Yes, you get a closing

statenment, and you have six mnutes of your
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remai ning -- of your 15.

MR HUNTER: So I'd like to go into the -- the
actual what was said by the -- by the city.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  You right now have five and
a half mnutes to concl ude your evidence.

MR HUNTER: |'m |l ooking for the -- the actual
mnutes, the city council neetings. I|'msorry, |'ve
got a lot of papers up here. ©Ch, here we go. On
February 3rd, 2016, on Council man Soubirous. The
council mnutes, and | don't have time to really --
to -- to get the nunber. | don't have a nunber. This
I's in once again the package | got from Councilmn --
Counci |l man -- from Counci |l man Perry, hinself, okay,
it's his defense.

He includes those mnutes and it says, city
attorney Ceuss reported that in closed session the city
counci| approved by a vote of six in favor and none
opposed with the Council nenber Bernard absent, the
request of Council man Soubirous for reinbursenment of
attorney fees related to an investigation of him and
further the city council makes the foll ow ng statenent:
We regret the actions taken with regard to the
I nvestigation of Councilman M ke Soubi rous.

That includes the process of discussing the

matter in closed session yet hearing the matter
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publicly, denying the council menber a right to rebut
the witnesses. W regret any damages to Council man
Soubirous's reputation and sincerely hope this -- this
can nove the council forward in the spirit of
cooperation, okay?

And that's to Council man Soubi rous.
Counci |l man Davis has a very simlar thing that was read
at the council neeting where he was, | believe $40, 000
he was awarded where it says, the Gty of Riverside and
the city council will publicly acknow edge that no
charges were ever filed or brought agai nst Council man
Davis with regard to the offense of 2014. The city
council regrets these events took place and hopes to
put them behind us and nove forward in the spirit of
cooperati on.

If that's not an adm ssion that something
seriously, seriously failed here, | don't know what
woul d be. And so if | had additional time, we'd go
into -- and | guess you can ask your |egal counsel
about this, but you'll find that no disclosure under
the Brown Act of any reportable action is a violation
of the Brown Act, okay?

W could go into the city's harassnent
policies, which are all -- all have been included in

here for you to read where you'll see that the only
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thing that they were required to investigate outside of
the ethics process, itself, was the hostile workforce

environnent claim And you woul d see that even @unport
admts that that was dism ssed i medi ately out of hand.

So --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Three mnutes left.

MR. HUNTER: Sure. Discussed. Discussed. |
think I'"ve introduced all the evidence | need. | think
| can nmake ny statenents in probably the wap-up
portion of it. I'mnot going to go into the Brown Act
stuff on here. [It's been provided for you. | think
you can ask the city attorney for additional advice on
that as to whether those were Brown Act violations.
You' ve seen all the mnutes. You' ve seen all the
rel evant mnutes. You' ve seen it, yeah.

And with that | think I -- | rest ny case as
to the evidence. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Thank you very nuch.

MR. HUNTER: Yeah, | did it under 30 m nutes.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Yeah, you've got two m nutes
left. Do you want thenf?

MR, HUNTER:  No.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Al right. Council man
Perry, you may now nake your opening statenent and

present any evidence that -- that you have. | granted
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70 mnutes to the conplainant, so you have 70 m nutes.

MEMBER PERRY: | won't be here 70 m nutes,
trust me. This is only going to take a few m nutes.
Lots of things have been said. | don't have any
physi cal evidence to bring in here. | wll just say
that yes, there were closed session discussions. And
every one of those was properly noticed; every single
one of themhad an attorney that was present, the sane
attorney who was a nmenber in good standing and no
| ssues; and we were given advice and direction.

| was asked about a couple closed sessions
that | read into the record. Yes, there's --
there's -- there's closed sessions that take place
every week. There was no real discussion on what was
covered during those cl osed session itens, the -- the
two in particular that were nentioned.

There was -- there's been lots of talk on who
said what and who did what. There was opinions by
counci | menbers. | think you need to keep in mnd,

t hose are opinions. There are no |egal opinions behind
any of those. Those are opinions. Everybody has their
right to an opinion. And those were, you know, a
coupl e counci |l nenbers had -- had their own, and they
shoul d be regarded as such.

| don't think there was a Brown Act

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N oo o B~ W NP

N T T N T N I N T N B e e e N e I N T i
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO O &~ w N +—, O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 85

violation. There were tal ks of settlenents. Yes,

we -- we did have settlenents. W wanted -- this thing
needed to get over with. W needed to go on in
governing the city and taking the -- the old feelings
that were present and noving forward with city
governnent for the good of this comunity.

And nowhere in the settlenents will you see

anything -- anything worded in there about ethics or
cl osed session violations. [It's my contention that
didn't happen. And there is a lots of -- a lot has
been said here and a |lot of this second -- secondhand

information and alnost all of it is hearsay evidence.
None of it is direct.

Unfortunately M. Hunter was never inside
this room He never acknow edged havi ng conversations
wth anybody in that roomto where they -- they got
information directly on -- on what was or wasn't
di scussed. The hearing was exactly what it was for, it
was to bring finality to the charges that were brought.
We also had -- there was sone | abor issue, |abor |aw
| ssues that were brought in there which al so
I ncorporates the need for closed session itens. So we
did have that in there.

And cl osed session itens is not sonething new

to the City of Riverside. It is not sonething the City
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of Riverside has invented for the sake of having

di scussions, but it's to get frank advice fromyour
attorneys. And that is also regarded by the -- the

U S. Suprene Court has upheld the need for closed
session itenms. So with that, | -- | think I'mgoing to
| eave it as where it's at right now and we can nove on
wth the hearing. So | thank you for your tine.

CHAl RVAN TUCKER: Just a m nute.

(I'ndi scernible).

MS. NICOL: (Indiscernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  We're going to -- | was
going to do this in -- in a few mnutes, but we're
going to take a confort break of five m nutes.

(Of the record - 10:47:18 a. m)
(On the record - 10:53:14 a.m)

CHAl RMVAN TUCKER: W'l call this nmeeting back
to order.

At this time, M. Hunter, you have six
mnutes to -- for your closing statenents.

MR HUNTER. H there. Jason Hunter once
again. Cosing statements. |'d like to thank you for
hearing this today. | feel like |I've brought actual
evi dence to provide the preponderance of evidence. |
need to provide, not beyond a reasonabl e doubt, once

agai n a preponderance of the evidence. 1've had
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evi dence versus ny counterparty. Councilmn Perry
brought nothing, nothing to -- to refute the fact that
we know, via the record and via what | introduced in
cross and introduced as part of mnutes that were on
audi o tape you can review if you'd |ike, that
Counci l man Perry participated on votes on April 1st and
April 22nd that were never recorded into the m nutes he
vot ed upon and accepted them

We al so know or suspect under what Council man
Davi s said and Council man Soubirous have said at the
hearing that there was another vote, okay? He says, |
must profess and we have already deliberated this,
fol ks, behind cl osed doors to conclusion. Each one of
us took a vote of exactly how we felt after we
del i berated on charter section 407. W are in
violation of the Brown Act. W have no authority to do
what we did, but we did occur.

And this happened right just previous to the
hearing. So another Brown Act violation occurred on
July 22nd, 2014, if we're to believe Council man Davi s,
who's on the record at a city council neeting saying
this. He's saying he broke the law and so did all ny
col | eagues with the exception of Council man Soubi rous,
and I will submt -- | wll submt nyself to the

process because we did do it.
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God, how nmuch nore daming of evidence do you

need as to Brown Act violations that votes occurred,

M. Perry approved those -- those -- those mnutes, and
in -- in doing so violated sections of the Brown Act?
And the Brown Act says, and I'Il read it for you

because |'ve got sone tinme here, section 49957.1 of the
Brown Act, okay, which is also in your record, it says,
it's page 59, it says, the legislative body of any

| ocal agency shall publicly report on any action taken
In closed session and the voter abstention on that
action of every nenber present.

Ckay. W know it was never reported for
those three dates. And then secondly it says, after
the cl osed session, the |egislative body shal
reconvene in open session prior to the adjournnent and
shal | nmake any discl osures required under the previous
section | just read. So that neans it has to be
| mredi ate. They can't wait four years to report out of
cl osed session, they have to do it at that, and we've
seen those m nutes, okay?

And if you don't believe the cross | had,

M. Perry didn't dispute that any of those records were
real, then you just listen to the audio, all right?
You can see that those votes were never taken. So |

once again, as far as the Brown Act violations goes, so
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that's the first part, that -- that the votes were
never recorded and he voted on -- on them which is a

violation of the |aw.

The second thing is, once again the proof is
in the pudding. |If this whole thing was confidenti al
and was subject to exception under the Brown Act
because of potential litigation, why was the entire
file then released to the public, no nanes redacted --
redact ed of which you've seen a copy on the Soubirous
report, okay, and a public show trial had? Wat, was
there less potential for litigation after releasing al
t he docunments and had that show trial?

| would submt that the only threat of
litigation came about because the city viol ated
M. Soubirous and was planning on violating M. Davis's
rights, and they were trying to keep this as secret as
possi bl e Iike they had done to Paul Davis previously in
2012. And they got away with it once, so they got a
little bolder and tried it again. This tine it didn't
wor K.

The proof is in the pudding on that Brown Act
violation. They could not have rel eased that
I nvestigation if there was threat of -- of liability
and they thought that was going to be in their corner

when this went to trial, okay? It's -- it's
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nonsensi cal. You've heard Council man Soubirous on the
record, what | read to you today, talking about the
same conundrumthe -- the city finds itself in.

And it's the sanme conundrumthat's with a --
that was -- | read to you the -- the actual settlenent
agreenents that the city nore or less admtted to.
That's actual evidence. That's evidence.
Preponderance. Once again, | don't need beyond a
reasonabl e doubt.

M. Perry has offered no evidence, zero. And
we still have the right to subpoena Council man Davi s

and Counci | man Soubi rous and sonme of the other

docunments |I've requested as well including the -- the
claimof retaliation harassnment | | odged back in 2012.
And we can still go after all the closed session audio
that still exists that hasn't been thrown away by the

city clerk under the two-year policy. W can get al

of that, okay, and -- and -- and cone -- we can cone to
beyond -- beyond a reasonabl e doubt, but |'ve got
preponder ance of evidence.

Ckay. And so as to the process, once again |
showed you the ethics process. |'ve included in the
package the harassnent pack -- package. I've -- |'ve
admtted, and so has the investigator, not -- hired by

the city. That's not an opinion. | guess it's the
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I nvestigator's opinion who was hired by the city,
right? He wouldn't be biased anyway.

He's saying, listen, there was no hostile
wor kf orce environnent claimhere. W dismssed that
| mredi ately, okay? Geg Prianos would have known, our
former city attorney, that there was no hostile
wor kf orce environnent claim They threw that in there
because they wanted to conpel the -- the rest of this
I nvestigation, that they just kind of summarily threw
in there the 407 clainms, the Brown Act clains, the
retaliation, you know, intimdation, harassnment clains.

That shoul d have all been brought through
our -- through our ethics process because those
bureaucrats are nenbers of the public |ike the rest of
us. So what do | want? | want to sustain on all ny
accounts under the applicable -- applicable ethics
section, and I'd like a referral to the Bar Association
on Geg Prianmpbs to report that he continually violated
the Brown Act by not reporting out of closed session.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Ckay. At this tine,

Counci | man Perry, you have (i ndiscernible).

COUNCILMEMBER PERRY: Al right. | won't be |ong.
Once again, you know, there's -- there's tal k about ne
not bringing evidence in here. The -- the confusion is

that | don't have the burden of proof. You know, | --
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| ve done nothing wong in this case. | have
testified. A lot of the testinony that's been brought
up here today is hearsay probably at best and based on
concl usions on portions of reports.

And agai n, yes, council nenbers have opi ni ons
and they express themin open -- in open neetings, but
again those are open -- those are opinions. There's --
there's no | egal opinions behind them W don't have a
court, we don't have an attorney telling us what was
right -- what was right and what was w ong.

Once again, we were -- we had the direction
of the -- of the -- of our city attorney. Al of the
cl osed session neetings were properly noticed as
anticipated litigation. W followed the necessary
gui delines that was needed for that. Now, there is
| ots of neetings that take place. Again, a couple of
meeti ngs have been nentioned, but there was really no
substance of what those neetings are.

There's a ot of conjecture that -- that
you' re being asked to nmake decisions on. You know, in
essence you're taking 1,000 pages probably and he wants
you to throw it against the wall in hopes that one of
t hose pages is going to stick. This -- you know,
fortunately this thing has, we've noved beyond it.

This is kind of resurfacing, | guess, toa -- to a
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are taking place.
So | think I wll leave it at that. | thank
each and every one of you for your tine and your

patience, and | have nothing further for you. Thank

you.
CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.
Now we' ve reached the time for
(indiscernible). It would help if I turn ny mc on,

huh? Upon the conclusion of closing statenents, the
chair shall facilitate deliberations, is that at this
point that the hearing panel shall discuss anywhere by
the parties for the issuance of subpoenas or waiver of
privileges. |If by a four to five vote the hearing
panel is in favor of requesting the city council to
| ssue subpoenas or waive privileges, the city clerk
shal | agendi ze the request for a city council neeting
that nmeets all state and |ocal noticing requirenents.
The chair shall then continue the hearing to
a date certain in consultation with the city clerk. If
no date certain can be agreed to, then the chair shal
adjourn the neeting, and the city clerk will renotice
the nmeeting for sonme future date in conpliance with al

state and | ocal noticing agreenments. The conpl ai nant
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certain extent:; but this council has noved forward and
this council is working well together and -- and things
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has asked to subpoena the closed session mnutes of the
city council, and he has subpoenaed -- he -- he
requests a subpoena of interviews with rel evant

parties. Open for discussion on this item

Kei t h.

MEMBER NELSON: I n nmy opinion the only way we
can decide if there was a Brown Act violation is if any
type of vote occurred in the closed session, so at
m ni mum we need sone type of report of whether it's the
mnutes or -- or a sunmarization of whether or not

votes occurred that were not reported back in open

sessi on.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay. Hearing no other
comments. Is a notion -- a notion is --

MR. HANSEN. Chair.

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: -- appropriate at this point
in time.

MR. HANSEN. Chair, if | may?

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Sur e.

MR. HANSEN. A request was agendi zed for the
city council and the city council did consider a
request to waive its closed session privilege and the
city council voted not to waive that privilege, that
woul d include closed session materials.

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: Therefore to request it a
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second tinme woul d be redundant ?
MR HANSEN: Do you really think the city

council will change its mnd on that issue?

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: |'mjust asking the
guesti on.

Al right. Any further comments, thoughts?
A nmotion is in order to -- upon the request by the

conpl ai nant to subpoena certain docunments, specifically
the closed session mnutes of the city council. |
believe this is sonmething we sinply can't not do. 1Is
that right? W need to -- we nust take an action upon
t he request.

MR HANSEN. If -- if no notion is nade, then
It fails.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  No action. It fails -- it
fails due to lack of a notion, correct?

MR HANSEN: Correct.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Seeing no notion, this
request fails. W do not have a four to five vote to
| ssue subpoenas. W wi |l then conduct our
del i berations on the nerits of the conplaint based upon
t he evidence presented at the hearing.

MR HUNTER (I ndi scernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: | -- | nentioned both of

them You -- you asked for subpoena on rel evant
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parties' testinonies; is that correct?

MR HUNTER | this | so.

CHAIRMAN TUCKER. | -- | -- that -- | was
clear on that, | believe.

Ckay. Hit your buttons if you wish to speak.
Debor ah.

MEMBER MACI AS: All green, it's green now,
okay. So I -- 1 -- 1 want to nake sure | am conpletely
clear. Your conplaint is that they held a cl osed
session against the Brown Act, that they should not
have held it to begin wth and -- and subsequent
Il nvestigations; that's what this --

MR. HUNTER  Yes.

MEMBER MACIAS: -- whole thing is about,
correct?

MR HUNTER  Well, they can hold cl osed
sessions. The council can hold cl osed sessions, but
they -- they can't for the purposes of developing a --
or of calling for an investigation and then devel opi ng
a process by which to try one of its own nenbers.

And then secondly, that's -- that's conpl ai nt
| ssue one. Issue two is, is that they took these
votes, as was admtted to by even the mayor, Council man
Steve Adans at the tinme. The majority of the counci

admtted that these votes took place. It was all in
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the record, in the transcript, and also in the Press
Enterprise articles. And that these votes were never
recorded as part of the mnutes. That's conplaint
nunber two.

And conpl ai nt nunber three is that they
I nvented a process which | acked any due process or any
aut hority whatsoever to conduct it. \Wether that was
done in closed session or -- or open session, it
doesn't matter. You -- we had a process already called
t he Code of Ethics conplaint that was conpletely just
t hrown away because of the nature of who the
conpl ai nants were.

You know, and the -- and the thing with

the -- the -- the difference with you could call Pau
Davis or -- or Mke Soubirous, and if they believe that
what they did was violated -- in violation of the Brown

Act; the difference between taking their actual
testinmony as a witness and getting a copy of the
mnutes is that they can tal k openly about all of that.
They don't need the council's perm ssion, which is what
you' d need to get the audi o evidence.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: The question was fairly
direct.

MR. HUNTER |'m sorry.

MEMBER MACI AS: Yeah. And | -- everything

@ ESQUIRE 800.211.DEPO (3376)

DEROSITION SOLUTIONS EsquireSolutions.com



© 00 N o o b~ w N P

N N T N N R N T T o T T o S R S S T
aa A W N P O © 00 N OO0 O 0 W N . O

HEARING April 18, 2017
HUNTER vs PERRY 98

you're --

MR HUNTER: | ranmbled a little bit there.

MEMBER MACI AS:  Yeah.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Yes, you did.

MEMBER MACIAS: And -- and in consideration of
everything you said, | don't see any of that on the
conplaint. | mean, |'mjust seeing that there were,
regarding both investigations and the cl osed session.
That's what the basis of this conplaint is.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Correct.

MEMBER MACI AS: (Ckay. And if |I'm 1 ooking
correctly at the transcripts or the -- yeah, the
transcript fromthe -- the council neeting on page 953
where Counci |l man Davis specifically said he believes
that he had broke the law, | think -- | think if |I'm
reading that portion that's highlighted correctly, |
don't think he believed that at the tine. | believe it
| ooks |ike he'd cone to realize that later, which |eads
me to believe anyone el se who participated probably
didn't believe they were in violation at all either.

So |l -- and that's the way |I' mreadi ng that
-- that highlighted section. So and | just wanted to
clarify that was the whole basis, was the fact that
they had this closed session neeting. And however

I'm-- 1"mhearing and fromwhat |'m seeing, it was
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agendi zed as the exposure to litigation.

CHAIl RMAN TUCKER: My --

MEMBER MACI AS: Wiich is correct for -- for
cl osed session, correct?

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: It is yeah, that's correct.

MEMBER MACI AS. (kay.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Excuse nme for interrupting.

MEMBER MACIAS: No, that's okay. | just
wanted to make sure | was reading that right, because
didn't think we were -- we were -- we have a | ot of
paper here and we heard a lot of -- of your side today
and it just -- it -- | think the conplaint is pretty
si mpl e.

MR, HUNTER  Uh- huh.

MEMBER MACIAS: It's very sinple.

MR. HUNTER  But you can't focus on the --

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Just a second. Point of
order, | believe that the deliberations are between the
panel and --

MEMBER MACI AS:  (Ckay.

CHAIl RVAN TUCKER: -- not intended to be --
MEMBER MACI AS: (kay.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: -- an ongoing --

MEMBER MACIAS:  Well, | just wanted to make

sure --
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CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  -- i nterchange.

MEMBER MACIAS: -- that | -- | was reading th
conplaint correctly. Then I'm--

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Al right.

MEMBER MACI AS: Then |I'm good, M. Chair.
Thank you.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Any ot her comment s?

|'ve got a couple to make relative to all of
this. First of all, in the issue of hostile work
environment, it is clear that hostile work conplaints
are to be heard by the supervisor. 1In the case of this
hostil e work environnment, the supervisors were the city
council. The -- the conplaints of the hostile work
envi ronment were brought of two individuals that are
enpl oyees of the city council and the city council is
their direct supervisor, therefore any di scussions
relative to that in closed session or otherw se were
the -- were the purview and the responsibility of the
city council. That's my opinion.

Secondly, on another point relative to the
Brown Act and -- and specifically speaking to
Council man Davis's statenent, ny understandi ng of
the reading, that it is in reporting Brown Act
violations, it is the responsibility of the individual

maki ng that conplaint that it be made to the Attorney

e
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General, because the Attorney General is the sole body
that can determ ne whether or not there is a civil
viol ation and whether -- on -- on the Brown Act.

And so also relative to the Brown Act, ny
under standi ng of the Brown -- of actions in closed
session, | would be interested fromour city attorney,
Is there -- is there a clear definition of votes versus
di scussions and which -- what has to be specifically
agendi zed i nto open session?

MR. HANSEN. Thank you, chair. Going back to
your earlier comment, any nenber of the public may
bring a wit of nandate before the Superior court when
one feels there's been a Brown Act violation, and it
w || be addressed by the courts through that process.
To your |ast question, governnent code section 54957.1
sets forth when actions taken in closed session nust be
reported out in open session.

Under anticipated litigation, ongoing
di scussi ons and neetings, under that -- under that
agenda item do not need to be reported out even if
votes are taken along the way until a final resolution
Is taken, either by settlenent, by appeal, or whatever
other process. Then if a vote is taken in cl osed
session to settle a case, the settlenent is then

reported out at the very next neeting after all the
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details of the settlenent have been concl uded, neaning
all the signatures on the settlenent docunent.

In this case it's for you to consider whether
or not the discussions held by the city council in
cl osed session under the agenda item of antici pated
litigation net that criteria and therefore did not
require reporting out until a final resolution was
reached.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Ckay. And relative to
Counci | man Davis speaking at the city council, after
reading the transcript and prior to any testinony
today, it -- it was nmy belief that that was Council man
Davi s speaking as an individual and that if he felt
that there was a Brown Act violation, it was his
responsibility to report that Brown Act violation to
the appropriate authorities. Therefore, | -- 1 -- |
perceived his -- his testinony at that city council to
be just that, the testinony -- or the -- the statenent

of an individual at that tine.

| have -- Deborah, are you asking to speak
agai n?

MEMBER MACI AS:  No.

CHAl RMVAN TUCKER: Ckay. Keith, |'ve got you
up.

MEMBER NELSON: | think |'mreading the
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conplaint maybe a little different. 1t says the
decision to have an independent investigation, but |
don't show -- it is nmy understanding that the -- the
deci sion to spend that noney woul d have to be reported
back in open session. And that's how I'mreading the
conplaint, that there was a decision to spend noney on
an investigation that was not approved in open session
and there was no -- and then he al so alleges there was
no procedure to allow that to occur.

Sol -- it was -- that's just how I' mreadi ng
the conplaint, that -- that there was a decision nade
to spend noney on an investigation that was not brought
back, instead a vote was taken.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: (I ndi scernible).

MR HANSEN. What is expected of this hearing
panel is to reach a final resolution on the conplaint
before you. Now, that is done by a notion, a second,
and a vote of the hearing body.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: (I ndi scerni bl e).

MR. HANSEN. The content of the notion |
cannot tell you.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER:  Al'l right. Do we have
options?

MR. HANSEN. The options woul d be that you

woul d sustain the findings as presented in the
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conpl aint, that you would partially sustain the
findings and overrule the other allegations in the
conpl aint, or that you would find that there were no
merits to the allegations in the conplaint.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Do | have a notion? How
much tine do you need as a panel to deliberate, to
cont enpl at e?

Kei t h.

MEMBER NELSON: | guess | have anot her
procedural question. The witten conplaint makes one
al | egation against resolution 22318(2)(D) and it's --
so our deliberations are only specific to the witten
conpl aint, not anything el se we assune or read into the
conpl ai nt ?

MR. HANSEN. That's correct.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Do you -- as -- as a hearing
panel, do you need to refer to the second page of the
complaint as well? You -- you're -- you're -- you
referred to the first page of -- of the official
complaint filed Decenber 27th, 2016. The second page
has nore definition as to the conplaint. GCkay. So --

MEMBER: (I ndiscernible).

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Ckay.

MEMBER: (I ndi scernible) finding

(i ndiscernible).
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CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Well, "Il make a notion
since | ama nmenber of the panel. | nove that there is
no nerit to this case. |Is there a second? Hearing
none that notion fails. |s there a notion?
MEMBER FORD: | think |I just need nore tine.

| want to find that specific resolution nunber just so
that | can see the basis of his conplaint. So --

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: Ckay. W will deliberate
until 11:30, deliberate meaning individually
| nvesti gate your data.

|s the panel ready to continue, or do you
want the full tinme? Ready? Excuse ne. Let nme clarify
again what we are dealing with. This is a conplaint
agai nst Councilman Perry only, not against the city
council as a whole. W are hearing this conplaint
agai nst Councilman Perry relative to a violation of the
Code of Ethics.

W have three options. W can vote that
there was no violation. W can vote that there was a
partial violation of which we nust state what part and
have the facts to back it up. W can violate -- we can
vote that there was a conplete violation, state the
violation and the facts that go with it keeping in mnd
that our findings will be sent to the city council on

appeal. Are we clear?
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Let ne further clarify ny personal thoughts
on -- on -- on this and further clarify ny previous
statenent. Having spent a considerable amount of tine
In cl osed sessions in ny career, there are many, many
circunstances, such -- such as pointed out by our city
attorney, where discussions wll take place, decisions
to nove forward or not nove forward will be had; but
they are not the concluding statenment or the concl uding
action.

And | do not believe that in the case of the
city bylaws that anywhere in the process that it
decl ares that deliberations relative to litigation, and
that's really what the only -- Brown Act, you can talk
about personnel, you can tal k about property, and you
can tal k about potential litigations. This whole thing
revol ves around potential litigation. Therefore ny --
ny feelings are that there was no violation and that
it, at such tinme as the procedures had been determ ned,
t he processes had been | ooked at, and the city counci
t hen through resol ution nade public their position
and -- and conducted an open session wth the public
prior to taking an action relative to Council man
Soubi r ous.

But again, we are |ooking at what Council man

Perry did during this process, not what the group as a
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whol e di d.

Jeff.

MEMBER WRI GHT:  Thank you, M. Chairnman.
|'"'m-- I'"mrem nded of the old adage that sausages and
| egi sl ation should not be done in public. |'ve never
been involved in the process of creating |egislation,
but I'man old lahoma farm boy, |'ve seen and nade
sausage and there's sone truth to the matter. The --
the issue of closed session in the face of antici pated
litigation from-- from enployees or from
counci | nenbers is a powerful argunent that | think is
necessary for a governnment at whatever |evel to work.

| -- 1 want to -- and | want to clarify
sonething that I -- | -- | heard sort of in passing
here on the dais.

Madam cl erk, was the council's refusal to
wai ve privileges a unani nous vote?

M5. NTCOL: It was.

MEMBER WRI GHT: W th Counci | man Soubi rous and
Davis voting in the affirmation?

M5. NICOL: Yes.

MEMBER WRI GHT:  Thank you.

| -- | think M. Hunter has nade a variety of
al | egations today, none of which to ne seemto rise to

Brown Act violations by Councilman Perry. Alleging
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violations of charter 407 all comng within a few
mont hs by essentially the same fol ks does not
constitute a long range pattern.

Just by one example, M. Davis's, page 891,
not going to the district attorney or the Attorney
General's O fice after nmaking a public allegation of a
Brown Act violation speaks volunes to ne. |n our
docket on page 461 there's a nenorandumthat, if |I'm
reading it correctly, says that the district attorney's
office decided to take no action on referral.

If the Riverside County district attorney's
office and the California State Attorney Ceneral's
O fice has not taken up this matter, that to ne is
significant. It seens to ne we believe a preponderance
of the -- of the evidence does suggest Councilman Perry
violated the Browmn Act, the -- the very least -- the
very best we could do is recommend the district
attorney open an investigation if he hasn't already.
And if he has, then | think it's a noot point.

Finally, it seens to nme that this all took
place in the context of a significant political
di scussion, a significant political division. Wen I
read the transcripts, and | was present at that
nmeeting, there was certainly nore heat than light. And

per haps we have conme to realize that the city counci
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wasn't fully equipped inits own charter to handle the
kind of situation that energed. | -- | don't know, and
I"'mnot making -- |'mnot drawi ng a concl usion there;
but it does seemto ne that the presence of a board of
ethics is perhaps the punishnent that has been inposed
by the city council, itself, on -- on a nore clear
transparent ethics process as we nove forward.

It -- it -- it seenms to ne that the
preponderance that -- that while there's certainly a
great anount of paper that's been presented, there is
not a preponderance of evidence to sustain a Brown Act
violation by Council man Perry.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Thank you. (I ndi scernible)
nmoti on (indiscernible).

MEMBER NELSON:  Your notion was sonething |ike
there's --

CHAl RVAN TUCKER: No nerit.

MEMBER NELSON: -- no nerit. | have a little
semantical issue wth that though.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: | would think that --

MEMBER NELSON: | -- | think that the -- the
absence of the ability to seek closed session prohibits
us fromproving or disproving the allegations. That's
where | sit. Sonewhere along the |ine soneone voted

for an investigation and to spend the noney, and the
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problemis comng to a conclusion based on hearsay.

|f -- if Congressman Davis -- or
Assenmbl yman -- I'mgiving themall raises -- Council man
Davis and -- and Council man Soubirous were here instead
of -- to nore elaborate on the remarks, | think that

woul d be hel pful; but -- but to me the -- the quandary
l"'mrunning intois there's -- there's high specul ation
however,

t hat sonething occurred in closed session, we

can't base our conclusion on high specul ation.

So and whatever we enter,

supposed to be an ethics panel

the -- if we're

above the council, |

think that's sonmething we woul d need to discuss in the

next general neeting. That
prevents us fromreally maki
CHAI RVAN TUCKER:
had had before ne the three
woul d not -- |
have said no violation.
VEMBER:
CHAI RVAN TUCKER:
MEMBER: (Ch, yeah.
CHAI RVAN TUCKER:
MEMBER: | see.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:

woul d not have said no merit. |

Motion is still

-- that obstacle there

ng concl usi ons.

Let me clarify. If -- if |
options that | have now, |
woul d

in order.

(I ndi scernible).

No, that did.

The motion is in order.

|'masking for a notion. |If

| clarify my notion to read that the hearing panel
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concl udes that there was no violation of the Code of
Ethics in the case of Jason Hunter versus -- the
conpl ai nt by Jason Hunter agai nst Councilman Jim Perry,
woul d that -- that's a notion

MEMBER WRI GHT: |'l| second that.

CHAl RMAN TUCKER: (Ckay. There is a notion and
a second. |Is there a discussion? Keith, make sure
you --

MEMBER NELSON: | --

CHAI RVAN TUCKER: Make sure you're on.

MEMBER NELSON. Yeah. I'd -- I'dlike to
include in there that somewhere to our report back to
the city council that we could not be concl usive
because we couldn't -- we didn't view all the evidence.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: | woul d accept that addition
to my notion.

MR. HANSEN:. Point of order, chair.

CHAI RVAN TUCKER:  Yes.

MR. HANSEN:. A point of finding of no
violation, there is no report by this body to the city
counci |l .

CHAI RMBN TUCKER: Ckay. Then that's not
necessary in the notion. Al right.

Jeff.

MEMBER WRIGHT: | -- | agree with -- with --
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wth Keith's assessnment, and | think this becones part
of the continuing conversation that the board of ethics
t oget her needs to have about its process and how we
create -- continue to refineit. | -- | think in our
annual presentation to the council in our ethics report
we need to strongly recommend ways to get at evidence
that mght be privileged in other ways to help increase
transparency, but | -- I'mnot persuaded by the
evi dence presented that subpoenas will be useful at
this point.

CHAI RMAN TUCKER: (I ndi scerni bl e) excuse ne.
Any further discussions, questions? Hearing none,
pl ease vote. The notion is that there was no violation
by Councilman Jim Perry of the Code of Ethics.

The notion is unaninously carried. This
hearing -- | thank the hearing panel for their tine.
This nmeeting is adjourned.

(Wher eupon, the proceedi ng was concluded at 11:36 a.m)
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 1                    P R O C E E D I N G S

 2        (On the record - 09:01:35 a.m.)

 3             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  It is 9:00 a.m.  We will

 4   call to order the hearing panel board of ethics to

 5   order.  This meeting is to hear the complaint of Jason

 6   Hunter against Councilman Jim Perry alleging a

 7   violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct occurring

 8   on or about July 22, 2014.  Because the allegation of

 9   the violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct

10   occurred prior to the adoption of the Riverside

11   Municipal Code Chapter 2.78, the applicable Code of

12   Ethics and Conduct will be applied to the allegations

13   of misconduct shall be city council resolution number

14   22461, repealing resolution number 22318.  Specifically

15   the complaint alleges conduct in violation of Chapter

16   II, Section D-1, that the actions of the public

17   official created distrust of the local government.

18             The chair will then, will call for any public

19   comments limited to items on the agenda.

20             Are there any public comments?

21             MS. NICOL:  There are no requests to speak.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Is the complainant

23   present?  Walking in the back.

24             Is the public official present?  Okay.

25   Witness -- do you have any witnesses?
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 1             MEMBER PERRY:  I don't.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  The city clerk --

 3             Is the complainant present?  Do you have any

 4   witnesses?

 5             MR. HUNTER:  Just Mr. Perry.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Will you please, both

 7   of you please stand?  The city clerk will now

 8   administer the oath.

 9             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Mr. Chairman.

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.

11             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Just a question and

12   potentially an objection.  Is -- is the respondent a

13   witness for the complainant?  And is that not in

14   abrogation of one's constitutional rights against

15   self-incrimination?

16             MR. HANSEN:  Would you like me to address

17   that, chair?

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.

19             MR. HANSEN:  First of all, this is not a

20   criminal proceeding, therefore self-incrimination does

21   not apply.  Secondly, this is a quasi-judicial

22   proceeding in the civil context.  And in the civil

23   context, opposing parties can be called as -- as

24   witnesses by an opposing party.  So under the Rules of

25   Civil Procedure, opposing witness -- parties can be
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 1   called and -- and cross-examined.

 2             Because they are considered hostile, they may

 3   -- leading questions may be -- may be asked.  But as

 4   the body knows, the formal Rules of Evidence do not

 5   apply.

 6             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Then a follow-up question if I

 7   may.  Does the -- does the lack of a witness list

 8   provided to the hearing panel constitute any problem in

 9   calling the respondent?

10             MR. HANSEN:  Again, since the Code of Civil

11   Procedure provides -- provides for the calling of an

12   adverse party in a party's case in chief, one is

13   presumed, if they are a party, to know that they may be

14   examined at the hearing.  And therefore, typically

15   opposing parties are not contained on the witness list.

16             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Okay, thank you.

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Any other questions for the

18   panel?  At this time the clerk will enter -- will do

19   the oath.

20             MS. NICOL:  Please raise your right hand.  Do

21   you promise to swear that -- do you promise to tell the

22   truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so

23   help you God?

24             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.

25             MEMBER PERRY:  I do.
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 1        (The parties are duly sworn according to law)

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  Since this

 3   complainant -- complaint arises out of allegations of

 4   misconduct pursuant to resolution number 22461, we will

 5   dispense with the requirement that the hearing panel

 6   determine that the complaint complies with the

 7   requirements of Riverside Municipal Code Chapter 2.78.

 8             The complainant shall now have five minutes

 9   to address the hearing panel concerning any technical

10   or procedural issues of concern.  Of -- of particular

11   note, if the complainant makes a request for the

12   hearing panel to issue subpoenas or they ask the city

13   council to waive any privileges, the hearing panel

14   shall defer any action on such request until the time

15   of the deliberations.  You now have five minutes.

16             MR. HUNTER:  Good morning.  Jason Hunter, Ward

17   1.  I have some objections from a technical perspective

18   on -- on how this meeting is going forward.  I think

19   first, I think it's very biassing to the complainant

20   who needs to present the evidence to make a

21   preponderance of evidence case to ask for either

22   documents or subpoenas after I've tried to make my

23   case.  It should be done beforehand.

24             I think that there's a -- there's a --

25   there's a bias to try to get these.  And I understand
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 1   why.  It's perfectly -- perfectly logical to get these

 2   hearings conducted as quickly as possible and -- and --

 3   and -- and -- and use up as little time as possible

 4   of -- of everyone's busy schedule, but I'm not sure

 5   that actually is fair to someone trying to actually

 6   prove a case or make a case.  It should be done

 7   beforehand so you know what the evidence is.  It's fair

 8   to the -- the complainant and more fair sometimes, I

 9   would imagine, to the respondent as well.

10             So I'm obviously going to make a request to

11   subpoena the city council documents, meaning the

12   minutes or audio of any relevant discussions of the

13   Soubirous and Davis investigations, and that includes

14   not just July 14th, 2014 -- or July 22nd, 2014, but all

15   discussions that were had.  Not -- I don't want the

16   whole closed session audiotape of -- of -- of

17   particular dates, I just want the relevant portions

18   that dealt with Davis -- Davis and Soubirous, some of

19   which still exist, by the way, because we haven't gone

20   past the two years statute of limitations on some of

21   those discussions that were had, because the settlement

22   talks in Soubirous and Davis didn't happen until 2015

23   or 2016.  I think 2015 actually.

24             So and I would obviously -- obviously want to

25   subpoena witnesses I'd like to have at my disposal, all
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 1   the city council, former city manager Scott Barber,

 2   former city attorney, Greg Priamos, and all relevant

 3   parties to -- to the -- to the procedure.  Not so much

 4   to retry the case, but to -- to determine how decisions

 5   were made to conduct investigations in secret and then

 6   to hold a public kangaroo court, okay?

 7             So nothing I object to particularly for this

 8   proceeding.  And some of you were -- were -- were privy

 9   to previous proceedings where this is a new issue.  As

10   I object to the redactions that have occurred in -- in

11   the Davis investigation that was, you know,

12   subsequently added to the record of evidence before

13   this proceeding here today.  None of that should be

14   redacted.  And do you know why I know none of it should

15   be redacted?  Because none of it was redacted on -- on

16   the Soubirous case, but somehow all of it has been

17   redacted to protect the guilty on the Davis case.

18             You can't see the names of the people sending

19   out the correspondence, some of which are not even

20   employees.  I know they're not because I've seen some

21   of these documents before.  They were councilmembers

22   and the mayor, and their names should absolutely

23   positively not be redacted from the documents you

24   received and that I received.

25             I'll restate some of my previous objections
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 1   as well.  I'm still very uncomfortable with the

 2   pressure that will be put on the city attorney to

 3   advise you.  I think he's done a very good job for the

 4   record to date, but I think there's going to be an

 5   increasing amount of pressure as these proceedings go

 6   forward on the city attorney by electeds who are his

 7   boss to rule against me, myself, the complainant, okay?

 8             It's really as much to protect me as it is

 9   your counsel, which is why that option is available to

10   you under the rules of the ethics procedures.  I think

11   I'll -- I'll save everything else for -- for my opening

12   argument.  Thank you very much.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.

14             At this time the respondent shall have five

15   minutes to address the hearing panel concerning any

16   technical or procedural issues.  Again, if there is a

17   request for subpoenas or to ask the city council to

18   waive any privileges, it shall be deferred until the

19   time of deliberations.

20             MEMBER PERRY:  I have none at this time.

21             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you very much.

22             Is this the appropriate time for me to

23   respond to the technical issues?

24             MR. HANSEN:  It is, chair.

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Huh?

0010

 1             MR. HANSEN:  Now is the appropriate time.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Now is the appropriate time,

 3   okay.  First of all, due to the bias against request

 4   post presentation of the evidence, the -- the panel has

 5   been very clear that this is the procedure that we

 6   intended to follow.  It is part of the panel's hearing

 7   procedures, therefore we will not consider any subpoena

 8   requests or other privileges -- waive of privileges

 9   until such time that we are deliberating.

10             Relative to the subpoenas, first of all --

11   hang on one second.  I -- there we go.  On the

12   subpoenas, relative to the closed sessions, I believe

13   that has already been brought to the attention of the

14   city council and -- and has been ruled upon.  In terms

15   of the other relevant parties, we will take that up at

16   a later time.

17             Regarding the redactions in the Davis case,

18   as I look at this complaint, this is a complaint

19   investigation held regarding the findings of an

20   investigation of Councilman Mike Soubirous.  It is an

21   investigation -- as you look at the second page of

22   this, it is an investigation of whether or not there

23   was a violation of the Brown Act by -- on --

24             Huh?

25             MS. NICOL:  (Indiscernible).
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 1             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I know, yes.  I know, yes.

 2             And that this is a hearing about the

 3   violation of the Brown Act and a violation of the

 4   ethics code.  This is not a hearing where we are going

 5   to retry or reconvene or -- or issue -- deal with the

 6   issues that involved the controversies that took place

 7   at that time.  Therefore the redactions in the Davis

 8   case do not appear relevant at -- at this point in

 9   time.

10             Item number four, which is pressure on the

11   city attorney to be counsel to the hearing panel, this

12   has also been discussed previously as you noted, and

13   the city attorney is our representative, and we will

14   continue that way.

15             At this time the complainant shall now have

16   five minutes.  Let's see, we just did that.  All

17   technical issues will be resolved.  We did that.  The

18   complainant will now make their opening statement, and

19   you shall have a total of 15 minutes to make both your

20   opening and closing statement and are responsible for

21   keeping track of your time and apportioning it

22   appropriately.

23             You may now proceed with 15 minutes, your

24   opening statements.

25             MR. HUNTER:  Hello.  Good morning.  Jason
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 1   Hunter, Ward 1 once again.  We're here today to discuss

 2   my complaint that was made about four months ago about

 3   actions that took place two and a half years ago.  And

 4   what were -- was the basis for my complaint and what do

 5   I hope to prove here today?  And I -- and I hope

 6   actually to prove it beyond a reasonable doubt.  I

 7   don't even think -- I mean I only have to prove it by

 8   preponderance of evidence, but I don't think that's

 9   what I have.

10             I think I have beyond-a-reasonable-doubt

11   evidence that what transpired during those hearings

12   violated, not only the Brown Act, but also violated

13   existing city policy in bypassing our existing Code of

14   Ethics in order to create a policy out of thin air

15   which violated the defendants at the time, Councilman

16   Soubirous's and Councilman Davis's due process rights.

17             And here's how I think I'm going to go about

18   doing it.  So it's important to know what I'm asking

19   for and -- and sort of how I'm going to get there.  So

20   here's what we're going to do, I'm going to lay it out

21   really simply and we're going to go over the Brown Act

22   violations first and then we're going to go over the --

23   the -- the policy violations secondly.

24             And I think once we have violations of policy

25   and we have violations of law, we have a breach of the
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 1   ethics code even under the old code.  I think most

 2   reasonable people could agree to that, once you're

 3   violating your own policies and violating the law, you

 4   violated the ethics code in the -- the relevant

 5   sections that I've mentioned in my complaint, okay?

 6             So what we'll be presenting for you today,

 7   either through cross-examine -- or examination of the

 8   witness or through the evidence that I've previously

 9   submitted, will be the dates that decisions were made

10   in closed session.  We will present -- be presenting

11   the minutes that were approved by Councilman Perry,

12   which do not show any reportable actions taken out of

13   closed session, okay?  That, in and of itself, will be

14   a Brown Act violation.

15             I will also be showing you that the

16   discussions, themselves, as to hiring investigators and

17   then having an open kangaroo court trial was never

18   covered under the Brown Act to begin with.  And I think

19   we could actually get fairly substantial evidence as to

20   that by be -- by -- by subpoenaing at some point in

21   time Councilman Davis and Councilman Soubirous because

22   they could actually talk about what happened in closed

23   session because they're allowed to if it was never

24   confidential information to begin with, and I think

25   that's what they both say and I think that's what they
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 1   both said during the hearings on July 22nd, 2014, which

 2   is pretty compelling evidence given that we have two

 3   settlement agreements agreeing to apologies and public

 4   monies being disbursed by our city council.

 5             Okay.  So that's the Brown Act stuff.  And

 6   I'll -- and I'll go through some of the things like

 7   electeds or not, employees, that can't be used as an

 8   excuse.  There was no credible existing pending

 9   litigation, which is what Mr. Councilman Perry is going

10   to claim.  That's not an excuse, and I'll tell you as

11   to why that's not an excuse.  And then we'll get to the

12   actual process and the due process.

13             And really the only complaint, and this is

14   very, very, very important, because there's going to be

15   a lot of misdirection in the video and some of the

16   evidence as to why did we go about holding this

17   kangaroo court.  And what we're going to hear is, well,

18   we needed to investigate by state law.  And what's

19   going to be left out from -- from that equation is

20   going to be, the only thing that really needed to be

21   investigated was whether this was a hostile workforce

22   environment situation.

23             And -- and that of course means, was the

24   person being discriminated upon -- based upon race,

25   sex, religion.  We're going to go through the city
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 1   policies, and we're going to see all that.  And in

 2   fact, we're going to -- I'm going to use the

 3   investigator's own words to -- to prove to you guys

 4   that that was dismissed immediately upon the submittal

 5   of the complaint.

 6             At that point in time there was no duty to

 7   investigate, and it should have been, the rest of it

 8   should have either been referred to the -- as a Code of

 9   Ethics complaint, which is how every other 407

10   complaint in the past had been adjudicated, okay, by

11   the public against officials; or if someone thought,

12   well, gees, these are misdemeanors, under the -- the

13   city code, it should have been referred once again to

14   the district attorney by the complaining public

15   bureaucrat, okay?

16             Which you could do, it's your right just like

17   any other member of the public; but that's not what

18   happened, okay?  What happened was we had a couple of

19   guys, I think, who had -- the -- the ring leaders on

20   staff and a couple of guys on council who decided they

21   were going to embarrass two public officials who were,

22   in my opinion, doing their job and asking questions.

23             And under 407 of the charter, they're allowed

24   to ask questions.  There's nothing wrong with asking

25   questions, but people felt like their toes were being

0016

 1   stepped on, and so they decided to have this

 2   investigation in this complaint done in secret.  And

 3   I'll show you with evidence how it was done in the past

 4   against Councilman Davis with the fire trucks incident.

 5   And hopefully you've had a chance to read into that

 6   with the investigators.

 7             All that in the past was all done in closed

 8   session.  And only when the council adjudicated and

 9   made their decision and -- and publicly humiliated

10   Councilman Davis was it ever released from closed

11   session that something was -- had even been -- been

12   done.  This time Councilman Davis was a little bit

13   smarter and so was Councilman Soubirous.  They released

14   everything to the press.

15             And that's the only way that we, the public,

16   were able to intervene, find out what was going on, and

17   that forced the city's hands to have an open discussion

18   of the investigation and the process.  And -- and --

19   and hence and thereafter have a vote to not vote on

20   anything.  In fact, even at that hearing Councilman

21   Davis says, we voted prior to coming into the meeting

22   on what we were going to do here today.

23             And where is that in the minutes?

24   Conspicuously absent once again, just like the

25   decisions to investigate were absent -- were absent as
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 1   well.  So we had a council that was not complying with

 2   the law, okay?  We have a staff that was not complying

 3   with the law.  But this -- council can't hide behind

 4   the staff because the council hires the staff, okay?

 5             And there is no, under the current ethics

 6   policy, way to charge staff with ethics violations.  So

 7   hence the council must want to be held accountable --

 8   accountable for staff's actions.  That's the only thing

 9   I can be left with.  Because it's been mentioned for

10   years that the -- the public would like to bring those

11   actions against staff, but never any action by our city

12   council.

13             So as I said, there's not preponderance of

14   evidence here of what happened was absolutely wrong as

15   to process and absolutely wrong as to the Brown Act.

16   We're going to -- I'm going to read for you the

17   settlement agreements or at least the relevant parts of

18   the settlement agreements where the public apologies

19   were issued.  We have beyond a reasonable doubt

20   evidence against all councilmembers and the mayor who

21   participated in these events.

22             And I look forward to presenting this

23   evidence to you today.  Thank you.

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  Just a point of

25   order here, I -- I was using the clock up there,
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 1   because the clock on my computer is like two to three

 2   minutes difference.  Which -- which is the official

 3   clock we're using?

 4             MS. NICOL:  I -- I'm using this one here, but

 5   I -- I -- I did it at nine minutes.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That's what I have.

 7             MS. NICOL:  Okay.  So nine minutes then.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Nine -- nine minutes

 9   remaining?

10             MS. NICOL:  Nine --

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Or nine minutes --

12             MS. NICOL:  -- minutes used.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- used?

14             MS. NICOL:  Six minutes --

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Right.

16             MS NICOL:  -- remaining.

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Is it -- are we going

18   to use -- because I have 9:23 on here.  What does --

19   what does that one say?

20             MS. NICOL:  This is this computer here --

21             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

22             MS. NICOL:  -- and the other.  So it doesn't

23   matter which one you use, they're both keeping good

24   time.

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.
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 1             MS. NICOL:  So --

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

 3             MS. NICOL:  -- although they don't match.

 4   So --

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Right.

 6             MS. NICOL:  -- it remains that he was at nine

 7   minutes with six remaining.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Six minutes remaining,

 9   correct?

10             All right.  At this time, following the

11   complainant's opening statement, the public official

12   may make an opening statement or defer making an

13   opening statement until after the completion of the

14   complainant's presentation of evidence.  The public

15   official shall have a total of 15 minutes to make both

16   their opening and closing statement and is responsible

17   for keeping time.

18             Councilman Perry, do you have an opening

19   statement?

20             MEMBER PERRY:  Yes.  And I'll be brief.  It

21   isn't going to take 15 minutes.  It's just going to

22   take a few short moments.  There were a lot of

23   generalities there.  This -- there was this complaint,

24   council did hear it.  I will say that it was an issue

25   that was before the city council and it was agendized
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 1   as a closed session item and noticed as anticipated

 2   litigation.  It was handled that way throughout the

 3   entire investigation.

 4             Beyond that the only thing I will say is

 5   Mr. Hunter does have the burden of proof.  This isn't a

 6   burden of proof on the city -- city council today.

 7   This is a burden of proof on me.  So when he makes his

 8   case today, he's going to have to demonstrate that I've

 9   done something wrong or I've failed to act.  And that

10   falls on his shoulders and his shoulders alone.

11             And with that, I have nothing further for you

12   at this point.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.

14             The complainant shall now present their

15   evidence.  And I would, a couple of items before you,

16   start.  First, this is a complaint against Councilman

17   Perry, and that is what we will be hearing today.

18   Secondly, I am making a -- in the absence of -- of any

19   clear directions, as the chair, I am limiting your time

20   to 45 minutes.  At 40 minutes the panel will review and

21   decide whether additional time shall be granted, but at

22   the start we will assume that -- that both of you have

23   45 minutes to present your evidence.

24             Mr. Hunter, you may begin.

25             MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.  I'd object to that.
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 1   I'd like to know under what authority does the chair

 2   have to limit evidence, time to present evidence.

 3   Could you please cite me in your rules where it says

 4   you have that power?

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, again, as I pointed

 6   out, in the absence of any clear designation that I --

 7   that -- that the chair does not have the final

 8   authority, I am -- and if -- and if you listen

 9   carefully, I indicated that there would be 45 minutes

10   with an opportunity for the panel to extend your time

11   if necessary.  This simply provides us all with a

12   guideline.

13             MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.  I'd like to

14   first call Councilman Perry if I could and then get

15   into the production of my evidence.  And I'd like to

16   reserve the right to call him back at a later time if I

17   could, please.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

19             MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.

20                     DIRECT EXAMINATION

21   BY MR. HUNTER:

22        Q    Councilman Perry, I have before me the

23   minutes from April 1st, 2014, and April 22nd, 2014.  If

24   you'd take a look at them, please.

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Mr. Hunter, on -- to
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 1   benefit the hearing panel, would you also make sure

 2   that you refer to the page number?

 3             MR. HUNTER:  Oh, this is -- this is just

 4   for -- this won't be introduced as part of the evidence

 5   later.  This is just official minutes of the City of

 6   Riverside.  I've given him a copy of the official

 7   minutes of the --

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

 9             MR. HUNTER:  -- City of Riverside.  And if --

10   if we'd like to, we can --

11             MEMBER WRIGHT:  I'd -- I'd -- I'd like to

12   raise an objection.  If it's not in the documents that

13   have been given to the hearing panel, it's not

14   admissible.

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That -- that is part of our

16   rules.

17             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  Given to the panel was a

18   video -- was a video.  We can play the video of -- of

19   what transpired on April 1st.

20             MEMBER WRIGHT:  You -- you don't have the

21   minutes in our substantial pile of papers?

22             MR. HUNTER:  Are -- are you -- I mean, I guess

23   what I'm saying is, if we're disputing the -- the

24   factual accuracy of what I'm going to have Mr. --

25             MEMBER WRIGHT:  The factual accuracy that the
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 1   hearing panel relies on is the documents that were

 2   provided to us --

 3             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.

 4             MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- in advance.

 5             MR. HUNTER:  That's fine.  Well, let's --

 6             MEMBER WRIGHT:  What page number?

 7             MR. HUNTER:  Let's -- let's -- let's queue the

 8   video then for April 1st --

 9             MEMBER WRIGHT:  I object.

10             MR. HUNTER:  -- 2014.

11             MEMBER WRIGHT:  This is out of the range of --

12             MR. HUNTER:  That was in the --

13             MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- material presentation.

14             MR. HUNTER:  That was in the evidence package

15   that was submitted to this -- this -- this ethics

16   panel.

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The -- I believe that we do

18   not have the capacity to queue to any specific item.

19   Is that correct?

20             MS. NICOL:  It would be a lengthy process to

21   find the portion of the video.  This has been described

22   in your last meeting.  Mr. Hunter was present.

23             MR. HUNTER:  Uh-huh.

24             MS. NICOL:  That we need to know in advance if

25   he wishes to play video or audio and -- and the spot on
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 1   the video or audio.  We had a conversation with him

 2   this morning requesting the same thing.  He did not

 3   provide any instances where he would like to replay or

 4   the spot in the audio or video that he would like to be

 5   replayed.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I believe at --

 7             MR. HUNTER:  That is incorrect.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I --

 9             MR. HUNTER:  And --

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- believe at our previous

11   meetings that it was very clearly stated the opinion of

12   the panel that any evidence that was to be presented

13   would be the -- the responsibility of the complainant

14   to make sure that all of that material was provided.

15   Specifically the reason that we did the transcription

16   and the highlighting of the transcription was to allow

17   you to be able to quickly point to the items to be

18   presented.

19             Therefore the request to queue the video --

20   video is denied.

21             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  I would like to actually

22   talk to the -- the -- the phone call I had with the

23   city clerk today, which was, were the -- would -- would

24   there be any incidences where I would need to put the

25   video on display for the ethics panel here today.  And
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 1   I said, only if the records that I'm producing as part

 2   of my cross-examination are going to be called into

 3   question.  These are not -- these are not evidence

 4   where I had to subpoena or I got a witness statement.

 5             These are material -- these are material

 6   facts of -- of -- of proceedings that happened, which

 7   they're very easily found, public records, which back

 8   up the audio that has already been submitted to this

 9   panel.  Now, we can queue -- we can hear that audio,

10   okay?  And -- and -- and you only need to hear very

11   brief parts of it, which are that the city -- the city

12   attorney is going to report that there were no items --

13   actions taken out of closed session.  That's the only

14   part you need to hear.  It's probably all of five

15   seconds at the very end of the meeting.  It happens at

16   the end of the meeting.  It happens at the end of every

17   meeting.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  If you had intended to

19   introduce this information, how -- what -- what is the

20   rationale for not including it in -- in the 900 pages

21   of -- of material that we have?

22             MR. HUNTER:  It's a part of the audio record.

23   It is included.  It's on your audio CD.

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  But we were very clear that

25   we intended for the complainant to -- to specify

0026

 1   specific areas that we were to look at, not to give us

 2   seven, eight hours of something that we did not know

 3   where to look.

 4             MR. HUNTER:  That's correct for the July 2nd,

 5   2014 hearing, which was about two and a half, three

 6   hours in -- in length.  The rest of them, I believe we

 7   discussed this at length, was that there was very

 8   little in the rest of the audio that was presented as

 9   part of the evidence that needed -- that would take

10   very -- very long to -- to go over.

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  I have three members

12   of the panel that wish to speak.  We'll start with

13   Keith.

14             MEMBER NELSON:  I -- I was under the

15   impression we took a continuance to do transcripts.

16   Are these not in those transcripts?

17             MR. HUNTER:  No.  We only voted to -- to -- to

18   transcribe the occurrences of July 22nd, 2014, because

19   that was the most relevant material available.

20             MR. HANSEN:  And, chair, if I might correct,

21   this hearing panel has not convened previously.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Uh-huh.

23             MR. HANSEN:  The actions of which you speak

24   were the actions of other hearing panels.  Although

25   Mr. Hunter was the complainant in those hearings as
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 1   well, for this hearing, today is the first day it's

 2   convened, and this panel, as a body, has not made any

 3   requests or made any rulings other than what was made

 4   today by the chair.

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And clarify that then for

 6   me.  Does that mean that -- that we -- we can -- we

 7   need to rule on -- on what is being presented to us now

 8   and -- and not refer to our participation in previous

 9   panels?

10             MR. HANSEN:  That is correct.  You need to

11   come to this panel with an open and clear mind and

12   judge based upon the evidence presented during this

13   hearing as to whether or not there has been a violation

14   of the ethics code, not what you may have gleaned from

15   participation in other hearing panels.

16             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Very good.  Thank you.

17             Champagne, you're next.

18             MEMBER FORD:  I would like to thank Jason for

19   coming forward today.  From how I perceive it, I think

20   he just wants to show Councilman Perry the minutes, but

21   I don't -- I think he's just laying -- laying out his

22   case.  I think we need to give him time to sort of

23   figure out how he wants to put his case together.

24             So I don't think there's any malice, I don't

25   think there's a point being made.  I think he's just
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 1   showing you the minutes, and then he's going to

 2   eventually lead into his case.  So I don't want to --

 3   this -- I think this process can be sort of

 4   overwhelming and this is sort of his first time and I

 5   don't want us to kind of come out like wolves at him.

 6   I think let's just give him some time and sit back, I

 7   don't -- and just present those minutes to the

 8   councilmember.

 9             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.

10             Jeff.

11             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Rule nine is very clear in

12   our -- in -- in our guidelines for hearing rules and

13   procedures that all evidence, including witness

14   information, must be introduced by the respondent at

15   the hearing and it must be filed in the clerk's office

16   no later than 20 calendar days.  To now have other

17   paper that becomes part of the -- part of the work of

18   this body is to prejudice our work, and I object to it.

19             Unless we, as a -- as a hearing panel,

20   majority of the hearing panel find by majority vote

21   that the discovery of that evidence came to the

22   awareness of the proponent after the filing of the

23   complaint, which is clearly not the case.

24             MEMBER FORD:  But it's not new evidence and we

25   have the audio and it's available to the public.  So I
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 1   think we're just kind of getting a little into the --

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

 3             MEMBER FORD:  -- weeds right now.

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I understand.

 5             Keith, you're next.

 6             MEMBER NELSON:  It's my understanding that

 7   right now you're not presenting those documents as

 8   evidence.

 9             MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.

10             MEMBER NELSON:  You're cross-examining

11   Councilman Perry --

12             MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.

13             MEMBER NELSON:  -- so that he can either

14   verify or say your document is false.

15             MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.

16             MEMBER NELSON:  Okay, thank you.

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Deborah.

18             MEMBER MACIAS:  And -- and I agree, it was

19   part of our packet we had.  If -- if it's -- even

20   though it's not in writing, it was presented to us.

21   And I think that we're kind of wasting time arguing

22   that point.  We just need to get it, listen to what he

23   has to say.  And it was part of our packet, everybody

24   should have gotten it, regardless of whether it's in

25   writing or not.
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 1             And we did not agree to -- to transcribe that

 2   particular minutes.  So I -- I think we need to move

 3   on.  Let's hear it and hear what everyone has to say

 4   and then make a decision based on that.

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.

 6             Champagne, you're now -- your name is up

 7   again.  Did you already make your comment?

 8             All right.  In light of the fact there

 9   appears to be a consensus that you should proceed,

10   Member Jeff's objection is -- is noted.  We will

11   proceed with the hearing.

12             MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.  And the only reason

13   I -- I do it this way is I think it's going to save

14   time overall.  I really do.

15   BY MR. HUNTER:

16        Q    So, Councilman Perry, before you, I -- I gave

17   you a document, could you just read the title of it,

18   please?

19        A    It is the city council, successor agency to

20   the develop -- redevelopment agency, and housing

21   authority minutes dated April 1st, 2014.

22        Q    And on there is there a section that talks

23   about a closed session?

24        A    Yes, there is.

25        Q    And could you read what's under the closed
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 1   sessions?  And this is, once again, I'm not sure if I

 2   heard you, was there a date on that memo?

 3        A    Yes, April 1st, 2014.

 4        Q    Sorry.  Could you read what was -- what is

 5   said under the -- under the closed session?

 6        A    It says, city attorney report on closed

 7   sessions.  The city attorney announced that there were

 8   no reportable actions taken on the closed sessions held

 9   earlier in the day.

10        Q    Okay.

11             MR. HUNTER:  I'd like to present to -- to

12   Councilman Perry next the approval of the minutes.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Point of note, I started

14   your 45 minutes at 9:37, after our question and -- and

15   discussion.

16             MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.

17   BY MR. HUNTER:

18        Q    Could you read the title of that document?

19        A    It's the city council, housing authority, and

20   successor agency to redevelopment agency minutes and

21   it's dated Tuesday, April 8th, 2014.

22        Q    Could you read the -- the section under

23   the -- the -- the title of the minutes?

24        A    The minutes of the city council meeting of

25   April 1st, 2014, were approved as presented.
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 1        Q    And do -- do you see your name on the -- on

 2   the -- on the right-hand side of that document?

 3        A    Yes, I do.

 4        Q    And did you approve those minutes on

 5   April 8th?

 6        A    Yes.

 7        Q    Okay, thank you.  Councilman Perry, could you

 8   read the title of the next document I've handed to you?

 9        A    City council and successor agency to

10   redevelopment agency minutes, and it says Tuesday,

11   April 22nd, 2014.

12        Q    And could you read what it said under the

13   closed session report by the city attorney?

14        A    It says, city attorney report on closed

15   sessions.  The city attorney announced there were no

16   reportable actions taken on the closed sessions held

17   earlier in the day.

18        Q    Okay.  And once again, Councilman Perry,

19   could you read the title of that document, please?

20        A    City council meeting -- or I'm sorry, city

21   council minutes, Tuesday, May 6th, 2014.

22        Q    And could you read what is under the section

23   called minutes?

24        A    Minutes --

25        Q    The --
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 1        A    -- of the city council meeting of April 22nd

 2   and 29th, 2014, were approved as presented.

 3        Q    And did you vote on those, approving those

 4   minutes, Councilman Perry?

 5        A    Yes.

 6        Q    Thank you.  And, Councilman Perry, could you

 7   read the title of that document I just gave you?

 8        A    City council and successor agency to

 9   redevelopment agency minutes, Tuesday, June 24th, 2014.

10        Q    And could you read what is held under closed

11   session for that -- that date?

12        A    There's nothing there about closed session.

13        Q    Oh, is it -- I'm sorry.

14        MR. HUNTER:  You know what, I'll skip that

15   document for now because it looks like I handed him the

16   wrong document.

17   BY MR. HUNTER:

18        Q    So we're going to have before us, Councilman

19   Perry, and just and you've read, I imagine, some of the

20   record, and we're going to be talking about the

21   transcript from July 22nd, 2014, and as well as the

22   investigative reports that state the council voted on

23   April 1st, 2014, and April -- and April 22nd, 2014, to

24   conduct investigations into the hearings -- into the

25   actions of Councilman Davis and Councilman Soubirous.

0034

 1             I guess my question is, if that is true,

 2   unless you're -- you're denying that that happened, why

 3   did you vote to approve minutes where you -- you took

 4   action as a council and did not report it out of closed

 5   session?

 6        A    Well, I wouldn't be able to answer your

 7   question because it requires that I relay information

 8   or discussion that is protected from the disclosure of

 9   the attorney-client closed session privilege.

10        Q    If you violated the Brown Act, you do not

11   have a privilege to disclose -- to not disclose.  It is

12   a Brown Act violation per se to not report reportable

13   actions out of closed session.  All actions taken by

14   the council -- by -- by the council are reportable.

15   There are no non-reportable actions out of closed

16   session under the Brown Act.  Would you like to restate

17   that, your answer?

18        A    That is your opinion.  I'll restate --

19   restate my answer.  I wouldn't be able to answer your

20   question because it requires that I relay information

21   or discussion that is protected disclosure by

22   attorney-client closed session privilege.

23        Q    Did you participate in a vote to hire

24   investigators and to hold a open trial, hire

25   investigators towards Councilman Davis and Councilman
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 1   Soubirous?  Question number one.

 2        A    And again my answer would be, I wouldn't be

 3   able to answer your question because it requires that I

 4   relay information or discussion that is protected

 5   disclosure by attorney-client closed session privilege.

 6        Q    Now, do you -- do you understand, Councilman

 7   Perry, that perhaps even yourself, I'll have to check

 8   the testimony, but certainly several of your colleagues

 9   on July 22nd, 2014, admitted, not just on July 14th,

10   but also to the Press Enterprise, which is part of the

11   exhibits here, that the council held votes on April 1st

12   and April 22nd, 2014, to hire an investigation towards

13   the -- the matters of Soubirous and Davis.  You are

14   aware of that?

15        A    Yes.

16        Q    Okay.  So you're -- what you're saying is you

17   refuse to answer even though it seems every one of your

18   colleagues admits they held a vote?  You're -- you're

19   saying you can't answer whether you -- you participated

20   in that vote?  You were at the meetings, correct?

21        A    Yes, I participated in the vote, but the

22   discussion -- this is -- you're basing a Brown

23   violation, this is your opinion.

24        Q    Okay.

25             MR. HUNTER:  Like I said, we'll -- we'll --
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 1   we'll conclude on this matter, because we'll be

 2   discussing -- I'll be introducing as evidence the Brown

 3   Act and we'll talk about whether it's a Brown Act

 4   violation to vote on something and then not release

 5   what that vote was immediately to the public there

 6   afterwards.  Thank you very much.

 7   BY MR. HUNTER:

 8        Q    Okay.  Now, onto the second.  And that will

 9   conclude our, for now anyway, our -- our discussion of

10   Brown Act violations.  Actually one more.  When actions

11   are taken out of closed session these days with

12   attorney Gary Geuss, are all actions reported

13   immediately out of closed session and then put into the

14   minutes?

15        A    Those that are reportable.

16        Q    Are there any non-reportable votes to your

17   knowledge that wouldn't be reported out of closed

18   session?

19        A    Not that I recall.

20        Q    Okay.  So second question is, I'd like to

21   give you a copy of our ethics policy.

22             MR. HUNTER:  We're going to switch to that

23   real quick.

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Are you referring us also to

25   a particular page?
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  Yes, I am.  Sorry.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And that would be?

 3             MR. HUNTER:  Sorry, yes, I am.  Let me grab it

 4   real quick.  Here it is.  I'm sorry, it's right -- it's

 5   right in front of me.  And the --

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The number at the bottom.

 7             MR. HUNTER:  And the -- I don't know if yours

 8   are numbered the same way that mine are, but do you see

 9   a number of 00324 at the beginning of the ethics policy

10   page?

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you have a number at the

12   bottom of the page?

13             MR. HUNTER:  Oh, like one, two, three, four,

14   five?

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yeah.

16             MR. HUNTER:  If we could go to page number --

17   page number six -- to page number six, please.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Page number six in the -- in

19   the code?  There's a small -- there's a small -- it

20   says, for instance, I happen to be looking at page 194.

21             MR. HUNTER:  Perhaps.  I don't have it in

22   front of me anymore, but it -- it's -- I've got it

23   memorized.  It's -- he's got the page right in front of

24   him.

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, until -- until you --
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  Oh, sorry.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- you can direct us to

 3   specifically what we're looking at, it's difficult for

 4   us to follow.

 5             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Because we're relying

 7   upon -- on the documents that were sent to us.

 8             MR. HUNTER:  Let's see here.  If you don't

 9   mind, I'm just going to borrow that for just one second

10   back from Mr. Perry.

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Sure.

12             MR. HUNTER:  Sorry.  So it would be page six

13   and it would be number four, particularly where it

14   begins, complaints from members of the public.  Does

15   everybody see that, where I'm referencing to?

16             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Again, I -- I can't --

17             MEMBER WRIGHT:  There's a footer at the bottom

18   of the page, it says page ending number.

19             MR. HUNTER:  This is what I have.

20             MEMBER WRIGHT:  A footer at the very bottom of

21   our docket.

22             MR. HUNTER:  I've got a 00329.

23             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Well, we've got 1,038 pages of

24   your material all numbered sequentially.  Having --

25   being on the same page would be very helpful.
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  Hold on.

 2             MEMBER FORD:  Jason, are you referring to --

 3   I -- I know where you're at.  You're on page six,

 4   resolution --

 5             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.

 6             MEMBER FORD:  -- number --

 7             MR. HUNTER:  22 --

 8             MEMBER FORD:  -- 22318.  That's --

 9             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.

10             MEMBER FORD:  -- part of that 48-page packet

11   he submitted initially.  That might not be a part of

12   this last packet.  I'm --

13             MEMBER WRIGHT:  It actually is part of the --

14             MEMBER FORD:  Okay.

15             MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- sequential numbering.

16             MEMBER FORD:  Okay.

17             MR. HUNTER:  I've got a copy of what went to

18   the actual panels as part of this case.

19             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And we need -- and we need

20   you to use -- follow that.

21             MR. HUNTER:  All right.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Champagne, you indicated you

23   knew where he is -- is on this.  What page number?

24             MEMBER FORD:  I'm on my iPhone.  So --

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  But the evidence should
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 1   still tell you at the --

 2             MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.

 3             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- bottom what the page

 4   number is.

 5             MEMBER FORD:  It's 00329.

 6             MR. HUNTER:  That's -- that's what I just

 7   said, I believe.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I don't have a 00329.  My --

 9   my document starts with page 50.

10             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I don't know if that's the

12   first portion, but he's -- he's -- he's referring to

13   the Code of Ethics, and I just need to know where it

14   starts in this pile of material that I have.

15             MEMBER FORD:  Why don't you go to the bottom

16   of page 17.

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Page 17?

18             MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.

19             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  In this material

20   here.

21             MEMBER FORD:  (Indiscernible) page numbers.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Here.

23             MEMBER FORD:  (Indiscernible) same copy

24   (indiscernible).

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We're with you now.

 3             MR. HUNTER:  And if you could look at number

 4   four, please.  And it begins with complaints from

 5   members.  And then I'll begin my question.

 6   BY MR. HUNTER:

 7        Q    Mr. Perry, are you familiar with what public

 8   comment is as part of the public meeting?

 9        A    Yes.

10        Q    And could you explain to me who from the

11   public can come up and speak during those -- those --

12   those portions of the meeting?

13        A    Anyone.

14        Q    Okay.  So would an elected official be able

15   to speak during public comment?

16        A    Yes.

17        Q    Would an employee be able to speak during

18   public comment?

19        A    Yes.

20        Q    Okay.  So to -- to your knowledge, a member

21   of the public is pretty much anyone who is here in, you

22   know, in the United States, I don't even know if it's

23   legally or illegally, but certainly legally, correct,

24   could come up and speak during public comment?

25        A    Anyone can speak during public comment.
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 1        Q    Could you read number four, please, from the

 2   complaint I just gave you, which is highlighted?

 3        A    Just the highlighted section?

 4        Q    Just the highlighted section, please.

 5        A    Complaints from members of the public

 6   regarding elected or appointed officials shall be

 7   submitted on the complaint form available from the city

 8   clerk.

 9        Q    Okay, thank you very much.  Now, to your

10   knowledge, Sergio Diaz is a member of the public,

11   correct?

12        A    Yes.

13        Q    Scott Barber is a member of the public?

14        A    Yes.

15        Q    Okay.  So would you tell me, once the

16   investigator, and we're going to cover this later,

17   decided that there was no hostile workforce claim, why

18   staff wasn't told to file a -- an ethics complaint as

19   they are members of the public?  Could you -- could you

20   explain that, that reasoning?

21        A    You're -- you're -- you're going to have to

22   repeat the question.

23        Q    Could -- could you -- now, if -- if -- if the

24   folks who filed these complaints that led to this Davis

25   and Soubirous investigations and the -- and the
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 1   Soubirous hearing are members of the public, why were

 2   they not directed by the council to file ethics

 3   complaints once it was initially determined that --

 4   that there was no hostile workforce environment

 5   existing?

 6        A    Well, I'm not trying to be difficult here,

 7   but I wouldn't be able to answer your question because

 8   it requires that I relay information or discussion that

 9   is protected from the disclosure of the city

10   attorney-client closed session privilege.  I don't have

11   the ability to waive that.  I -- I don't have the

12   ability.  I think that requires the council --

13        Q    Okay.

14        A    -- counsel.

15             MR. HUNTER:  I'd like to -- this is also in

16   your evidence package, and it's -- it's entitled, Code

17   of Ethics complaints.  It's a summary document of all

18   Code of Ethics complaints from 2006 to

19   20-and-maybe-even-15 as filed by the public.  If I

20   could give that to Mr. Perry.  And trust me, I'm

21   looking for the number that --

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Number 119.

23             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  119, thank you.

24   BY MR. HUNTER:

25        Q    Could you read on page, I believe it's, two
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 1   or three, there's a -- there's a section on

 2   administration and -- or violation of section 407?

 3   Could you read the complaints to the -- to the ethics

 4   panel here?

 5        A    I'm not --

 6        Q    The part that's been --

 7        A    -- sure what you're asking.

 8        Q    The part that's been highlighted.

 9        A    Well, it says charter 407 -- 407,

10   interference with administrative services.

11             MR. HUNTER:  Does -- does -- does the ethics

12   panel see that?  I believe it's on page two or three.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No.

14   BY MR. HUNTER:

15        Q    And the complaint -- and the complaint was

16   filed by who, Councilman Perry?

17        A    This was dated 8/30/2010 by Deborah Wong,

18   Michael Dunn, and Mary Figueroa.

19        Q    And -- and could you read the complaint --

20   the -- the complaint with the date and the description

21   of it for the complaint below that?

22        A    9/27/10, (indiscernible) charter 407,

23   interference with administrative services.

24        Q    Okay.  So in the past, would you state that

25   if there were complaints made against charter
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 1   violations or policy violations by members of the

 2   public, they were always referred to the ethics process

 3   to be adjudicated?

 4        A    That I don't know, I wasn't on the council

 5   then.

 6        Q    But there's certainly a record of it, of --

 7   of similar complaints filed by the public going to --

 8   through the ethics process, correct?

 9        A    Well, it says Code of Ethics complaint, but

10   it doesn't say where it's going.

11        Q    Well, but --

12             MR. HUNTER:  And for the record, for the --

13   for the -- and -- and we can go over this during

14   evidence as well, that's the official summary from the

15   city clerk of all Code of Ethics complaints since the

16   inception of the policy.  So those are, in fact, Code

17   of Ethics complaints.  Those are, in fact, 407

18   violations that were alleged by members of the public,

19   which were adjudicated through the Code of Ethics

20   process, not a separate process.  Thank you.

21             And I have one more thing to introduce to

22   Councilman Perry, and then -- and then we'll be done

23   with Councilman Perry.

24   BY MR. HUNTER:

25        Q    Councilman Perry, could you read the title of
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 1   that document?  And that's also been provided to you.

 2        A    It's a city -- it's a city council

 3   memorandum.

 4        Q    Yeah.  And -- and under the subject, could

 5   you read that?

 6        A    Hearing on investigation of complaints

 7   against Councilmember Mike Soubirous and administrative

 8   interference and harassment.

 9             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  And this was provided as

10   part of my original complaint, all right?  So this

11   would be in the original complaint package.  And I

12   think it's also in the evidence package as well, but --

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Councilman Perry, is there a

14   page -- excuse me -- a page number on the bottom of

15   that?  Right at the very, very bottom.

16             MEMBER PERRY:  No, no, there isn't.

17             MR. HANSEN:  The documents presented for the

18   witness to read from are not Bates stamped as they are

19   in the packet.

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  They are -- they are in the

21   packet?  Okay.

22             MR. HUNTER:  If -- if I could, I think you can

23   get this just verbally, and I'm just going to have him

24   read verbatim from the document.

25   BY MR. HUNTER:
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 1        Q    Could you read the -- the issue at hand on --

 2   on that document, please?

 3        A    The issue at hand?

 4        Q    Actually -- actually the date first, please,

 5   the date of the document.

 6        A    July 22nd, 2014.

 7        Q    And underneath the subject, it says the --

 8   the word issue.  Could you read the issue, please?

 9        A    The issue presented for city council

10   consideration is whether to take any action as against

11   Councilmember Mike Soubirous based upon the results of

12   the investigation in response to a complaint to the

13   administrative interference -- interference and

14   harassment made by city manager and chief of police.

15        Q    Okay.  And could you read under the

16   recommendation by -- and -- and could you read who is

17   the memo from, please?

18        A    It's from Mayor William R. Bailey, III; Mayor

19   Pro Tem Steven K. Adams, and incoming Mayor Pro Tem

20   James Perry.

21        Q    So -- so you participated in the actual

22   production of this document, right?

23        A    I signed this document.

24        Q    Okay.  So could you read the -- the

25   recommendation now to the city council on that date?

0048

 1        A    That the city council conduct a hearing to

 2   consider the results of the investigation of the

 3   complaints and any information submitted in response

 4   thereto by Councilman Soubirous and to take whatever

 5   action if -- if any that the city council deems

 6   appropriate.

 7        Q    Now, on July 22nd, 2014, Councilman Davis is

 8   on the record as saying that the council took a vote

 9   prior to coming into the meeting on the adjudication of

10   this claim; is that correct?

11        A    You'd have to show me some documentation of

12   that.

13        Q    Okay.  We -- and we'll get to that in the

14   evidence later.

15        A    Yeah.

16        Q    Let's go to the very back of that -- that

17   memo, the very last, right before fiscal impact where

18   it says, after careful consideration.  And could you

19   read that statement to me?  Second -- second page.

20        A    Where on the second page?

21        Q    On about halfway down it says, after careful

22   consideration.

23        A    And you want me to --

24        Q    Just read verbatim, please.  Okay.

25        A    And what do you want me to read verbatim?
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 1        Q    It says, after careful consideration and

 2   deliberation concerning these facts.

 3        A    And how far do you want me to read?

 4        Q    All the way down to the last bullet point,

 5   please.  It won't be that long.

 6        A    After consideration -- after careful

 7   consideration deliberation concerning -- concerning the

 8   facts, conclusions, and recommendations set forth in

 9   the report as well as consideration of any information

10   and/or response provided by Councilmember Soubirous,

11   the city council may consider any of the following in

12   response thereto:  Take no action, public censure,

13   removal from committee chairmanship, removal from

14   standing committee assignments, removal from mayor pro

15   tem rotation, removal from regional organization

16   assignments, referral to Riverside County district

17   attorney's office for investigation as to whether or

18   not a crime has been committed for violation of charter

19   section 407.

20        Q    Okay.  And to your knowledge, what authority

21   did the council to -- have to take those disciplinary

22   actions under Councilman Soubirous?

23        A    We didn't take any action.

24        Q    But you're -- you're recommending it here.

25   It's part of your report.  It's --
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 1        A    It --

 2        Q    -- actions that you -- you -- it says here

 3   the city council may consider any of the following in

 4   response to.  So you may not have taken action, but you

 5   were deliberating taking action; is that correct?

 6        A    There was no deliberation on taking action.

 7        Q    We've all seen the -- the video.

 8        A    I -- I understand it, there was -- there was

 9   a hearing, but as far as any of these actions, none of

10   these were discussed.

11        Q    But as part -- as part of the record for the

12   hearing is of course this memo.  So whether or not you

13   verbally discussed it doesn't mean you weren't

14   considering it.  The memo specifically states, city

15   council may consider any of the following in response

16   thereto, correct?

17        A    These are proposed considerations.

18        Q    Okay.  So you're proposing disciplinary

19   action against Councilman Soubirous.  Once again, based

20   upon what authority did you make these recommendations?

21        A    We didn't.

22        Q    Okay.  So there was no authority.

23        A    No.

24        Q    I just --

25        A    Repeat -- repeat your question one more time.
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 1        Q    Was there any authority to take these actions

 2   under any existing council-approved document?

 3        A    It would have required action by the council

 4   at the end of that hearing.  No action was taken.

 5        Q    Okay.  So there was no authority.  Now

 6   secondly, was there any authority or did you previously

 7   deliberate in open session the process by which you

 8   would come to perhaps imposing these disciplinary

 9   actions?

10        A    In open session?

11        Q    Yes.

12        A    No.

13        Q    So we create -- so are -- are you saying you

14   created this process as you kind of went along?

15        A    I didn't create it, no.

16        Q    Or did you -- did you participate -- did you

17   participate in the creation of this process to

18   investigate and -- and try Councilman Soubirous and

19   then investigate Councilman Davis?

20        A    Once again your asking for attorney-client

21   privilege -- privilege information.  I don't have the

22   authority to waive that.

23        Q    Well, you did vote.  You already admitted

24   that you voted on it.

25        A    There was a vote taken that day, yes.
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 1        Q    So I guess we can assume that you voted on

 2   some sort of information as to the investigation and

 3   then the trial of Councilman Soubirous and the

 4   investigation of Councilman Davis, correct?

 5        A    There was a hearing for Councilman Soubirous.

 6        Q    Okay.

 7             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You have approximately

 8   22 minutes left of the --

 9             MR. HUNTER:  Sure.

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- 45 --

11   BY MR. HUNTER:

12        Q    So --

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- minutes allocated.

14             MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  So let's -- let's -- let's

15   continue with this.

16   BY MR. HUNTER:

17        Q    So these actions that you have proposed here

18   along with Mayor William Bailey and Mayor Steve -- or

19   Mayor Pro Tem Steve Adams, these actions, were these --

20   these were things that you proposed personally along

21   with the other two, or was it a full council decision?

22   It looks like your -- just your name is on it, so would

23   you say that the three of you collaborated in producing

24   these actions that you were going to take against

25   Mr. -- Mr. Soubirous?
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 1        A    We took no plan to take action against

 2   anyone.

 3        Q    Uh-huh.

 4        A    These were -- depending on how -- how that

 5   hearing would transpire, these would be -- these are

 6   proposed actions that could be taken.

 7        Q    And -- and so you --

 8        A    No action was taken.

 9        Q    And just to reiterate for the -- for the

10   ethics panel again, from what authority did you draw

11   those proposed disciplinary actions?  There must be

12   some authority for you to -- if you are going to impose

13   discipline, you must have some authority to impose

14   discipline, correct?

15        A    Based on a vote of the entire city council,

16   that did not happen.

17        Q    Okay.  So let me -- I -- could you restate

18   that one more time, Councilmember Perry?

19        A    We took no action against Councilmember

20   Soubirous.

21        Q    But you certainly proposed a process and then

22   discipline -- discipline.

23        A    This is a proposed process.

24        Q    Okay.  So you proposed a process, and you

25   proposed disciplinary actions.  You have yet to
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 1   provide, I assume there is none, that's why we have yet

 2   to see it --

 3        A    And once again there was no disciplinary

 4   action taken.

 5        Q    But you --

 6        A    This isn't recommending a disciplinary

 7   action.  It is proposed.

 8        Q    Did you hold a hearing of Councilman

 9   Soubirous?

10        A    Yes.

11        Q    Under what authority did the council have to

12   set a hearing for Councilman Soubirous?

13        A    It was based on complaints that we had

14   received.  And once again I wouldn't be able to -- be

15   able to answer your question because it requires

16   information that I relay -- or discussion that is

17   protected by -- by a disclosure of an attorney -- an

18   attorney-client closed session privilege.

19        Q    Do you -- do you remember to the best of your

20   recollection whether a hostile workforce environment

21   was ever substantiated in the case of Councilman Davis

22   or Councilman Soubirous?

23        A    No.

24        Q    Okay.

25        A    And we're -- and we're getting into two
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 1   different -- I thought we were focusing on one, not the

 2   other.  I --

 3        Q    Sure.  And we're --

 4        A    -- (indiscernible) here.

 5        Q    -- going to come right back to it in a

 6   second.  There was a reason for the question.  So that

 7   left the only allegations to be adjudicated whether or

 8   not charter violations occurred or -- or even in the

 9   case of Councilman Soubirous, I believe there were

10   Brown Act violations as well, correct?

11        A    There was a hearing based on the totality of

12   the circumstances.  That hearing took place, and no

13   action was taken.

14        Q    And we just read from a document that states

15   from the past, members of the public who brought

16   charter violations or even, you know, violations of

17   state law, consistently a hundred percent of the -- the

18   cases under the -- were brought under the -- the ethics

19   code and adjudicated by the ethics adjudicating body,

20   correct?

21        A    I didn't look at all of them to be honest

22   with you.

23             MR. HUNTER:  Well, for -- for the record, and

24   I guess this will be part of the evidence as well, that

25   is a complete totality of all ethics complaints brought
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 1   by the public citing administrative interference or

 2   other charter violations -- violations.

 3             Thank you, Mr. Perry.  That will be all.

 4             And -- and, Mr. Hansen, if I could have my

 5   documents back, please.

 6             So during this -- this part of the hearing,

 7   I'd like to introduce, start introducing my evidence if

 8   I could, please.  And I admit it's going to be a little

 9   bit difficult because I -- I wasn't totally -- I think

10   I -- I -- I may have different documents with -- with

11   numbers on the bottom of them than -- than you do,

12   which is kind of unfortunate.  If I have similar

13   documents, I'll try to -- to read them into the record

14   for you.

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you have the packet that

16   was submitted to us?

17             MR. HUNTER:  Yes, I do.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That's the one we need for

19   you to refer to whenever possible.

20             MR. HUNTER:  So I'd first like to read into

21   the record or at least address for the record the

22   transcript of the Riverside city council meeting

23   July 22nd, 2014.  Is it page 883, I hope.

24             MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.

25             MR. HANSEN:  Yeah.
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  Is that -- that correct?

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That is correct.  It

 3   actually begins on page 884.

 4             MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You've highlighted some

 6   portions of that.

 7             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.  I'd like to start off with

 8   page -- to page 885, please.  And I'd like to read a

 9   few -- and I'll -- and as I go through the sections, I

10   believe they're all highlighted for you anyway, I

11   believe, so as I go through them, I'm going to provide

12   the relevance of these different sections and why I've

13   highlighted for them.

14             All right.  So the first thing it says, the

15   intent of this meeting is to ensure transparency within

16   city government and afford all parties the rights and

17   fair treatment they deserve -- deserve resulting in

18   accountability for all parties.  I thought that -- for

19   all parties involved.  I thought that was relevant,

20   because how can you ensure transparency in city

21   governments if you're not revealing to the public, as

22   part of the minutes I just discussed with Councilman

23   Perry, that you're taking votes to conduct

24   investigations and appropriate -- and appropriate --

25   not just to conduct the investigation, but appropriate
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 1   city money towards those investigations violating -- in

 2   violating the Brown Act.  I just, I find that to be

 3   kind of ironic.

 4             The next statement says, upon receiving a

 5   hostile work environment complaint, evidence of a

 6   potential violation of the city charter for

 7   administrative interference, the mayor and mayor pro

 8   tem called the closed session to review the evidence

 9   and expose -- exposure to -- to litigation.  This

10   closed session led the city council unanimously with

11   counsel, and I believe that's counsel as in, not city

12   council, but actually advisement of a lawyer,

13   authorizing the mayor pro tem to hire an investigative

14   reporter as required by state and -- law and city

15   policy.

16             Now, once again we have an admission by the

17   mayor of our city that a vote took place.  And -- and

18   we can prove that it was on April 1st, with -- with

19   subject to evidence -- evidence, that was never

20   recorded in the minutes that Mr. Perry, Councilman

21   Perry approved, okay?  Now, councilman -- now Mayor

22   Bailey of course is correct that the city did have a

23   duty to review a complaint about hostile workforce

24   environment, but he is absolutely leading everyone on

25   into saying that it would then roll over into
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 1   investigating all complaints, which would be a

 2   complaint into administrative interference or Brown Act

 3   violations.

 4             That would have been done through a separate

 5   process.  The process would have been bifurcated if it

 6   had been anyone in the city besides a few of the

 7   bureaucrats.  Everyone else would have had to go

 8   through the Code of Ethics to launch their complaint.

 9   And we know that because we've seen a comprehensive

10   list from the city clerk showing the exact same

11   complaint being made in the past, and it was directed

12   to the Code of Ethics.

13             Okay.  So what Mayor Bailey is saying there

14   is giving -- is kind of -- is bedeviling to some extent

15   because he tends to misdirect and say we had to

16   investigate all claims.  That is not -- absolutely

17   positively untrue.  Only the hostile workforce

18   environment -- environment, which was quickly dismissed

19   by the investigator needing to be investigated.

20             Okay.  So if we go to page 886, we are here

21   today to review the findings of the investigation

22   reported by Mr. Gumport, listen to response by

23   Councilman Soubirous, encourage the public to comment,

24   allow the council to ask questions, discuss,

25   deliberate, and take -- take action if so desired,
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 1   okay?

 2             Now, no action was taken, that is correct,

 3   but certainly it was on the table to take action for

 4   which I keep coming back to, where was the authority

 5   for the city council to take such actions, to which I

 6   cannot find any.  Mr. Perry has not presented any.  It

 7   is not a burden incumbent upon me to present -- to

 8   provide proof of a negative.  It's impossible.  It

 9   would be incumbent upon the defendant to prove where

10   the authority came from.

11             Once again, when you deliberate as part of an

12   ethics body, you make the rules first, and then you

13   adjudicate the process.  And why do you do that?  You

14   do that because you make -- need to make sure that no

15   one's due process is violated by making up a new

16   procedure every time depending on who's the defendant

17   and who's the complainant.  That ensures fairness in

18   the process.  And fairness in the process is part of

19   the process, okay?

20             So Mr. Soubirous's rights to due process were

21   violated.  In fact, I think when we read the closed

22   session, the reports out of closed session as part of

23   the settlements with Councilman Soubirous, the -- it --

24   it -- the city attorney states that councilman -- that

25   Councilman Soubirous's due process rights
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 1   unfortunately, you know, may have been compromised,

 2   okay?  So that's very relevant.

 3             And you see the next line down they even say,

 4   nor will there be cross-examination, a

 5   cross-examination of witnesses.  Why is that important?

 6   Well, Councilman Soubirous, as Councilman Davis will

 7   point out later in this complaint or -- or in this --

 8   this hearing minutes, was not just accused of, you

 9   know, you can say administrative -- you know,

10   interference and administrative -- administrative

11   service or whatever you want to hear or even maybe

12   potentially violating the Brown Act; those are

13   misdemeanors under our charter and state law.  Those

14   will be prosecuted with -- with -- with enough evidence

15   by the district attorney.

16             So why would he not be afforded the right to

17   cross-examine witnesses that were brought before him at

18   his -- at his show trial, at his -- it's -- it's

19   absolutely absurd.

20             Okay.  I'd like to go to the next sentence

21   of -- or paragraph down where it says, first off to

22   where it is the intent and desire of this city council

23   to conduct its business in an orderly and a fair manner

24   in whereas there are certain basic rights of due

25   process and opportunity to address equity -- issues
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 1   with equity, fairness, and equal protection of the law.

 2   I think I just addressed that, is that there was no due

 3   process afforded Councilman Soubirous here.

 4             And why -- why is that?  Because the council

 5   created this process, as Mr. Perry cannot once again

 6   provide any documentation that there was any process

 7   that was created beforehand to run one of these show

 8   trials.  It was created out of thin air.  That, in

 9   itself, violated Councilman Soubirous's rights to due

10   process, because if you were allowed to do that, you

11   could create different rules for every single case

12   brought before you.

13             Okay.  Now, let's go to page 888, please.  It

14   says and highlighted, the mayor and city council shall

15   publicly share substantive information which they may

16   have received from sources outside the public

17   decision-making process that is relevant to a matter

18   under consideration by the city council.  Okay.  This

19   is I believe once again Mr. -- Mayor Bailey talking

20   about they're required to share information when you're

21   making a decision-making process, but for some reason,

22   Councilman Perry, as part of his defense, would have

23   you believe that the process by which they created this

24   kangaroo court and hired an investigator did not have

25   to be shared with the public.
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 1             And if you think about it -- I always say,

 2   sometimes the proof is in the pudding, okay?  The fact

 3   that there was an actual hearing with all the documents

 4   that was part of the investigation done in open session

 5   per se disqualifies it as ever having been allowed to

 6   have been discussed in closed session, right?

 7             So what -- what is Mr. Perry's defense?

 8   Mr. Perry's defense is, well, you know, there was

 9   potential litigation here.  Well, wait a second.  Was

10   there less potential litigation once all those

11   documents were presented to the public as part of a

12   show trial?  Well, of course there was more.  So how

13   were -- were the discussions ever held in closed

14   session as to the process to begin with?

15             Since when, under the Brown Act, can you

16   discuss a process as to how you bring forth an

17   investigation in a hearing of councilmembers.

18   Councilmembers under the Brown Act are not considered

19   employees.  They have no private interest -- privacy

20   interest under the Brown Act, okay?

21             And going forward here I'd like to get to, I

22   think this is really the real meat of the issue here,

23   let's get into Councilman Davis's statements, because I

24   think Councilman Davis does an excellent job of really

25   discussing all of the problems of what happened on
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 1   July -- in July 20th -- July 22nd, 2014, and all dates

 2   there beforehand.

 3             Councilman Davis, on page 891, I have to make

 4   a disclosure with violation of the law and ask for

 5   information for that violation of the law and then

 6   unfortunately charge every member of this council in a

 7   violation of the Brown Act.  This is an elected

 8   representative of the people.  And if we can't get

 9   access to those records, we need to subpoena Councilman

10   Davis and Councilman Soubirous, but particularly

11   Councilman Davis.

12             Under the State of California laws, under the

13   Brown Act, the Ralph M. Brown Act, further on page 892,

14   I cannot participate in this because it would be a

15   violation of law, sir.  Further on page 893, I call for

16   a vote of the council of whether or not I can speak

17   that we did, in fact, violate the Brown Act when we did

18   it and how we did it before we proceed.  This is

19   allowed under our emergency clause.

20             To which point, Mayor Bailey and we'll

21   discuss mayor -- Mayor Bailey's adjudication says,

22   we're going to recess the meeting if that's -- if

23   that's what you want to do.  That's on page 894.  This

24   is even after Councilman Melendrez says, I will second

25   that motion to recess the meeting, obviously getting
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 1   very uncomfortable as to what the -- how the

 2   proceedings were -- were going down.

 3             Councilman Melendrez says on page 895, I

 4   think there are a lot of important issues that we need

 5   to discuss before we proceed.  So what Councilman

 6   Melendrez is saying there is, we need to put together a

 7   process before we continue with this investigation and

 8   this hearing, okay?  It's precisely what he's saying.

 9             Let's skip over to page 897.  Mayor Bailey at

10   the very bottom of the -- the page.  He says, Mark

11   Meyerhoff, our special counsel, who will further

12   explain the duty to investigate and answer your

13   question as to why we are here today; Leonard Gumport,

14   who will present the summary of the findings;

15   Councilman Soubirous will then provide -- be provided

16   an opportunity to respond.  So that's giving you the

17   process.  Once again to which I say, where was the

18   authority or when was the process ever created if it

19   wasn't created in closed session, which we for some

20   reason are not being given access to.

21             Okay.  So Mr. Meyerhoff goes on to say,

22   claims of -- at the very bottom of the page on 898,

23   claims of hostile workforce environment under

24   California government code as part of the Fair

25   Employment Housing Act, section 12940 of the government
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 1   code, employers, including the city, are required to

 2   conduct fair, prompt, and thorough investigations in

 3   claims of hostile work environment, okay?  And that's

 4   true.

 5             The investigator also reviewed allegations

 6   that the city charter was violated specifically under

 7   section 407.  The council is here today to publicly --

 8   publicly deliberate on the issue and whether any action

 9   should be taken as a part of this investigation.  So

10   Mr. Meyerhoff knew precisely what was supposed to

11   happen that day, okay, go through the process and then

12   perhaps take an action.  Because no action was taken

13   does not mean that it could not have been taken.

14             The conclusion I reached on page 900, the

15   conclusion I reached basically as to all of the

16   allegations is that it would be undue speculation that

17   Councilman Soubirous had committed any of the

18   violations that were alleged against him.  Okay.  That

19   summarizes the entire -- and that's probably as much of

20   the investigation, itself, that I want to go into.

21             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You've been at this

23   approximately 40 minutes.  How much more time do you

24   think you need?

25             MR. HUNTER:  Probably 30 minutes.
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 1             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Does the hearing panel wish

 2   to grant Mr. Hunter an additional 30 minutes?

 3             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, please vote.

 5             MEMBER FORD:  I would like to know, do you

 6   plan on going through this transcript for the next

 7   30 minutes, or do you feel like there's pertinent

 8   information or pieces that you need to kind of connect?

 9             MR. HUNTER:  My -- my -- my strategy is to

10   just, I'm going to go through the relevant.  And it's

11   only what's highlighted.  I'm not going to go

12   through -- a giant portion of this transcript is not

13   highlighted, yeah.

14             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I requested -- my -- my

15   question was, how much time do you need to conclude

16   your evidence.

17             MR. HUNTER:  Thirty minutes.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Does that help, Champagne?

19   Okay.

20             MEMBER FORD:  And it's going to be 30 minutes

21   of this transcript?

22             MR. HUNTER:  No.

23             MEMBER FORD:  No?

24             MR. HUNTER:  No.

25             MEMBER FORD:  No.
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 1             MR. HUNTER:  It will be this transcript and

 2   then tying it back to the other evidence I've already

 3   presented.  And -- and -- and basically backing up

 4   Councilman Davis's statements with actual documents

 5   that prove what he's saying is indeed correct.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Please vote.

 7             MS. NICOL:  The voting machine was set up

 8   incorrectly, so I apologize, but I'm going to clear the

 9   vote and ask you to vote one more time.

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Has everybody voted?

11   Mr. Nelson.

12             MS. NICOL:  Member Nelson.  Motion carries

13   with (indiscernible).

14             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Motion carries.  You have

15   30 minutes.  It is now 10:23, that means 10:53 if I add

16   correctly.  So you may begin.

17             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.  Let's skip forward for the

18   sake of brevity here.  Let's go to much further on in

19   the meeting.  Because at that point in time I believe

20   the investigator actually goes into the allegations,

21   and -- and that is not as important to me.  I'm more

22   interested in the process.

23             So let's go to page 913 of the transcript,

24   please.  And I'll read, there were four kinds of

25   allegations alleged.  This is towards the bottom of the
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 1   page.  One allegation was that it appeared that there

 2   had been a Brown Act violation.  Now, the Brown Act

 3   requires that generally the council conduct its

 4   business publicly as a group and that they not have

 5   secret votes on various matters.  Boy, that's kind of

 6   telling; isn't it?

 7             This is the -- the city's investigator

 8   telling the council they cannot have secret votes on

 9   various matters, but yet I've already provided evidence

10   in the form of audio -- audio and also as part of

11   testimony that secret votes absolutely positively took

12   place on April 1st and April 22nd to conduct

13   investigations into councilmen that were never reported

14   out of the closed session.  So if you have any

15   questions as to whether that violates the law, I think

16   Mr. Gumport just answered that for you.

17             Now, and since there is definitely no public

18   record of any vote being taken through February 14th on

19   the -- on the issue of armed guards, there may have

20   been a Brown Act violation.  And all he's saying is

21   that -- I guess this goes to the merits of -- of -- of

22   -- of the investigation, is that you needed a -- there

23   has to be a public record of every vote taken, whether

24   it's open or closed.

25             Okay.  And his disposition on that was later
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 1   on the page, it says, there's been no secret vote that

 2   I could see and therefore no Brown Act violations.

 3   Now, of course the reverse of that would be, if there

 4   were secret votes, those would be Brown Act violations.

 5             All right.  Secondly, I've already discussed

 6   the 407 alleged violation.  That's -- that's to the

 7   merits of the claim once again.  It's just speculation.

 8   There was an allegation that there had been ethics

 9   violations as well on these grounds.  And therefore my

10   conclusion was that there's no likely ethics

11   violations.

12             So I ask you, why is an investigator being

13   hired by the council to review whether ethics

14   violations occurred when that is the sole job under our

15   -- our city council of the ethics adjudicating bodies.

16   If that isn't an admission that they bypassed the

17   process, itself, I don't know what would be.

18             So the claim was made that there was a

19   hostile work environment later on the page.  The

20   harassment or hostility has to be based on race,

21   religion, something like that.  Under the technical

22   requirements of the city's and the state's

23   anti-harassment laws, there was no hostile work

24   environment.

25             And if you went into -- this is the only time
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 1   maybe I'll delve into some of the -- the aspects of the

 2   claim, but if you go into any of that part of the

 3   investigation, you'll never see in any of the evidence

 4   that was presented before you, any claim against Davis

 5   or Soubirous that would be substantiated as a hostile

 6   workforce environment, because nobody ever says, hey,

 7   you discriminated against me because I'm a man or

 8   because I'm white or because I'm Catholic, okay?

 9             So the -- the investigator is telling you,

10   well, that was -- and that was the only requirement to

11   investigate, was just that one little section.  And if

12   I had been allowed to subpoena, and what I could

13   subpoena for you is an actual, another claim that I

14   made against the city, it's very relevant, back in

15   2012, I believe, where I made allegations of --

16   whistleblower allegations against the city, and the

17   city pigeonholed me into signing -- basically

18   completing a form for a hostile workforce environment,

19   to which I said, I don't have a hostile workforce

20   environment here, but I can't get a copy of that report

21   because I need to -- to be subpoenaed.  The city, you

22   know, the city will not give it to me, okay?

23             And you'd see that once they coerced me,

24   (indiscernible) into filling out this nonsensical form

25   in order to get them to complete any investigation,
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 1   they went and basically conducted a hostile workforce

 2   environment investigation asking people, well, does

 3   Jason discriminate against because he was white or he's

 4   male or because he's, you know -- you know, this, that,

 5   or the other, all these protected classes; and they

 6   never investigated any of my claims towards

 7   retaliation -- retaliation and harassment.  They only

 8   investigated the claims as to hostile workforce

 9   environment.

10             So why is it that when I made my complaints,

11   they dropped all investigation once it went beyond the

12   hostile workforce environment?  And you could see that

13   if we could subpoena that shall that report which is

14   being held secret from the city, but when Scott Barber,

15   the city manager, or Sergio Diaz or any of the

16   protected few make the same exact complaints, okay,

17   hostile workforce environment and then interference --

18   interference with either the charter or -- or the

19   policies, they get a completely different outcome and

20   investigation.  That's bologna.

21             Okay.  So let's continue with the

22   transcripts.  And let's get on to page 924.  And this,

23   I believe, is Councilman Davis -- oh, sorry, sorry,

24   this is Councilman Soubirous.  And he says, I do want

25   to say that I believe this is nothing but an attempt by
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 1   you, Mr. Bailey, to smear me, my reputation, my voice

 2   as a councilmember representing the people of my ward

 3   in greater Riverside.  You know that I'm up for

 4   reelection in June of 2015, and everything -- and

 5   you're doing everything in your power to discredit me

 6   and make me look bad to the public.

 7             You've spent thousands of tax -- taxpayer

 8   dollars to do this.  I did not request this hearing.

 9   Why would I request it when the vote has already been

10   taken from what I've been told?  This goes back to the

11   vote that was taken right before they stepped into

12   those chambers that was never reported in the minutes

13   that already decided that Councilman Soubirous was not

14   guilty or going to be sustained on any of the

15   violation.

16             And Councilman Soubirous rightly asks, what

17   source of authority are we following regarding the

18   terms and conditions set forth in my participation and

19   limitations imposed upon me in this hearing?  I cannot

20   ask clarifying questions.  I cannot bring witnesses.  I

21   can't present evidence.  I'm not entitled to due

22   process.  How is this a fair hearing or trial?  There's

23   no lawful base -- basis for this hearing, no authority,

24   authority under the city's charter, rules of procedure,

25   order of business, not even under the Code of Ethics,
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 1   which we've failed to follow that procedure.

 2             Okay.  This is a city councilman, elected

 3   representative of the people, making the same

 4   allegations I'm making before you today, okay, whom the

 5   city settled with monetarily and issued him a public

 6   apology.  This investigation and subsequent -- this is

 7   on the next page, 926 -- is in direct conflict with

 8   city charter chapter 202, which is the Code of Ethics

 9   and Conduct.  Our city's Code of Ethics and Conduct

10   statement, it's the mechanism for all council conduct.

11             So what's the source of authority to conduct

12   this hearing?  What source of authority did you follow

13   to conduct secret meetings to plot, plan, and execute

14   this investigation?  Well, he's talking about what

15   happened in closed session.  Well, why didn't the city

16   charge him with discussing things that you can?  The

17   city could have said, like, Mr. Soubirous, why are you

18   talking about things that happened in closed session,

19   we're going to take you to court and sue you; but they

20   didn't, did they?  In fact, they settled with him

21   instead, okay?

22             If you discuss confidential information

23   outside of closed session, which is what Mr. Perry

24   is -- is -- is claiming the privilege on here, then you

25   can be sued in a court of law, but that action never
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 1   took place.  What is the authority -- and this is --

 2   Councilman Soubirous is ex law enforcement.  Who would

 3   know due protection processes better than an ex

 4   California Highway Patrolman who was at, who did -- who

 5   served I think a 30-year career.

 6             What is the source of authority to prevent me

 7   from cross-examining, questioning evidence, bringing

 8   witness, and a censure violating my due process right?

 9   What charter or chapter or source of authority.  This

10   is -- this is kind of repetitive.  I cannot find it

11   under charter where any of the councilmembers can sit

12   in judgment of me.

13             Now, this goes to, and let me -- we'll

14   discuss this, here we go, you denied me of my basic

15   rights granted to me like any other citizen in this

16   country and noncitizens, it's guaranteed me -- to me by

17   the Constitution of the United States.  I swore down

18   here to uphold the Constitution of the United States in

19   the State of California, and I've done it.

20             My crime so far is I've been doing my job.

21   This is nothing more than a political witch hunt

22   orchestrated my our mayor in collusion with willing

23   staff, all while spending taxpayer money to achieve

24   their own agenda.  I am truly disappointed in you, sir,

25   in that you would sanction such -- such a process.  So
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 1   he's saying once again you've created an illegitimate

 2   process out of thin air.

 3             And we'll discuss the next page when the

 4   mayor is in here.  I guess we can skip that for now.

 5   Let's go to page 929.  It goes to motive.  You have

 6   used taxpayer dollars to fund your desire to remove me

 7   from the seat, you have been the driving force to push

 8   this investigation from the start, use city staff, use

 9   city -- city resources, public funds to accomplish your

10   goal.

11             That's given a very clear word in the

12   California Code of Civil Procedure, that's

13   misappropriation of public funds, all right?  Once

14   again, I don't know how that wouldn't violate our Code

15   of Ethics if Mr. Soubirous's allegations are correct.

16             Sir, you are killing my ability to rightfully

17   hold any staff accountable, which is my obligation as a

18   policymaker and as a city councilmember.  You have

19   failed the people of the city and you have failed to

20   follow the charter -- city charter or ethics and

21   conduct code and our order of rules and business.

22             Now, he's directing -- directing that to the

23   mayor, but I think rightfully so he could be addressing

24   it to everyone on that council at that point in time

25   who allowed this matter to go forward and -- and -- and
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 1   did not speak up against it.

 2             I don't need to go too much more into motive,

 3   so let's go to -- let's go to page 932.  You

 4   orchestrated a wonderful plan, secret meetings, closed

 5   session all in violation of the State's Brown Act.  Now

 6   we've heard Councilman Davis state that already, now

 7   we've got councilman on the record -- Soubirous on the

 8   record stating that as well.  But that's two-sevenths

 9   of the council with Councilman Melendrez also on the

10   record by this point in time with being incredibly

11   uncomfortable with how the process has proceeded to

12   that point -- point in time.

13             This is something that happened that you

14   didn't plan for, that silly little councilman would be

15   investigated behind -- behind closed doors all out of

16   public view.  He made a public statement that he was

17   being investigated.  Suddenly the secret meetings

18   slowed down, the reports began to -- to see the light

19   of day and the people investigating the investigation

20   became known.

21             So what Mr. Soubirous is saying there is that

22   if he hadn't leaked this information to the Press

23   Enterprise and caused a general, you know, buzz in the

24   community that the council would have continued to try

25   to try this like they did previously with Councilman
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 1   Davis in 2012 with the fire truck incident in secret

 2   until they had reached their deliberation and

 3   sanctioned him all being done in secret.

 4             And what Councilman Soubirous is saying is by

 5   releasing the information to the press, he forced the

 6   city to admit we weren't complying with the Brown Act

 7   and now we've got to have an open public meeting, and

 8   that's why it occurred.  In my opinion that's the only

 9   reason it occurred.  It occurred because they were

10   outed as having been doing something totally illegal,

11   and now the press was on it.

12             Page 933, this is about the process.  This is

13   Councilman Soubirous saying, am I ever going to get a

14   copy of this report?  Nope.  Am I ever going to find

15   out who filed this claim against me, these four people?

16   Nope.  Does that sound like due process?  Okay.

17             Next page.  So if I had to keep this -- this

18   behind closed doors because it was private that I would

19   never ever, ever know how -- ever get to know who and

20   have a copy of the report, how did it become public?

21   This is where I say the proof is in the pudding.  Once

22   it became public, it never -- it proves it never should

23   have been discussed behind closed doors, okay?

24             And if it could be made public, then why did

25   we do this behind closed doors?  You can't have it both
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 1   ways.  It doesn't work.  Councilman Soubirous

 2   understands that logic, okay?

 3             Now back into page 936, don't use the city's

 4   money and resources to do it, that's a crime.  And

 5   don't violate the Brown Act by having closed door

 6   sessions on something that we should -- should have

 7   been doing out in front of the open in front of the

 8   public.  Our city charter says so.  It says at all

 9   cases and all times err on the side of openness and

10   transparency.

11             Do you recall that after the third closed

12   session of deliberating about my guilt or innocence --

13   third closed session of deliberations.

14             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You have eight minutes

15   remaining in your 30.

16             MR. HUNTER:  I said, well -- oh, what was it,

17   I can't tell you.  You have to wait until we announce

18   it at our meeting.  I was never told there was going to

19   be a hearing or trial (indiscernible).

20             Mayor Bailey, page 938, that was the will of

21   the council to conduct closed sessions to vote in the

22   closed session to bring this to a public hearing and it

23   was the unanimous vote to bring this to a public

24   hearing for transparency purposes.  Bologna, okay?

25   That's just an excuse.  There was -- it was brought to
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 1   a public hearing because they were forced by the Press

 2   Enterprise to release the reports of the investigation.

 3             Mr. Davis goes on, I think.  And a lot of

 4   that and hopefully you read the -- the highlighted

 5   parts.  I don't have a lot of time.  A lot of this is

 6   repetitive, so I don't want to beat a horse to death,

 7   okay?  He goes on to state the exact same things

 8   Councilman Soubirous just said again and again and

 9   again.  He talks about that we only follow the rules

10   when it's convenient to do so.

11             So let's get back -- you know, I don't even

12   know if I have to go in -- I think I've -- I've --

13   I've -- I've gone into the -- the great gist of the --

14   the transcript.  And I think I've explained what the

15   motive is.  I think we'll go to -- well, what -- what

16   were the end results?  And the end results were in the

17   minutes of the council discussing the outcome of --

18   now, as part of the evidence, after evidence do I get a

19   closing statement just for point of order?

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You still have six minutes

21   remaining on that portion of your --

22             MR. HUNTER:  And do I get a closing statement?

23   I can't remember.  I do actually.

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, you get a closing

25   statement, and you have six minutes of your
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 1   remaining -- of your 15.

 2             MR. HUNTER:  So I'd like to go into the -- the

 3   actual what was said by the -- by the city.

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You right now have five and

 5   a half minutes to conclude your evidence.

 6             MR. HUNTER:  I'm looking for the -- the actual

 7   minutes, the city council meetings.  I'm sorry, I've

 8   got a lot of papers up here.  Oh, here we go.  On

 9   February 3rd, 2016, on Councilman Soubirous.  The

10   council minutes, and I don't have time to really --

11   to -- to get the number.  I don't have a number.  This

12   is in once again the package I got from Councilman --

13   Councilman -- from Councilman Perry, himself, okay,

14   it's his defense.

15             He includes those minutes and it says, city

16   attorney Geuss reported that in closed session the city

17   council approved by a vote of six in favor and none

18   opposed with the Councilmember Bernard absent, the

19   request of Councilman Soubirous for reimbursement of

20   attorney fees related to an investigation of him, and

21   further the city council makes the following statement:

22   We regret the actions taken with regard to the

23   investigation of Councilman Mike Soubirous.

24             That includes the process of discussing the

25   matter in closed session yet hearing the matter
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 1   publicly, denying the councilmember a right to rebut

 2   the witnesses.  We regret any damages to Councilman

 3   Soubirous's reputation and sincerely hope this -- this

 4   can move the council forward in the spirit of

 5   cooperation, okay?

 6             And that's to Councilman Soubirous.

 7   Councilman Davis has a very similar thing that was read

 8   at the council meeting where he was, I believe $40,000

 9   he was awarded where it says, the City of Riverside and

10   the city council will publicly acknowledge that no

11   charges were ever filed or brought against Councilman

12   Davis with regard to the offense of 2014.  The city

13   council regrets these events took place and hopes to

14   put them behind us and move forward in the spirit of

15   cooperation.

16             If that's not an admission that something

17   seriously, seriously failed here, I don't know what

18   would be.  And so if I had additional time, we'd go

19   into -- and I guess you can ask your legal counsel

20   about this, but you'll find that no disclosure under

21   the Brown Act of any reportable action is a violation

22   of the Brown Act, okay?

23             We could go into the city's harassment

24   policies, which are all -- all have been included in

25   here for you to read where you'll see that the only
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 1   thing that they were required to investigate outside of

 2   the ethics process, itself, was the hostile workforce

 3   environment claim.  And you would see that even Gumport

 4   admits that that was dismissed immediately out of hand.

 5             So --

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Three minutes left.

 7             MR. HUNTER:  Sure.  Discussed.  Discussed.  I

 8   think I've introduced all the evidence I need.  I think

 9   I can make my statements in probably the wrap-up

10   portion of it.  I'm not going to go into the Brown Act

11   stuff on here.  It's been provided for you.  I think

12   you can ask the city attorney for additional advice on

13   that as to whether those were Brown Act violations.

14   You've seen all the minutes.  You've seen all the

15   relevant minutes.  You've seen it, yeah.

16             And with that I think I -- I rest my case as

17   to the evidence.  Thank you.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you very much.

19             MR. HUNTER:  Yeah, I did it under 30 minutes.

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yeah, you've got two minutes

21   left.  Do you want them?

22             MR. HUNTER:  No.

23             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.  Councilman

24   Perry, you may now make your opening statement and

25   present any evidence that -- that you have.  I granted
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 1   70 minutes to the complainant, so you have 70 minutes.

 2             MEMBER PERRY:  I won't be here 70 minutes,

 3   trust me.  This is only going to take a few minutes.

 4   Lots of things have been said.  I don't have any

 5   physical evidence to bring in here.  I will just say

 6   that yes, there were closed session discussions.  And

 7   every one of those was properly noticed; every single

 8   one of them had an attorney that was present, the same

 9   attorney who was a member in good standing and no

10   issues; and we were given advice and direction.

11             I was asked about a couple closed sessions

12   that I read into the record.  Yes, there's --

13   there's -- there's closed sessions that take place

14   every week.  There was no real discussion on what was

15   covered during those closed session items, the -- the

16   two in particular that were mentioned.

17             There was -- there's been lots of talk on who

18   said what and who did what.  There was opinions by

19   councilmembers.  I think you need to keep in mind,

20   those are opinions.  There are no legal opinions behind

21   any of those.  Those are opinions.  Everybody has their

22   right to an opinion.  And those were, you know, a

23   couple councilmembers had -- had their own, and they

24   should be regarded as such.

25             I don't think there was a Brown Act
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 1   violation.  There were talks of settlements.  Yes,

 2   we -- we did have settlements.  We wanted -- this thing

 3   needed to get over with.  We needed to go on in

 4   governing the city and taking the -- the old feelings

 5   that were present and moving forward with city

 6   government for the good of this community.

 7             And nowhere in the settlements will you see

 8   anything -- anything worded in there about ethics or

 9   closed session violations.  It's my contention that

10   didn't happen.  And there is a lots of -- a lot has

11   been said here and a lot of this second -- secondhand

12   information and almost all of it is hearsay evidence.

13   None of it is direct.

14             Unfortunately Mr. Hunter was never inside

15   this room.  He never acknowledged having conversations

16   with anybody in that room to where they -- they got

17   information directly on -- on what was or wasn't

18   discussed.  The hearing was exactly what it was for, it

19   was to bring finality to the charges that were brought.

20   We also had -- there was some labor issue, labor law

21   issues that were brought in there which also

22   incorporates the need for closed session items.  So we

23   did have that in there.

24             And closed session items is not something new

25   to the City of Riverside.  It is not something the City

0086

 1   of Riverside has invented for the sake of having

 2   discussions, but it's to get frank advice from your

 3   attorneys.  And that is also regarded by the -- the

 4   U.S. Supreme Court has upheld the need for closed

 5   session items.  So with that, I -- I think I'm going to

 6   leave it as where it's at right now and we can move on

 7   with the hearing.  So I thank you for your time.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Just a minute.

 9   (Indiscernible).

10             MS. NICOL:  (Indiscernible).

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We're going to -- I was

12   going to do this in -- in a few minutes, but we're

13   going to take a comfort break of five minutes.

14        (Off the record - 10:47:18 a.m.)

15        (On the record - 10:53:14 a.m.)

16             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We'll call this meeting back

17   to order.

18             At this time, Mr. Hunter, you have six

19   minutes to -- for your closing statements.

20             MR. HUNTER:  Hi there.  Jason Hunter once

21   again.  Closing statements.  I'd like to thank you for

22   hearing this today.  I feel like I've brought actual

23   evidence to provide the preponderance of evidence.  I

24   need to provide, not beyond a reasonable doubt, once

25   again a preponderance of the evidence.  I've had
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 1   evidence versus my counterparty.  Councilman Perry

 2   brought nothing, nothing to -- to refute the fact that

 3   we know, via the record and via what I introduced in

 4   cross and introduced as part of minutes that were on

 5   audio tape you can review if you'd like, that

 6   Councilman Perry participated on votes on April 1st and

 7   April 22nd that were never recorded into the minutes he

 8   voted upon and accepted them.

 9             We also know or suspect under what Councilman

10   Davis said and Councilman Soubirous have said at the

11   hearing that there was another vote, okay?  He says, I

12   must profess and we have already deliberated this,

13   folks, behind closed doors to conclusion.  Each one of

14   us took a vote of exactly how we felt after we

15   deliberated on charter section 407.  We are in

16   violation of the Brown Act.  We have no authority to do

17   what we did, but we did occur.

18             And this happened right just previous to the

19   hearing.  So another Brown Act violation occurred on

20   July 22nd, 2014, if we're to believe Councilman Davis,

21   who's on the record at a city council meeting saying

22   this.  He's saying he broke the law and so did all my

23   colleagues with the exception of Councilman Soubirous,

24   and I will submit -- I will submit myself to the

25   process because we did do it.
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 1             God, how much more damning of evidence do you

 2   need as to Brown Act violations that votes occurred,

 3   Mr. Perry approved those -- those -- those minutes, and

 4   in -- in doing so violated sections of the Brown Act?

 5   And the Brown Act says, and I'll read it for you

 6   because I've got some time here, section 49957.1 of the

 7   Brown Act, okay, which is also in your record, it says,

 8   it's page 59, it says, the legislative body of any

 9   local agency shall publicly report on any action taken

10   in closed session and the voter abstention on that

11   action of every member present.

12             Okay.  We know it was never reported for

13   those three dates.  And then secondly it says, after

14   the closed session, the legislative body shall

15   reconvene in open session prior to the adjournment and

16   shall make any disclosures required under the previous

17   section I just read.  So that means it has to be

18   immediate.  They can't wait four years to report out of

19   closed session, they have to do it at that, and we've

20   seen those minutes, okay?

21             And if you don't believe the cross I had,

22   Mr. Perry didn't dispute that any of those records were

23   real, then you just listen to the audio, all right?

24   You can see that those votes were never taken.  So I

25   once again, as far as the Brown Act violations goes, so
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 1   that's the first part, that -- that the votes were

 2   never recorded and he voted on -- on them, which is a

 3   violation of the law.

 4             The second thing is, once again the proof is

 5   in the pudding.  If this whole thing was confidential

 6   and was subject to exception under the Brown Act

 7   because of potential litigation, why was the entire

 8   file then released to the public, no names redacted --

 9   redacted of which you've seen a copy on the Soubirous

10   report, okay, and a public show trial had?  What, was

11   there less potential for litigation after releasing all

12   the documents and had that show trial?

13             I would submit that the only threat of

14   litigation came about because the city violated

15   Mr. Soubirous and was planning on violating Mr. Davis's

16   rights, and they were trying to keep this as secret as

17   possible like they had done to Paul Davis previously in

18   2012.  And they got away with it once, so they got a

19   little bolder and tried it again.  This time it didn't

20   work.

21             The proof is in the pudding on that Brown Act

22   violation.  They could not have released that

23   investigation if there was threat of -- of liability

24   and they thought that was going to be in their corner

25   when this went to trial, okay?  It's -- it's

0090

 1   nonsensical.  You've heard Councilman Soubirous on the

 2   record, what I read to you today, talking about the

 3   same conundrum the -- the city finds itself in.

 4             And it's the same conundrum that's with a --

 5   that was -- I read to you the -- the actual settlement

 6   agreements that the city more or less admitted to.

 7   That's actual evidence.  That's evidence.

 8   Preponderance.  Once again, I don't need beyond a

 9   reasonable doubt.

10             Mr. Perry has offered no evidence, zero.  And

11   we still have the right to subpoena Councilman Davis

12   and Councilman Soubirous and some of the other

13   documents I've requested as well including the -- the

14   claim of retaliation harassment I lodged back in 2012.

15   And we can still go after all the closed session audio

16   that still exists that hasn't been thrown away by the

17   city clerk under the two-year policy.  We can get all

18   of that, okay, and -- and -- and come -- we can come to

19   beyond -- beyond a reasonable doubt, but I've got

20   preponderance of evidence.

21             Okay.  And so as to the process, once again I

22   showed you the ethics process.  I've included in the

23   package the harassment pack -- package.  I've -- I've

24   admitted, and so has the investigator, not -- hired by

25   the city.  That's not an opinion.  I guess it's the
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 1   investigator's opinion who was hired by the city,

 2   right?  He wouldn't be biased anyway.

 3             He's saying, listen, there was no hostile

 4   workforce environment claim here.  We dismissed that

 5   immediately, okay?  Greg Priamos would have known, our

 6   former city attorney, that there was no hostile

 7   workforce environment claim.  They threw that in there

 8   because they wanted to compel the -- the rest of this

 9   investigation, that they just kind of summarily threw

10   in there the 407 claims, the Brown Act claims, the

11   retaliation, you know, intimidation, harassment claims.

12             That should have all been brought through

13   our -- through our ethics process because those

14   bureaucrats are members of the public like the rest of

15   us.  So what do I want?  I want to sustain on all my

16   accounts under the applicable -- applicable ethics

17   section, and I'd like a referral to the Bar Association

18   on Greg Priamos to report that he continually violated

19   the Brown Act by not reporting out of closed session.

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  At this time,

21   Councilman Perry, you have (indiscernible).

22             MEMBER PERRY:  All right.  I won't be long.

23   Once again, you know, there's -- there's talk about me

24   not bringing evidence in here.  The -- the confusion is

25   that I don't have the burden of proof.  You know, I --
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 1   I've done nothing wrong in this case.  I have

 2   testified.  A lot of the testimony that's been brought

 3   up here today is hearsay probably at best and based on

 4   conclusions on portions of reports.

 5             And again, yes, councilmembers have opinions

 6   and they express them in open -- in open meetings, but

 7   again those are open -- those are opinions.  There's --

 8   there's no legal opinions behind them.  We don't have a

 9   court, we don't have an attorney telling us what was

10   right -- what was right and what was wrong.

11             Once again, we were -- we had the direction

12   of the -- of the -- of our city attorney.  All of the

13   closed session meetings were properly noticed as

14   anticipated litigation.  We followed the necessary

15   guidelines that was needed for that.  Now, there is

16   lots of meetings that take place.  Again, a couple of

17   meetings have been mentioned, but there was really no

18   substance of what those meetings are.

19             There's a lot of conjecture that -- that

20   you're being asked to make decisions on.  You know, in

21   essence you're taking 1,000 pages probably and he wants

22   you to throw it against the wall in hopes that one of

23   those pages is going to stick.  This -- you know,

24   fortunately this thing has, we've moved beyond it.

25   This is kind of resurfacing, I guess, to a -- to a
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 1   certain extent; but this council has moved forward and

 2   this council is working well together and -- and things

 3   are taking place.

 4             So I think I will leave it at that.  I thank

 5   each and every one of you for your time and your

 6   patience, and I have nothing further for you.  Thank

 7   you.

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.

 9             Now we've reached the time for

10   (indiscernible).  It would help if I turn my mic on,

11   huh?  Upon the conclusion of closing statements, the

12   chair shall facilitate deliberations, is that at this

13   point that the hearing panel shall discuss anywhere by

14   the parties for the issuance of subpoenas or waiver of

15   privileges.  If by a four to five vote the hearing

16   panel is in favor of requesting the city council to

17   issue subpoenas or waive privileges, the city clerk

18   shall agendize the request for a city council meeting

19   that meets all state and local noticing requirements.

20             The chair shall then continue the hearing to

21   a date certain in consultation with the city clerk.  If

22   no date certain can be agreed to, then the chair shall

23   adjourn the meeting, and the city clerk will renotice

24   the meeting for some future date in compliance with all

25   state and local noticing agreements.  The complainant
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 1   has asked to subpoena the closed session minutes of the

 2   city council, and he has subpoenaed -- he -- he

 3   requests a subpoena of interviews with relevant

 4   parties.  Open for discussion on this item.

 5             Keith.

 6             MEMBER NELSON:  In my opinion the only way we

 7   can decide if there was a Brown Act violation is if any

 8   type of vote occurred in the closed session, so at

 9   minimum we need some type of report of whether it's the

10   minutes or -- or a summarization of whether or not

11   votes occurred that were not reported back in open

12   session.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Hearing no other

14   comments.  Is a motion -- a motion is --

15             MR. HANSEN:  Chair.

16             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- appropriate at this point

17   in time.

18             MR. HANSEN:  Chair, if I may?

19             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Sure.

20             MR. HANSEN:  A request was agendized for the

21   city council and the city council did consider a

22   request to waive its closed session privilege and the

23   city council voted not to waive that privilege, that

24   would include closed session materials.

25             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Therefore to request it a
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 1   second time would be redundant?

 2             MR. HANSEN:  Do you really think the city

 3   council will change its mind on that issue?

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I'm just asking the

 5   question.

 6             All right.  Any further comments, thoughts?

 7   A motion is in order to -- upon the request by the

 8   complainant to subpoena certain documents, specifically

 9   the closed session minutes of the city council.  I

10   believe this is something we simply can't not do.  Is

11   that right?  We need to -- we must take an action upon

12   the request.

13             MR. HANSEN:  If -- if no motion is made, then

14   it fails.

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No action.  It fails -- it

16   fails due to lack of a motion, correct?

17             MR. HANSEN:  Correct.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Seeing no motion, this

19   request fails.  We do not have a four to five vote to

20   issue subpoenas.  We will then conduct our

21   deliberations on the merits of the complaint based upon

22   the evidence presented at the hearing.

23             MR. HUNTER:  (Indiscernible).

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I -- I mentioned both of

25   them.  You -- you asked for subpoena on relevant
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 1   parties' testimonies; is that correct?

 2             MR. HUNTER:  I this I so.

 3             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I -- I -- that -- I was

 4   clear on that, I believe.

 5             Okay.  Hit your buttons if you wish to speak.

 6   Deborah.

 7             MEMBER MACIAS:  All green, it's green now,

 8   okay.  So I -- I -- I want to make sure I am completely

 9   clear.  Your complaint is that they held a closed

10   session against the Brown Act, that they should not

11   have held it to begin with and -- and subsequent

12   investigations; that's what this --

13             MR. HUNTER:  Yes.

14             MEMBER MACIAS:  -- whole thing is about,

15   correct?

16             MR. HUNTER:  Well, they can hold closed

17   sessions.  The council can hold closed sessions, but

18   they -- they can't for the purposes of developing a --

19   or of calling for an investigation and then developing

20   a process by which to try one of its own members.

21             And then secondly, that's -- that's complaint

22   issue one.  Issue two is, is that they took these

23   votes, as was admitted to by even the mayor, Councilman

24   Steve Adams at the time.  The majority of the council

25   admitted that these votes took place.  It was all in
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 1   the record, in the transcript, and also in the Press

 2   Enterprise articles.  And that these votes were never

 3   recorded as part of the minutes.  That's complaint

 4   number two.

 5             And complaint number three is that they

 6   invented a process which lacked any due process or any

 7   authority whatsoever to conduct it.  Whether that was

 8   done in closed session or -- or open session, it

 9   doesn't matter.  You -- we had a process already called

10   the Code of Ethics complaint that was completely just

11   thrown away because of the nature of who the

12   complainants were.

13             You know, and the -- and the thing with

14   the -- the -- the difference with you could call Paul

15   Davis or -- or Mike Soubirous, and if they believe that

16   what they did was violated -- in violation of the Brown

17   Act; the difference between taking their actual

18   testimony as a witness and getting a copy of the

19   minutes is that they can talk openly about all of that.

20   They don't need the council's permission, which is what

21   you'd need to get the audio evidence.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The question was fairly

23   direct.

24             MR. HUNTER:  I'm sorry.

25             MEMBER MACIAS:  Yeah.  And I -- everything
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 1   you're --

 2             MR. HUNTER:  I rambled a little bit there.

 3             MEMBER MACIAS:  Yeah.

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, you did.

 5             MEMBER MACIAS:  And -- and in consideration of

 6   everything you said, I don't see any of that on the

 7   complaint.  I mean, I'm just seeing that there were,

 8   regarding both investigations and the closed session.

 9   That's what the basis of this complaint is.

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Correct.

11             MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.  And if I'm looking

12   correctly at the transcripts or the -- yeah, the

13   transcript from the -- the council meeting on page 953

14   where Councilman Davis specifically said he believes

15   that he had broke the law, I think -- I think if I'm

16   reading that portion that's highlighted correctly, I

17   don't think he believed that at the time.  I believe it

18   looks like he'd come to realize that later, which leads

19   me to believe anyone else who participated probably

20   didn't believe they were in violation at all either.

21             So I -- and that's the way I'm reading that

22   -- that highlighted section.  So and I just wanted to

23   clarify that was the whole basis, was the fact that

24   they had this closed session meeting.  And however

25   I'm -- I'm hearing and from what I'm seeing, it was

0099

 1   agendized as the exposure to litigation.

 2             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  My --

 3             MEMBER MACIAS:  Which is correct for -- for

 4   closed session, correct?

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  It is yeah, that's correct.

 6             MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.

 7             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Excuse me for interrupting.

 8             MEMBER MACIAS:  No, that's okay.  I just

 9   wanted to make sure I was reading that right, because I

10   didn't think we were -- we were -- we have a lot of

11   paper here and we heard a lot of -- of your side today

12   and it just -- it -- I think the complaint is pretty

13   simple.

14             MR. HUNTER:  Uh-huh.

15             MEMBER MACIAS:  It's very simple.

16             MR. HUNTER:  But you can't focus on the --

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Just a second.  Point of

18   order, I believe that the deliberations are between the

19   panel and --

20             MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.

21             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- not intended to be --

22             MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.

23             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- an ongoing --

24             MEMBER MACIAS:  Well, I just wanted to make

25   sure --
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 1             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- interchange.

 2             MEMBER MACIAS:  -- that I -- I was reading the

 3   complaint correctly.  Then I'm --

 4             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.

 5             MEMBER MACIAS:  Then I'm good, Mr. Chair.

 6   Thank you.

 7             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Any other comments?

 8             I've got a couple to make relative to all of

 9   this.  First of all, in the issue of hostile work

10   environment, it is clear that hostile work complaints

11   are to be heard by the supervisor.  In the case of this

12   hostile work environment, the supervisors were the city

13   council.  The -- the complaints of the hostile work

14   environment were brought of two individuals that are

15   employees of the city council and the city council is

16   their direct supervisor, therefore any discussions

17   relative to that in closed session or otherwise were

18   the -- were the purview and the responsibility of the

19   city council.  That's my opinion.

20             Secondly, on another point relative to the

21   Brown Act and -- and specifically speaking to

22   Councilman Davis's statement, my understanding of

23   the reading, that it is in reporting Brown Act

24   violations, it is the responsibility of the individual

25   making that complaint that it be made to the Attorney
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 1   General, because the Attorney General is the sole body

 2   that can determine whether or not there is a civil

 3   violation and whether -- on -- on the Brown Act.

 4             And so also relative to the Brown Act, my

 5   understanding of the Brown -- of actions in closed

 6   session, I would be interested from our city attorney,

 7   is there -- is there a clear definition of votes versus

 8   discussions and which -- what has to be specifically

 9   agendized into open session?

10             MR. HANSEN:  Thank you, chair.  Going back to

11   your earlier comment, any member of the public may

12   bring a writ of mandate before the Superior court when

13   one feels there's been a Brown Act violation, and it

14   will be addressed by the courts through that process.

15   To your last question, government code section 54957.1

16   sets forth when actions taken in closed session must be

17   reported out in open session.

18             Under anticipated litigation, ongoing

19   discussions and meetings, under that -- under that

20   agenda item do not need to be reported out even if

21   votes are taken along the way until a final resolution

22   is taken, either by settlement, by appeal, or whatever

23   other process.  Then if a vote is taken in closed

24   session to settle a case, the settlement is then

25   reported out at the very next meeting after all the
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 1   details of the settlement have been concluded, meaning

 2   all the signatures on the settlement document.

 3             In this case it's for you to consider whether

 4   or not the discussions held by the city council in

 5   closed session under the agenda item of anticipated

 6   litigation met that criteria and therefore did not

 7   require reporting out until a final resolution was

 8   reached.

 9             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  And relative to

10   Councilman Davis speaking at the city council, after

11   reading the transcript and prior to any testimony

12   today, it -- it was my belief that that was Councilman

13   Davis speaking as an individual and that if he felt

14   that there was a Brown Act violation, it was his

15   responsibility to report that Brown Act violation to

16   the appropriate authorities.  Therefore, I -- I -- I

17   perceived his -- his testimony at that city council to

18   be just that, the testimony -- or the -- the statement

19   of an individual at that time.

20             I have -- Deborah, are you asking to speak

21   again?

22             MEMBER MACIAS:  No.

23             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Keith, I've got you

24   up.

25             MEMBER NELSON:  I think I'm reading the
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 1   complaint maybe a little different.  It says the

 2   decision to have an independent investigation, but I

 3   don't show -- it is my understanding that the -- the

 4   decision to spend that money would have to be reported

 5   back in open session.  And that's how I'm reading the

 6   complaint, that there was a decision to spend money on

 7   an investigation that was not approved in open session

 8   and there was no -- and then he also alleges there was

 9   no procedure to allow that to occur.

10             So I -- it was -- that's just how I'm reading

11   the complaint, that -- that there was a decision made

12   to spend money on an investigation that was not brought

13   back, instead a vote was taken.

14             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible).

15             MR. HANSEN:  What is expected of this hearing

16   panel is to reach a final resolution on the complaint

17   before you.  Now, that is done by a motion, a second,

18   and a vote of the hearing body.

19             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible).

20             MR. HANSEN:  The content of the motion I

21   cannot tell you.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.  Do we have

23   options?

24             MR. HANSEN:  The options would be that you

25   would sustain the findings as presented in the
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 1   complaint, that you would partially sustain the

 2   findings and overrule the other allegations in the

 3   complaint, or that you would find that there were no

 4   merits to the allegations in the complaint.

 5             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do I have a motion?  How

 6   much time do you need as a panel to deliberate, to

 7   contemplate?

 8             Keith.

 9             MEMBER NELSON:  I guess I have another

10   procedural question.  The written complaint makes one

11   allegation against resolution 22318(2)(D) and it's --

12   so our deliberations are only specific to the written

13   complaint, not anything else we assume or read into the

14   complaint?

15             MR. HANSEN:  That's correct.

16             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you -- as -- as a hearing

17   panel, do you need to refer to the second page of the

18   complaint as well?  You -- you're -- you're -- you

19   referred to the first page of -- of the official

20   complaint filed December 27th, 2016.  The second page

21   has more definition as to the complaint.  Okay.  So --

22             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).

23             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.

24             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible) finding

25   (indiscernible).
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 1             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, I'll make a motion

 2   since I am a member of the panel.  I move that there is

 3   no merit to this case.  Is there a second?  Hearing

 4   none that motion fails.  Is there a motion?

 5             MEMBER FORD:  I think I just need more time.

 6   I want to find that specific resolution number just so

 7   that I can see the basis of his complaint.  So --

 8             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  We will deliberate

 9   until 11:30, deliberate meaning individually

10   investigate your data.

11             Is the panel ready to continue, or do you

12   want the full time?  Ready?  Excuse me.  Let me clarify

13   again what we are dealing with.  This is a complaint

14   against Councilman Perry only, not against the city

15   council as a whole.  We are hearing this complaint

16   against Councilman Perry relative to a violation of the

17   Code of Ethics.

18             We have three options.  We can vote that

19   there was no violation.  We can vote that there was a

20   partial violation of which we must state what part and

21   have the facts to back it up.  We can violate -- we can

22   vote that there was a complete violation, state the

23   violation and the facts that go with it keeping in mind

24   that our findings will be sent to the city council on

25   appeal.  Are we clear?
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 1             Let me further clarify my personal thoughts

 2   on -- on -- on this and further clarify my previous

 3   statement.  Having spent a considerable amount of time

 4   in closed sessions in my career, there are many, many

 5   circumstances, such -- such as pointed out by our city

 6   attorney, where discussions will take place, decisions

 7   to move forward or not move forward will be had; but

 8   they are not the concluding statement or the concluding

 9   action.

10             And I do not believe that in the case of the

11   city bylaws that anywhere in the process that it

12   declares that deliberations relative to litigation, and

13   that's really what the only -- Brown Act, you can talk

14   about personnel, you can talk about property, and you

15   can talk about potential litigations.  This whole thing

16   revolves around potential litigation.  Therefore my --

17   my feelings are that there was no violation and that

18   it, at such time as the procedures had been determined,

19   the processes had been looked at, and the city council

20   then through resolution made public their position

21   and -- and conducted an open session with the public

22   prior to taking an action relative to Councilman

23   Soubirous.

24             But again, we are looking at what Councilman

25   Perry did during this process, not what the group as a
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 1   whole did.

 2             Jeff.

 3             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

 4   I'm -- I'm reminded of the old adage that sausages and

 5   legislation should not be done in public.  I've never

 6   been involved in the process of creating legislation,

 7   but I'm an old Oklahoma farm boy, I've seen and made

 8   sausage and there's some truth to the matter.  The --

 9   the issue of closed session in the face of anticipated

10   litigation from -- from employees or from

11   councilmembers is a powerful argument that I think is

12   necessary for a government at whatever level to work.

13             I -- I want to -- and I want to clarify

14   something that I -- I -- I heard sort of in passing

15   here on the dais.

16             Madam clerk, was the council's refusal to

17   waive privileges a unanimous vote?

18             MS. NICOL:  It was.

19             MEMBER WRIGHT:  With Councilman Soubirous and

20   Davis voting in the affirmation?

21             MS. NICOL:  Yes.

22             MEMBER WRIGHT:  Thank you.

23             I -- I think Mr. Hunter has made a variety of

24   allegations today, none of which to me seem to rise to

25   Brown Act violations by Councilman Perry.  Alleging
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 1   violations of charter 407 all coming within a few

 2   months by essentially the same folks does not

 3   constitute a long range pattern.

 4             Just by one example, Mr. Davis's, page 891,

 5   not going to the district attorney or the Attorney

 6   General's Office after making a public allegation of a

 7   Brown Act violation speaks volumes to me.  In our

 8   docket on page 461 there's a memorandum that, if I'm

 9   reading it correctly, says that the district attorney's

10   office decided to take no action on referral.

11             If the Riverside County district attorney's

12   office and the California State Attorney General's

13   Office has not taken up this matter, that to me is

14   significant.  It seems to me we believe a preponderance

15   of the -- of the evidence does suggest Councilman Perry

16   violated the Brown Act, the -- the very least -- the

17   very best we could do is recommend the district

18   attorney open an investigation if he hasn't already.

19   And if he has, then I think it's a moot point.

20             Finally, it seems to me that this all took

21   place in the context of a significant political

22   discussion, a significant political division.  When I

23   read the transcripts, and I was present at that

24   meeting, there was certainly more heat than light.  And

25   perhaps we have come to realize that the city council
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 1   wasn't fully equipped in its own charter to handle the

 2   kind of situation that emerged.  I -- I don't know, and

 3   I'm not making -- I'm not drawing a conclusion there;

 4   but it does seem to me that the presence of a board of

 5   ethics is perhaps the punishment that has been imposed

 6   by the city council, itself, on -- on a more clear

 7   transparent ethics process as we move forward.

 8             It -- it -- it seems to me that the

 9   preponderance that -- that while there's certainly a

10   great amount of paper that's been presented, there is

11   not a preponderance of evidence to sustain a Brown Act

12   violation by Councilman Perry.

13             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  (Indiscernible)

14   motion (indiscernible).

15             MEMBER NELSON:  Your motion was something like

16   there's --

17             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No merit.

18             MEMBER NELSON:  -- no merit.  I have a little

19   semantical issue with that though.

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I would think that --

21             MEMBER NELSON:  I -- I think that the -- the

22   absence of the ability to seek closed session prohibits

23   us from proving or disproving the allegations.  That's

24   where I sit.  Somewhere along the line someone voted

25   for an investigation and to spend the money, and the
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 1   problem is coming to a conclusion based on hearsay.

 2             If -- if Congressman Davis -- or

 3   Assemblyman -- I'm giving them all raises -- Councilman

 4   Davis and -- and Councilman Soubirous were here instead

 5   of -- to more elaborate on the remarks, I think that

 6   would be helpful; but -- but to me the -- the quandary

 7   I'm running into is there's -- there's high speculation

 8   that something occurred in closed session, however, we

 9   can't base our conclusion on high speculation.

10             So and whatever we enter, the -- if we're

11   supposed to be an ethics panel above the council, I

12   think that's something we would need to discuss in the

13   next general meeting.  That -- that obstacle there

14   prevents us from really making conclusions.

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Let me clarify.  If -- if I

16   had had before me the three options that I have now, I

17   would not -- I would not have said no merit.  I would

18   have said no violation.  Motion is still in order.

19             MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).

20             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No, that did.

21             MEMBER:  Oh, yeah.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The motion is in order.

23             MEMBER:  I see.

24             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I'm asking for a motion.  If

25   I clarify my motion to read that the hearing panel
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 1   concludes that there was no violation of the Code of

 2   Ethics in the case of Jason Hunter versus -- the

 3   complaint by Jason Hunter against Councilman Jim Perry,

 4   would that -- that's a motion.

 5             MEMBER WRIGHT:  I'll second that.

 6             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  There is a motion and

 7   a second.  Is there a discussion?  Keith, make sure

 8   you --

 9             MEMBER NELSON:  I --

10             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Make sure you're on.

11             MEMBER NELSON:  Yeah.  I'd -- I'd like to

12   include in there that somewhere to our report back to

13   the city council that we could not be conclusive

14   because we couldn't -- we didn't view all the evidence.

15             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I would accept that addition

16   to my motion.

17             MR. HANSEN:  Point of order, chair.

18             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.

19             MR. HANSEN:  A point of finding of no

20   violation, there is no report by this body to the city

21   council.

22             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Then that's not

23   necessary in the motion.  All right.

24             Jeff.

25             MEMBER WRIGHT:  I -- I agree with -- with --
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 1   with Keith's assessment, and I think this becomes part

 2   of the continuing conversation that the board of ethics

 3   together needs to have about its process and how we

 4   create -- continue to refine it.  I -- I think in our

 5   annual presentation to the council in our ethics report

 6   we need to strongly recommend ways to get at evidence

 7   that might be privileged in other ways to help increase

 8   transparency, but I -- I'm not persuaded by the

 9   evidence presented that subpoenas will be useful at

10   this point.

11             CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible) excuse me.

12   Any further discussions, questions?  Hearing none,

13   please vote.  The motion is that there was no violation

14   by Councilman Jim Perry of the Code of Ethics.

15             The motion is unanimously carried.  This

16   hearing -- I thank the hearing panel for their time.

17   This meeting is adjourned.

18                            - - -

19   (Whereupon, the proceeding was concluded at 11:36 a.m.)

20                            - - -

21

22

23

24

25
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           1                     P R O C E E D I N G S



           2         (On the record - 09:01:35 a.m.)



           3              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  It is 9:00 a.m.  We will



           4    call to order the hearing panel board of ethics to



           5    order.  This meeting is to hear the complaint of Jason



           6    Hunter against Councilman Jim Perry alleging a



           7    violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct occurring



           8    on or about July 22, 2014.  Because the allegation of



           9    the violation of the Code of Ethics and Conduct



          10    occurred prior to the adoption of the Riverside



          11    Municipal Code Chapter 2.78, the applicable Code of



          12    Ethics and Conduct will be applied to the allegations



          13    of misconduct shall be city council resolution number



          14    22461, repealing resolution number 22318.  Specifically



          15    the complaint alleges conduct in violation of Chapter



          16    II, Section D-1, that the actions of the public



          17    official created distrust of the local government.



          18              The chair will then, will call for any public



          19    comments limited to items on the agenda.



          20              Are there any public comments?



          21              MS. NICOL:  There are no requests to speak.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Is the complainant



          23    present?  Walking in the back.



          24              Is the public official present?  Okay.



          25    Witness -- do you have any witnesses?
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           1              MEMBER PERRY:  I don't.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  The city clerk --



           3              Is the complainant present?  Do you have any



           4    witnesses?



           5              MR. HUNTER:  Just Mr. Perry.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Will you please, both



           7    of you please stand?  The city clerk will now



           8    administer the oath.



           9              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Mr. Chairman.



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.



          11              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Just a question and



          12    potentially an objection.  Is -- is the respondent a



          13    witness for the complainant?  And is that not in



          14    abrogation of one's constitutional rights against



          15    self-incrimination?



          16              MR. HANSEN:  Would you like me to address



          17    that, chair?



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.



          19              MR. HANSEN:  First of all, this is not a



          20    criminal proceeding, therefore self-incrimination does



          21    not apply.  Secondly, this is a quasi-judicial



          22    proceeding in the civil context.  And in the civil



          23    context, opposing parties can be called as -- as



          24    witnesses by an opposing party.  So under the Rules of



          25    Civil Procedure, opposing witness -- parties can be
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           1    called and -- and cross-examined.



           2              Because they are considered hostile, they may



           3    -- leading questions may be -- may be asked.  But as



           4    the body knows, the formal Rules of Evidence do not



           5    apply.



           6              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Then a follow-up question if I



           7    may.  Does the -- does the lack of a witness list



           8    provided to the hearing panel constitute any problem in



           9    calling the respondent?



          10              MR. HANSEN:  Again, since the Code of Civil



          11    Procedure provides -- provides for the calling of an



          12    adverse party in a party's case in chief, one is



          13    presumed, if they are a party, to know that they may be



          14    examined at the hearing.  And therefore, typically



          15    opposing parties are not contained on the witness list.



          16              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Okay, thank you.



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Any other questions for the



          18    panel?  At this time the clerk will enter -- will do



          19    the oath.



          20              MS. NICOL:  Please raise your right hand.  Do



          21    you promise to swear that -- do you promise to tell the



          22    truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth so



          23    help you God?



          24              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.



          25              MEMBER PERRY:  I do.
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           1         (The parties are duly sworn according to law)



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  Since this



           3    complainant -- complaint arises out of allegations of



           4    misconduct pursuant to resolution number 22461, we will



           5    dispense with the requirement that the hearing panel



           6    determine that the complaint complies with the



           7    requirements of Riverside Municipal Code Chapter 2.78.



           8              The complainant shall now have five minutes



           9    to address the hearing panel concerning any technical



          10    or procedural issues of concern.  Of -- of particular



          11    note, if the complainant makes a request for the



          12    hearing panel to issue subpoenas or they ask the city



          13    council to waive any privileges, the hearing panel



          14    shall defer any action on such request until the time



          15    of the deliberations.  You now have five minutes.



          16              MR. HUNTER:  Good morning.  Jason Hunter, Ward



          17    1.  I have some objections from a technical perspective



          18    on -- on how this meeting is going forward.  I think



          19    first, I think it's very biassing to the complainant



          20    who needs to present the evidence to make a



          21    preponderance of evidence case to ask for either



          22    documents or subpoenas after I've tried to make my



          23    case.  It should be done beforehand.



          24              I think that there's a -- there's a --



          25    there's a bias to try to get these.  And I understand
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           1    why.  It's perfectly -- perfectly logical to get these



           2    hearings conducted as quickly as possible and -- and --



           3    and -- and -- and use up as little time as possible



           4    of -- of everyone's busy schedule, but I'm not sure



           5    that actually is fair to someone trying to actually



           6    prove a case or make a case.  It should be done



           7    beforehand so you know what the evidence is.  It's fair



           8    to the -- the complainant and more fair sometimes, I



           9    would imagine, to the respondent as well.



          10              So I'm obviously going to make a request to



          11    subpoena the city council documents, meaning the



          12    minutes or audio of any relevant discussions of the



          13    Soubirous and Davis investigations, and that includes



          14    not just July 14th, 2014 -- or July 22nd, 2014, but all



          15    discussions that were had.  Not -- I don't want the



          16    whole closed session audiotape of -- of -- of



          17    particular dates, I just want the relevant portions



          18    that dealt with Davis -- Davis and Soubirous, some of



          19    which still exist, by the way, because we haven't gone



          20    past the two years statute of limitations on some of



          21    those discussions that were had, because the settlement



          22    talks in Soubirous and Davis didn't happen until 2015



          23    or 2016.  I think 2015 actually.



          24              So and I would obviously -- obviously want to



          25    subpoena witnesses I'd like to have at my disposal, all
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           1    the city council, former city manager Scott Barber,



           2    former city attorney, Greg Priamos, and all relevant



           3    parties to -- to the -- to the procedure.  Not so much



           4    to retry the case, but to -- to determine how decisions



           5    were made to conduct investigations in secret and then



           6    to hold a public kangaroo court, okay?



           7              So nothing I object to particularly for this



           8    proceeding.  And some of you were -- were -- were privy



           9    to previous proceedings where this is a new issue.  As



          10    I object to the redactions that have occurred in -- in



          11    the Davis investigation that was, you know,



          12    subsequently added to the record of evidence before



          13    this proceeding here today.  None of that should be



          14    redacted.  And do you know why I know none of it should



          15    be redacted?  Because none of it was redacted on -- on



          16    the Soubirous case, but somehow all of it has been



          17    redacted to protect the guilty on the Davis case.



          18              You can't see the names of the people sending



          19    out the correspondence, some of which are not even



          20    employees.  I know they're not because I've seen some



          21    of these documents before.  They were councilmembers



          22    and the mayor, and their names should absolutely



          23    positively not be redacted from the documents you



          24    received and that I received.



          25              I'll restate some of my previous objections
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           1    as well.  I'm still very uncomfortable with the



           2    pressure that will be put on the city attorney to



           3    advise you.  I think he's done a very good job for the



           4    record to date, but I think there's going to be an



           5    increasing amount of pressure as these proceedings go



           6    forward on the city attorney by electeds who are his



           7    boss to rule against me, myself, the complainant, okay?



           8              It's really as much to protect me as it is



           9    your counsel, which is why that option is available to



          10    you under the rules of the ethics procedures.  I think



          11    I'll -- I'll save everything else for -- for my opening



          12    argument.  Thank you very much.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.



          14              At this time the respondent shall have five



          15    minutes to address the hearing panel concerning any



          16    technical or procedural issues.  Again, if there is a



          17    request for subpoenas or to ask the city council to



          18    waive any privileges, it shall be deferred until the



          19    time of deliberations.



          20              MEMBER PERRY:  I have none at this time.



          21              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you very much.



          22              Is this the appropriate time for me to



          23    respond to the technical issues?



          24              MR. HANSEN:  It is, chair.



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Huh?
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           1              MR. HANSEN:  Now is the appropriate time.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Now is the appropriate time,



           3    okay.  First of all, due to the bias against request



           4    post presentation of the evidence, the -- the panel has



           5    been very clear that this is the procedure that we



           6    intended to follow.  It is part of the panel's hearing



           7    procedures, therefore we will not consider any subpoena



           8    requests or other privileges -- waive of privileges



           9    until such time that we are deliberating.



          10              Relative to the subpoenas, first of all --



          11    hang on one second.  I -- there we go.  On the



          12    subpoenas, relative to the closed sessions, I believe



          13    that has already been brought to the attention of the



          14    city council and -- and has been ruled upon.  In terms



          15    of the other relevant parties, we will take that up at



          16    a later time.



          17              Regarding the redactions in the Davis case,



          18    as I look at this complaint, this is a complaint



          19    investigation held regarding the findings of an



          20    investigation of Councilman Mike Soubirous.  It is an



          21    investigation -- as you look at the second page of



          22    this, it is an investigation of whether or not there



          23    was a violation of the Brown Act by -- on --



          24              Huh?



          25              MS. NICOL:  (Indiscernible).
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           1              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I know, yes.  I know, yes.



           2              And that this is a hearing about the



           3    violation of the Brown Act and a violation of the



           4    ethics code.  This is not a hearing where we are going



           5    to retry or reconvene or -- or issue -- deal with the



           6    issues that involved the controversies that took place



           7    at that time.  Therefore the redactions in the Davis



           8    case do not appear relevant at -- at this point in



           9    time.



          10              Item number four, which is pressure on the



          11    city attorney to be counsel to the hearing panel, this



          12    has also been discussed previously as you noted, and



          13    the city attorney is our representative, and we will



          14    continue that way.



          15              At this time the complainant shall now have



          16    five minutes.  Let's see, we just did that.  All



          17    technical issues will be resolved.  We did that.  The



          18    complainant will now make their opening statement, and



          19    you shall have a total of 15 minutes to make both your



          20    opening and closing statement and are responsible for



          21    keeping track of your time and apportioning it



          22    appropriately.



          23              You may now proceed with 15 minutes, your



          24    opening statements.



          25              MR. HUNTER:  Hello.  Good morning.  Jason
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           1    Hunter, Ward 1 once again.  We're here today to discuss



           2    my complaint that was made about four months ago about



           3    actions that took place two and a half years ago.  And



           4    what were -- was the basis for my complaint and what do



           5    I hope to prove here today?  And I -- and I hope



           6    actually to prove it beyond a reasonable doubt.  I



           7    don't even think -- I mean I only have to prove it by



           8    preponderance of evidence, but I don't think that's



           9    what I have.



          10              I think I have beyond-a-reasonable-doubt



          11    evidence that what transpired during those hearings



          12    violated, not only the Brown Act, but also violated



          13    existing city policy in bypassing our existing Code of



          14    Ethics in order to create a policy out of thin air



          15    which violated the defendants at the time, Councilman



          16    Soubirous's and Councilman Davis's due process rights.



          17              And here's how I think I'm going to go about



          18    doing it.  So it's important to know what I'm asking



          19    for and -- and sort of how I'm going to get there.  So



          20    here's what we're going to do, I'm going to lay it out



          21    really simply and we're going to go over the Brown Act



          22    violations first and then we're going to go over the --



          23    the -- the policy violations secondly.



          24              And I think once we have violations of policy



          25    and we have violations of law, we have a breach of the
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           1    ethics code even under the old code.  I think most



           2    reasonable people could agree to that, once you're



           3    violating your own policies and violating the law, you



           4    violated the ethics code in the -- the relevant



           5    sections that I've mentioned in my complaint, okay?



           6              So what we'll be presenting for you today,



           7    either through cross-examine -- or examination of the



           8    witness or through the evidence that I've previously



           9    submitted, will be the dates that decisions were made



          10    in closed session.  We will present -- be presenting



          11    the minutes that were approved by Councilman Perry,



          12    which do not show any reportable actions taken out of



          13    closed session, okay?  That, in and of itself, will be



          14    a Brown Act violation.



          15              I will also be showing you that the



          16    discussions, themselves, as to hiring investigators and



          17    then having an open kangaroo court trial was never



          18    covered under the Brown Act to begin with.  And I think



          19    we could actually get fairly substantial evidence as to



          20    that by be -- by -- by subpoenaing at some point in



          21    time Councilman Davis and Councilman Soubirous because



          22    they could actually talk about what happened in closed



          23    session because they're allowed to if it was never



          24    confidential information to begin with, and I think



          25    that's what they both say and I think that's what they
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           1    both said during the hearings on July 22nd, 2014, which



           2    is pretty compelling evidence given that we have two



           3    settlement agreements agreeing to apologies and public



           4    monies being disbursed by our city council.



           5              Okay.  So that's the Brown Act stuff.  And



           6    I'll -- and I'll go through some of the things like



           7    electeds or not, employees, that can't be used as an



           8    excuse.  There was no credible existing pending



           9    litigation, which is what Mr. Councilman Perry is going



          10    to claim.  That's not an excuse, and I'll tell you as



          11    to why that's not an excuse.  And then we'll get to the



          12    actual process and the due process.



          13              And really the only complaint, and this is



          14    very, very, very important, because there's going to be



          15    a lot of misdirection in the video and some of the



          16    evidence as to why did we go about holding this



          17    kangaroo court.  And what we're going to hear is, well,



          18    we needed to investigate by state law.  And what's



          19    going to be left out from -- from that equation is



          20    going to be, the only thing that really needed to be



          21    investigated was whether this was a hostile workforce



          22    environment situation.



          23              And -- and that of course means, was the



          24    person being discriminated upon -- based upon race,



          25    sex, religion.  We're going to go through the city
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           1    policies, and we're going to see all that.  And in



           2    fact, we're going to -- I'm going to use the



           3    investigator's own words to -- to prove to you guys



           4    that that was dismissed immediately upon the submittal



           5    of the complaint.



           6              At that point in time there was no duty to



           7    investigate, and it should have been, the rest of it



           8    should have either been referred to the -- as a Code of



           9    Ethics complaint, which is how every other 407



          10    complaint in the past had been adjudicated, okay, by



          11    the public against officials; or if someone thought,



          12    well, gees, these are misdemeanors, under the -- the



          13    city code, it should have been referred once again to



          14    the district attorney by the complaining public



          15    bureaucrat, okay?



          16              Which you could do, it's your right just like



          17    any other member of the public; but that's not what



          18    happened, okay?  What happened was we had a couple of



          19    guys, I think, who had -- the -- the ring leaders on



          20    staff and a couple of guys on council who decided they



          21    were going to embarrass two public officials who were,



          22    in my opinion, doing their job and asking questions.



          23              And under 407 of the charter, they're allowed



          24    to ask questions.  There's nothing wrong with asking



          25    questions, but people felt like their toes were being



                                                                      15























           1    stepped on, and so they decided to have this



           2    investigation in this complaint done in secret.  And



           3    I'll show you with evidence how it was done in the past



           4    against Councilman Davis with the fire trucks incident.



           5    And hopefully you've had a chance to read into that



           6    with the investigators.



           7              All that in the past was all done in closed



           8    session.  And only when the council adjudicated and



           9    made their decision and -- and publicly humiliated



          10    Councilman Davis was it ever released from closed



          11    session that something was -- had even been -- been



          12    done.  This time Councilman Davis was a little bit



          13    smarter and so was Councilman Soubirous.  They released



          14    everything to the press.



          15              And that's the only way that we, the public,



          16    were able to intervene, find out what was going on, and



          17    that forced the city's hands to have an open discussion



          18    of the investigation and the process.  And -- and --



          19    and hence and thereafter have a vote to not vote on



          20    anything.  In fact, even at that hearing Councilman



          21    Davis says, we voted prior to coming into the meeting



          22    on what we were going to do here today.



          23              And where is that in the minutes?



          24    Conspicuously absent once again, just like the



          25    decisions to investigate were absent -- were absent as
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           1    well.  So we had a council that was not complying with



           2    the law, okay?  We have a staff that was not complying



           3    with the law.  But this -- council can't hide behind



           4    the staff because the council hires the staff, okay?



           5              And there is no, under the current ethics



           6    policy, way to charge staff with ethics violations.  So



           7    hence the council must want to be held accountable --



           8    accountable for staff's actions.  That's the only thing



           9    I can be left with.  Because it's been mentioned for



          10    years that the -- the public would like to bring those



          11    actions against staff, but never any action by our city



          12    council.



          13              So as I said, there's not preponderance of



          14    evidence here of what happened was absolutely wrong as



          15    to process and absolutely wrong as to the Brown Act.



          16    We're going to -- I'm going to read for you the



          17    settlement agreements or at least the relevant parts of



          18    the settlement agreements where the public apologies



          19    were issued.  We have beyond a reasonable doubt



          20    evidence against all councilmembers and the mayor who



          21    participated in these events.



          22              And I look forward to presenting this



          23    evidence to you today.  Thank you.



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  Just a point of



          25    order here, I -- I was using the clock up there,
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           1    because the clock on my computer is like two to three



           2    minutes difference.  Which -- which is the official



           3    clock we're using?



           4              MS. NICOL:  I -- I'm using this one here, but



           5    I -- I -- I did it at nine minutes.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That's what I have.



           7              MS. NICOL:  Okay.  So nine minutes then.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Nine -- nine minutes



           9    remaining?



          10              MS. NICOL:  Nine --



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Or nine minutes --



          12              MS. NICOL:  -- minutes used.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- used?



          14              MS. NICOL:  Six minutes --



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Right.



          16              MS NICOL:  -- remaining.



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Is it -- are we going



          18    to use -- because I have 9:23 on here.  What does --



          19    what does that one say?



          20              MS. NICOL:  This is this computer here --



          21              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



          22              MS. NICOL:  -- and the other.  So it doesn't



          23    matter which one you use, they're both keeping good



          24    time.



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.
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           1              MS. NICOL:  So --



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



           3              MS. NICOL:  -- although they don't match.



           4    So --



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Right.



           6              MS. NICOL:  -- it remains that he was at nine



           7    minutes with six remaining.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Six minutes remaining,



           9    correct?



          10              All right.  At this time, following the



          11    complainant's opening statement, the public official



          12    may make an opening statement or defer making an



          13    opening statement until after the completion of the



          14    complainant's presentation of evidence.  The public



          15    official shall have a total of 15 minutes to make both



          16    their opening and closing statement and is responsible



          17    for keeping time.



          18              Councilman Perry, do you have an opening



          19    statement?



          20              MEMBER PERRY:  Yes.  And I'll be brief.  It



          21    isn't going to take 15 minutes.  It's just going to



          22    take a few short moments.  There were a lot of



          23    generalities there.  This -- there was this complaint,



          24    council did hear it.  I will say that it was an issue



          25    that was before the city council and it was agendized
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           1    as a closed session item and noticed as anticipated



           2    litigation.  It was handled that way throughout the



           3    entire investigation.



           4              Beyond that the only thing I will say is



           5    Mr. Hunter does have the burden of proof.  This isn't a



           6    burden of proof on the city -- city council today.



           7    This is a burden of proof on me.  So when he makes his



           8    case today, he's going to have to demonstrate that I've



           9    done something wrong or I've failed to act.  And that



          10    falls on his shoulders and his shoulders alone.



          11              And with that, I have nothing further for you



          12    at this point.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.



          14              The complainant shall now present their



          15    evidence.  And I would, a couple of items before you,



          16    start.  First, this is a complaint against Councilman



          17    Perry, and that is what we will be hearing today.



          18    Secondly, I am making a -- in the absence of -- of any



          19    clear directions, as the chair, I am limiting your time



          20    to 45 minutes.  At 40 minutes the panel will review and



          21    decide whether additional time shall be granted, but at



          22    the start we will assume that -- that both of you have



          23    45 minutes to present your evidence.



          24              Mr. Hunter, you may begin.



          25              MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.  I'd object to that.
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           1    I'd like to know under what authority does the chair



           2    have to limit evidence, time to present evidence.



           3    Could you please cite me in your rules where it says



           4    you have that power?



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, again, as I pointed



           6    out, in the absence of any clear designation that I --



           7    that -- that the chair does not have the final



           8    authority, I am -- and if -- and if you listen



           9    carefully, I indicated that there would be 45 minutes



          10    with an opportunity for the panel to extend your time



          11    if necessary.  This simply provides us all with a



          12    guideline.



          13              MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.  I'd like to



          14    first call Councilman Perry if I could and then get



          15    into the production of my evidence.  And I'd like to



          16    reserve the right to call him back at a later time if I



          17    could, please.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



          19              MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.



          20                      DIRECT EXAMINATION



          21    BY MR. HUNTER:



          22         Q    Councilman Perry, I have before me the



          23    minutes from April 1st, 2014, and April 22nd, 2014.  If



          24    you'd take a look at them, please.



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Mr. Hunter, on -- to



                                                                      21























           1    benefit the hearing panel, would you also make sure



           2    that you refer to the page number?



           3              MR. HUNTER:  Oh, this is -- this is just



           4    for -- this won't be introduced as part of the evidence



           5    later.  This is just official minutes of the City of



           6    Riverside.  I've given him a copy of the official



           7    minutes of the --



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



           9              MR. HUNTER:  -- City of Riverside.  And if --



          10    if we'd like to, we can --



          11              MEMBER WRIGHT:  I'd -- I'd -- I'd like to



          12    raise an objection.  If it's not in the documents that



          13    have been given to the hearing panel, it's not



          14    admissible.



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That -- that is part of our



          16    rules.



          17              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  Given to the panel was a



          18    video -- was a video.  We can play the video of -- of



          19    what transpired on April 1st.



          20              MEMBER WRIGHT:  You -- you don't have the



          21    minutes in our substantial pile of papers?



          22              MR. HUNTER:  Are -- are you -- I mean, I guess



          23    what I'm saying is, if we're disputing the -- the



          24    factual accuracy of what I'm going to have Mr. --



          25              MEMBER WRIGHT:  The factual accuracy that the
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           1    hearing panel relies on is the documents that were



           2    provided to us --



           3              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.



           4              MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- in advance.



           5              MR. HUNTER:  That's fine.  Well, let's --



           6              MEMBER WRIGHT:  What page number?



           7              MR. HUNTER:  Let's -- let's -- let's queue the



           8    video then for April 1st --



           9              MEMBER WRIGHT:  I object.



          10              MR. HUNTER:  -- 2014.



          11              MEMBER WRIGHT:  This is out of the range of --



          12              MR. HUNTER:  That was in the --



          13              MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- material presentation.



          14              MR. HUNTER:  That was in the evidence package



          15    that was submitted to this -- this -- this ethics



          16    panel.



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The -- I believe that we do



          18    not have the capacity to queue to any specific item.



          19    Is that correct?



          20              MS. NICOL:  It would be a lengthy process to



          21    find the portion of the video.  This has been described



          22    in your last meeting.  Mr. Hunter was present.



          23              MR. HUNTER:  Uh-huh.



          24              MS. NICOL:  That we need to know in advance if



          25    he wishes to play video or audio and -- and the spot on
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           1    the video or audio.  We had a conversation with him



           2    this morning requesting the same thing.  He did not



           3    provide any instances where he would like to replay or



           4    the spot in the audio or video that he would like to be



           5    replayed.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I believe at --



           7              MR. HUNTER:  That is incorrect.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I --



           9              MR. HUNTER:  And --



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- believe at our previous



          11    meetings that it was very clearly stated the opinion of



          12    the panel that any evidence that was to be presented



          13    would be the -- the responsibility of the complainant



          14    to make sure that all of that material was provided.



          15    Specifically the reason that we did the transcription



          16    and the highlighting of the transcription was to allow



          17    you to be able to quickly point to the items to be



          18    presented.



          19              Therefore the request to queue the video --



          20    video is denied.



          21              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  I would like to actually



          22    talk to the -- the -- the phone call I had with the



          23    city clerk today, which was, were the -- would -- would



          24    there be any incidences where I would need to put the



          25    video on display for the ethics panel here today.  And
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           1    I said, only if the records that I'm producing as part



           2    of my cross-examination are going to be called into



           3    question.  These are not -- these are not evidence



           4    where I had to subpoena or I got a witness statement.



           5              These are material -- these are material



           6    facts of -- of -- of proceedings that happened, which



           7    they're very easily found, public records, which back



           8    up the audio that has already been submitted to this



           9    panel.  Now, we can queue -- we can hear that audio,



          10    okay?  And -- and -- and you only need to hear very



          11    brief parts of it, which are that the city -- the city



          12    attorney is going to report that there were no items --



          13    actions taken out of closed session.  That's the only



          14    part you need to hear.  It's probably all of five



          15    seconds at the very end of the meeting.  It happens at



          16    the end of the meeting.  It happens at the end of every



          17    meeting.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  If you had intended to



          19    introduce this information, how -- what -- what is the



          20    rationale for not including it in -- in the 900 pages



          21    of -- of material that we have?



          22              MR. HUNTER:  It's a part of the audio record.



          23    It is included.  It's on your audio CD.



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  But we were very clear that



          25    we intended for the complainant to -- to specify
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           1    specific areas that we were to look at, not to give us



           2    seven, eight hours of something that we did not know



           3    where to look.



           4              MR. HUNTER:  That's correct for the July 2nd,



           5    2014 hearing, which was about two and a half, three



           6    hours in -- in length.  The rest of them, I believe we



           7    discussed this at length, was that there was very



           8    little in the rest of the audio that was presented as



           9    part of the evidence that needed -- that would take



          10    very -- very long to -- to go over.



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  I have three members



          12    of the panel that wish to speak.  We'll start with



          13    Keith.



          14              MEMBER NELSON:  I -- I was under the



          15    impression we took a continuance to do transcripts.



          16    Are these not in those transcripts?



          17              MR. HUNTER:  No.  We only voted to -- to -- to



          18    transcribe the occurrences of July 22nd, 2014, because



          19    that was the most relevant material available.



          20              MR. HANSEN:  And, chair, if I might correct,



          21    this hearing panel has not convened previously.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Uh-huh.



          23              MR. HANSEN:  The actions of which you speak



          24    were the actions of other hearing panels.  Although



          25    Mr. Hunter was the complainant in those hearings as
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           1    well, for this hearing, today is the first day it's



           2    convened, and this panel, as a body, has not made any



           3    requests or made any rulings other than what was made



           4    today by the chair.



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And clarify that then for



           6    me.  Does that mean that -- that we -- we can -- we



           7    need to rule on -- on what is being presented to us now



           8    and -- and not refer to our participation in previous



           9    panels?



          10              MR. HANSEN:  That is correct.  You need to



          11    come to this panel with an open and clear mind and



          12    judge based upon the evidence presented during this



          13    hearing as to whether or not there has been a violation



          14    of the ethics code, not what you may have gleaned from



          15    participation in other hearing panels.



          16              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Very good.  Thank you.



          17              Champagne, you're next.



          18              MEMBER FORD:  I would like to thank Jason for



          19    coming forward today.  From how I perceive it, I think



          20    he just wants to show Councilman Perry the minutes, but



          21    I don't -- I think he's just laying -- laying out his



          22    case.  I think we need to give him time to sort of



          23    figure out how he wants to put his case together.



          24              So I don't think there's any malice, I don't



          25    think there's a point being made.  I think he's just
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           1    showing you the minutes, and then he's going to



           2    eventually lead into his case.  So I don't want to --



           3    this -- I think this process can be sort of



           4    overwhelming and this is sort of his first time and I



           5    don't want us to kind of come out like wolves at him.



           6    I think let's just give him some time and sit back, I



           7    don't -- and just present those minutes to the



           8    councilmember.



           9              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.



          10              Jeff.



          11              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Rule nine is very clear in



          12    our -- in -- in our guidelines for hearing rules and



          13    procedures that all evidence, including witness



          14    information, must be introduced by the respondent at



          15    the hearing and it must be filed in the clerk's office



          16    no later than 20 calendar days.  To now have other



          17    paper that becomes part of the -- part of the work of



          18    this body is to prejudice our work, and I object to it.



          19              Unless we, as a -- as a hearing panel,



          20    majority of the hearing panel find by majority vote



          21    that the discovery of that evidence came to the



          22    awareness of the proponent after the filing of the



          23    complaint, which is clearly not the case.



          24              MEMBER FORD:  But it's not new evidence and we



          25    have the audio and it's available to the public.  So I
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           1    think we're just kind of getting a little into the --



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



           3              MEMBER FORD:  -- weeds right now.



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I understand.



           5              Keith, you're next.



           6              MEMBER NELSON:  It's my understanding that



           7    right now you're not presenting those documents as



           8    evidence.



           9              MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.



          10              MEMBER NELSON:  You're cross-examining



          11    Councilman Perry --



          12              MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.



          13              MEMBER NELSON:  -- so that he can either



          14    verify or say your document is false.



          15              MR. HUNTER:  That's correct.



          16              MEMBER NELSON:  Okay, thank you.



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Deborah.



          18              MEMBER MACIAS:  And -- and I agree, it was



          19    part of our packet we had.  If -- if it's -- even



          20    though it's not in writing, it was presented to us.



          21    And I think that we're kind of wasting time arguing



          22    that point.  We just need to get it, listen to what he



          23    has to say.  And it was part of our packet, everybody



          24    should have gotten it, regardless of whether it's in



          25    writing or not.
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           1              And we did not agree to -- to transcribe that



           2    particular minutes.  So I -- I think we need to move



           3    on.  Let's hear it and hear what everyone has to say



           4    and then make a decision based on that.



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay, thank you.



           6              Champagne, you're now -- your name is up



           7    again.  Did you already make your comment?



           8              All right.  In light of the fact there



           9    appears to be a consensus that you should proceed,



          10    Member Jeff's objection is -- is noted.  We will



          11    proceed with the hearing.



          12              MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.  And the only reason



          13    I -- I do it this way is I think it's going to save



          14    time overall.  I really do.



          15    BY MR. HUNTER:



          16         Q    So, Councilman Perry, before you, I -- I gave



          17    you a document, could you just read the title of it,



          18    please?



          19         A    It is the city council, successor agency to



          20    the develop -- redevelopment agency, and housing



          21    authority minutes dated April 1st, 2014.



          22         Q    And on there is there a section that talks



          23    about a closed session?



          24         A    Yes, there is.



          25         Q    And could you read what's under the closed
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           1    sessions?  And this is, once again, I'm not sure if I



           2    heard you, was there a date on that memo?



           3         A    Yes, April 1st, 2014.



           4         Q    Sorry.  Could you read what was -- what is



           5    said under the -- under the closed session?



           6         A    It says, city attorney report on closed



           7    sessions.  The city attorney announced that there were



           8    no reportable actions taken on the closed sessions held



           9    earlier in the day.



          10         Q    Okay.



          11              MR. HUNTER:  I'd like to present to -- to



          12    Councilman Perry next the approval of the minutes.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Point of note, I started



          14    your 45 minutes at 9:37, after our question and -- and



          15    discussion.



          16              MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.



          17    BY MR. HUNTER:



          18         Q    Could you read the title of that document?



          19         A    It's the city council, housing authority, and



          20    successor agency to redevelopment agency minutes and



          21    it's dated Tuesday, April 8th, 2014.



          22         Q    Could you read the -- the section under



          23    the -- the -- the title of the minutes?



          24         A    The minutes of the city council meeting of



          25    April 1st, 2014, were approved as presented.



                                                                      31























           1         Q    And do -- do you see your name on the -- on



           2    the -- on the right-hand side of that document?



           3         A    Yes, I do.



           4         Q    And did you approve those minutes on



           5    April 8th?



           6         A    Yes.



           7         Q    Okay, thank you.  Councilman Perry, could you



           8    read the title of the next document I've handed to you?



           9         A    City council and successor agency to



          10    redevelopment agency minutes, and it says Tuesday,



          11    April 22nd, 2014.



          12         Q    And could you read what it said under the



          13    closed session report by the city attorney?



          14         A    It says, city attorney report on closed



          15    sessions.  The city attorney announced there were no



          16    reportable actions taken on the closed sessions held



          17    earlier in the day.



          18         Q    Okay.  And once again, Councilman Perry,



          19    could you read the title of that document, please?



          20         A    City council meeting -- or I'm sorry, city



          21    council minutes, Tuesday, May 6th, 2014.



          22         Q    And could you read what is under the section



          23    called minutes?



          24         A    Minutes --



          25         Q    The --
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           1         A    -- of the city council meeting of April 22nd



           2    and 29th, 2014, were approved as presented.



           3         Q    And did you vote on those, approving those



           4    minutes, Councilman Perry?



           5         A    Yes.



           6         Q    Thank you.  And, Councilman Perry, could you



           7    read the title of that document I just gave you?



           8         A    City council and successor agency to



           9    redevelopment agency minutes, Tuesday, June 24th, 2014.



          10         Q    And could you read what is held under closed



          11    session for that -- that date?



          12         A    There's nothing there about closed session.



          13         Q    Oh, is it -- I'm sorry.



          14         MR. HUNTER:  You know what, I'll skip that



          15    document for now because it looks like I handed him the



          16    wrong document.



          17    BY MR. HUNTER:



          18         Q    So we're going to have before us, Councilman



          19    Perry, and just and you've read, I imagine, some of the



          20    record, and we're going to be talking about the



          21    transcript from July 22nd, 2014, and as well as the



          22    investigative reports that state the council voted on



          23    April 1st, 2014, and April -- and April 22nd, 2014, to



          24    conduct investigations into the hearings -- into the



          25    actions of Councilman Davis and Councilman Soubirous.
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           1              I guess my question is, if that is true,



           2    unless you're -- you're denying that that happened, why



           3    did you vote to approve minutes where you -- you took



           4    action as a council and did not report it out of closed



           5    session?



           6         A    Well, I wouldn't be able to answer your



           7    question because it requires that I relay information



           8    or discussion that is protected from the disclosure of



           9    the attorney-client closed session privilege.



          10         Q    If you violated the Brown Act, you do not



          11    have a privilege to disclose -- to not disclose.  It is



          12    a Brown Act violation per se to not report reportable



          13    actions out of closed session.  All actions taken by



          14    the council -- by -- by the council are reportable.



          15    There are no non-reportable actions out of closed



          16    session under the Brown Act.  Would you like to restate



          17    that, your answer?



          18         A    That is your opinion.  I'll restate --



          19    restate my answer.  I wouldn't be able to answer your



          20    question because it requires that I relay information



          21    or discussion that is protected disclosure by



          22    attorney-client closed session privilege.



          23         Q    Did you participate in a vote to hire



          24    investigators and to hold a open trial, hire



          25    investigators towards Councilman Davis and Councilman
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           1    Soubirous?  Question number one.



           2         A    And again my answer would be, I wouldn't be



           3    able to answer your question because it requires that I



           4    relay information or discussion that is protected



           5    disclosure by attorney-client closed session privilege.



           6         Q    Now, do you -- do you understand, Councilman



           7    Perry, that perhaps even yourself, I'll have to check



           8    the testimony, but certainly several of your colleagues



           9    on July 22nd, 2014, admitted, not just on July 14th,



          10    but also to the Press Enterprise, which is part of the



          11    exhibits here, that the council held votes on April 1st



          12    and April 22nd, 2014, to hire an investigation towards



          13    the -- the matters of Soubirous and Davis.  You are



          14    aware of that?



          15         A    Yes.



          16         Q    Okay.  So you're -- what you're saying is you



          17    refuse to answer even though it seems every one of your



          18    colleagues admits they held a vote?  You're -- you're



          19    saying you can't answer whether you -- you participated



          20    in that vote?  You were at the meetings, correct?



          21         A    Yes, I participated in the vote, but the



          22    discussion -- this is -- you're basing a Brown



          23    violation, this is your opinion.



          24         Q    Okay.



          25              MR. HUNTER:  Like I said, we'll -- we'll --
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           1    we'll conclude on this matter, because we'll be



           2    discussing -- I'll be introducing as evidence the Brown



           3    Act and we'll talk about whether it's a Brown Act



           4    violation to vote on something and then not release



           5    what that vote was immediately to the public there



           6    afterwards.  Thank you very much.



           7    BY MR. HUNTER:



           8         Q    Okay.  Now, onto the second.  And that will



           9    conclude our, for now anyway, our -- our discussion of



          10    Brown Act violations.  Actually one more.  When actions



          11    are taken out of closed session these days with



          12    attorney Gary Geuss, are all actions reported



          13    immediately out of closed session and then put into the



          14    minutes?



          15         A    Those that are reportable.



          16         Q    Are there any non-reportable votes to your



          17    knowledge that wouldn't be reported out of closed



          18    session?



          19         A    Not that I recall.



          20         Q    Okay.  So second question is, I'd like to



          21    give you a copy of our ethics policy.



          22              MR. HUNTER:  We're going to switch to that



          23    real quick.



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Are you referring us also to



          25    a particular page?
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           1              MR. HUNTER:  Yes, I am.  Sorry.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And that would be?



           3              MR. HUNTER:  Sorry, yes, I am.  Let me grab it



           4    real quick.  Here it is.  I'm sorry, it's right -- it's



           5    right in front of me.  And the --



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The number at the bottom.



           7              MR. HUNTER:  And the -- I don't know if yours



           8    are numbered the same way that mine are, but do you see



           9    a number of 00324 at the beginning of the ethics policy



          10    page?



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you have a number at the



          12    bottom of the page?



          13              MR. HUNTER:  Oh, like one, two, three, four,



          14    five?



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yeah.



          16              MR. HUNTER:  If we could go to page number --



          17    page number six -- to page number six, please.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Page number six in the -- in



          19    the code?  There's a small -- there's a small -- it



          20    says, for instance, I happen to be looking at page 194.



          21              MR. HUNTER:  Perhaps.  I don't have it in



          22    front of me anymore, but it -- it's -- I've got it



          23    memorized.  It's -- he's got the page right in front of



          24    him.



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, until -- until you --
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           1              MR. HUNTER:  Oh, sorry.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- you can direct us to



           3    specifically what we're looking at, it's difficult for



           4    us to follow.



           5              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Because we're relying



           7    upon -- on the documents that were sent to us.



           8              MR. HUNTER:  Let's see here.  If you don't



           9    mind, I'm just going to borrow that for just one second



          10    back from Mr. Perry.



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Sure.



          12              MR. HUNTER:  Sorry.  So it would be page six



          13    and it would be number four, particularly where it



          14    begins, complaints from members of the public.  Does



          15    everybody see that, where I'm referencing to?



          16              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Again, I -- I can't --



          17              MEMBER WRIGHT:  There's a footer at the bottom



          18    of the page, it says page ending number.



          19              MR. HUNTER:  This is what I have.



          20              MEMBER WRIGHT:  A footer at the very bottom of



          21    our docket.



          22              MR. HUNTER:  I've got a 00329.



          23              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Well, we've got 1,038 pages of



          24    your material all numbered sequentially.  Having --



          25    being on the same page would be very helpful.



                                                                      38























           1              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  Hold on.



           2              MEMBER FORD:  Jason, are you referring to --



           3    I -- I know where you're at.  You're on page six,



           4    resolution --



           5              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.



           6              MEMBER FORD:  -- number --



           7              MR. HUNTER:  22 --



           8              MEMBER FORD:  -- 22318.  That's --



           9              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.



          10              MEMBER FORD:  -- part of that 48-page packet



          11    he submitted initially.  That might not be a part of



          12    this last packet.  I'm --



          13              MEMBER WRIGHT:  It actually is part of the --



          14              MEMBER FORD:  Okay.



          15              MEMBER WRIGHT:  -- sequential numbering.



          16              MEMBER FORD:  Okay.



          17              MR. HUNTER:  I've got a copy of what went to



          18    the actual panels as part of this case.



          19              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  And we need -- and we need



          20    you to use -- follow that.



          21              MR. HUNTER:  All right.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Champagne, you indicated you



          23    knew where he is -- is on this.  What page number?



          24              MEMBER FORD:  I'm on my iPhone.  So --



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  But the evidence should
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           1    still tell you at the --



           2              MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.



           3              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- bottom what the page



           4    number is.



           5              MEMBER FORD:  It's 00329.



           6              MR. HUNTER:  That's -- that's what I just



           7    said, I believe.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I don't have a 00329.  My --



           9    my document starts with page 50.



          10              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I don't know if that's the



          12    first portion, but he's -- he's -- he's referring to



          13    the Code of Ethics, and I just need to know where it



          14    starts in this pile of material that I have.



          15              MEMBER FORD:  Why don't you go to the bottom



          16    of page 17.



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Page 17?



          18              MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.



          19              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  In this material



          20    here.



          21              MEMBER FORD:  (Indiscernible) page numbers.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Here.



          23              MEMBER FORD:  (Indiscernible) same copy



          24    (indiscernible).



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.
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           1              MR. HUNTER:  Okay, thank you.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We're with you now.



           3              MR. HUNTER:  And if you could look at number



           4    four, please.  And it begins with complaints from



           5    members.  And then I'll begin my question.



           6    BY MR. HUNTER:



           7         Q    Mr. Perry, are you familiar with what public



           8    comment is as part of the public meeting?



           9         A    Yes.



          10         Q    And could you explain to me who from the



          11    public can come up and speak during those -- those --



          12    those portions of the meeting?



          13         A    Anyone.



          14         Q    Okay.  So would an elected official be able



          15    to speak during public comment?



          16         A    Yes.



          17         Q    Would an employee be able to speak during



          18    public comment?



          19         A    Yes.



          20         Q    Okay.  So to -- to your knowledge, a member



          21    of the public is pretty much anyone who is here in, you



          22    know, in the United States, I don't even know if it's



          23    legally or illegally, but certainly legally, correct,



          24    could come up and speak during public comment?



          25         A    Anyone can speak during public comment.
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           1         Q    Could you read number four, please, from the



           2    complaint I just gave you, which is highlighted?



           3         A    Just the highlighted section?



           4         Q    Just the highlighted section, please.



           5         A    Complaints from members of the public



           6    regarding elected or appointed officials shall be



           7    submitted on the complaint form available from the city



           8    clerk.



           9         Q    Okay, thank you very much.  Now, to your



          10    knowledge, Sergio Diaz is a member of the public,



          11    correct?



          12         A    Yes.



          13         Q    Scott Barber is a member of the public?



          14         A    Yes.



          15         Q    Okay.  So would you tell me, once the



          16    investigator, and we're going to cover this later,



          17    decided that there was no hostile workforce claim, why



          18    staff wasn't told to file a -- an ethics complaint as



          19    they are members of the public?  Could you -- could you



          20    explain that, that reasoning?



          21         A    You're -- you're -- you're going to have to



          22    repeat the question.



          23         Q    Could -- could you -- now, if -- if -- if the



          24    folks who filed these complaints that led to this Davis



          25    and Soubirous investigations and the -- and the
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           1    Soubirous hearing are members of the public, why were



           2    they not directed by the council to file ethics



           3    complaints once it was initially determined that --



           4    that there was no hostile workforce environment



           5    existing?



           6         A    Well, I'm not trying to be difficult here,



           7    but I wouldn't be able to answer your question because



           8    it requires that I relay information or discussion that



           9    is protected from the disclosure of the city



          10    attorney-client closed session privilege.  I don't have



          11    the ability to waive that.  I -- I don't have the



          12    ability.  I think that requires the council --



          13         Q    Okay.



          14         A    -- counsel.



          15              MR. HUNTER:  I'd like to -- this is also in



          16    your evidence package, and it's -- it's entitled, Code



          17    of Ethics complaints.  It's a summary document of all



          18    Code of Ethics complaints from 2006 to



          19    20-and-maybe-even-15 as filed by the public.  If I



          20    could give that to Mr. Perry.  And trust me, I'm



          21    looking for the number that --



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Number 119.



          23              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  119, thank you.



          24    BY MR. HUNTER:



          25         Q    Could you read on page, I believe it's, two
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           1    or three, there's a -- there's a section on



           2    administration and -- or violation of section 407?



           3    Could you read the complaints to the -- to the ethics



           4    panel here?



           5         A    I'm not --



           6         Q    The part that's been --



           7         A    -- sure what you're asking.



           8         Q    The part that's been highlighted.



           9         A    Well, it says charter 407 -- 407,



          10    interference with administrative services.



          11              MR. HUNTER:  Does -- does -- does the ethics



          12    panel see that?  I believe it's on page two or three.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No.



          14    BY MR. HUNTER:



          15         Q    And the complaint -- and the complaint was



          16    filed by who, Councilman Perry?



          17         A    This was dated 8/30/2010 by Deborah Wong,



          18    Michael Dunn, and Mary Figueroa.



          19         Q    And -- and could you read the complaint --



          20    the -- the complaint with the date and the description



          21    of it for the complaint below that?



          22         A    9/27/10, (indiscernible) charter 407,



          23    interference with administrative services.



          24         Q    Okay.  So in the past, would you state that



          25    if there were complaints made against charter
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           1    violations or policy violations by members of the



           2    public, they were always referred to the ethics process



           3    to be adjudicated?



           4         A    That I don't know, I wasn't on the council



           5    then.



           6         Q    But there's certainly a record of it, of --



           7    of similar complaints filed by the public going to --



           8    through the ethics process, correct?



           9         A    Well, it says Code of Ethics complaint, but



          10    it doesn't say where it's going.



          11         Q    Well, but --



          12              MR. HUNTER:  And for the record, for the --



          13    for the -- and -- and we can go over this during



          14    evidence as well, that's the official summary from the



          15    city clerk of all Code of Ethics complaints since the



          16    inception of the policy.  So those are, in fact, Code



          17    of Ethics complaints.  Those are, in fact, 407



          18    violations that were alleged by members of the public,



          19    which were adjudicated through the Code of Ethics



          20    process, not a separate process.  Thank you.



          21              And I have one more thing to introduce to



          22    Councilman Perry, and then -- and then we'll be done



          23    with Councilman Perry.



          24    BY MR. HUNTER:



          25         Q    Councilman Perry, could you read the title of
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           1    that document?  And that's also been provided to you.



           2         A    It's a city -- it's a city council



           3    memorandum.



           4         Q    Yeah.  And -- and under the subject, could



           5    you read that?



           6         A    Hearing on investigation of complaints



           7    against Councilmember Mike Soubirous and administrative



           8    interference and harassment.



           9              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  And this was provided as



          10    part of my original complaint, all right?  So this



          11    would be in the original complaint package.  And I



          12    think it's also in the evidence package as well, but --



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Councilman Perry, is there a



          14    page -- excuse me -- a page number on the bottom of



          15    that?  Right at the very, very bottom.



          16              MEMBER PERRY:  No, no, there isn't.



          17              MR. HANSEN:  The documents presented for the



          18    witness to read from are not Bates stamped as they are



          19    in the packet.



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  They are -- they are in the



          21    packet?  Okay.



          22              MR. HUNTER:  If -- if I could, I think you can



          23    get this just verbally, and I'm just going to have him



          24    read verbatim from the document.



          25    BY MR. HUNTER:
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           1         Q    Could you read the -- the issue at hand on --



           2    on that document, please?



           3         A    The issue at hand?



           4         Q    Actually -- actually the date first, please,



           5    the date of the document.



           6         A    July 22nd, 2014.



           7         Q    And underneath the subject, it says the --



           8    the word issue.  Could you read the issue, please?



           9         A    The issue presented for city council



          10    consideration is whether to take any action as against



          11    Councilmember Mike Soubirous based upon the results of



          12    the investigation in response to a complaint to the



          13    administrative interference -- interference and



          14    harassment made by city manager and chief of police.



          15         Q    Okay.  And could you read under the



          16    recommendation by -- and -- and could you read who is



          17    the memo from, please?



          18         A    It's from Mayor William R. Bailey, III; Mayor



          19    Pro Tem Steven K. Adams, and incoming Mayor Pro Tem



          20    James Perry.



          21         Q    So -- so you participated in the actual



          22    production of this document, right?



          23         A    I signed this document.



          24         Q    Okay.  So could you read the -- the



          25    recommendation now to the city council on that date?
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           1         A    That the city council conduct a hearing to



           2    consider the results of the investigation of the



           3    complaints and any information submitted in response



           4    thereto by Councilman Soubirous and to take whatever



           5    action if -- if any that the city council deems



           6    appropriate.



           7         Q    Now, on July 22nd, 2014, Councilman Davis is



           8    on the record as saying that the council took a vote



           9    prior to coming into the meeting on the adjudication of



          10    this claim; is that correct?



          11         A    You'd have to show me some documentation of



          12    that.



          13         Q    Okay.  We -- and we'll get to that in the



          14    evidence later.



          15         A    Yeah.



          16         Q    Let's go to the very back of that -- that



          17    memo, the very last, right before fiscal impact where



          18    it says, after careful consideration.  And could you



          19    read that statement to me?  Second -- second page.



          20         A    Where on the second page?



          21         Q    On about halfway down it says, after careful



          22    consideration.



          23         A    And you want me to --



          24         Q    Just read verbatim, please.  Okay.



          25         A    And what do you want me to read verbatim?
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           1         Q    It says, after careful consideration and



           2    deliberation concerning these facts.



           3         A    And how far do you want me to read?



           4         Q    All the way down to the last bullet point,



           5    please.  It won't be that long.



           6         A    After consideration -- after careful



           7    consideration deliberation concerning -- concerning the



           8    facts, conclusions, and recommendations set forth in



           9    the report as well as consideration of any information



          10    and/or response provided by Councilmember Soubirous,



          11    the city council may consider any of the following in



          12    response thereto:  Take no action, public censure,



          13    removal from committee chairmanship, removal from



          14    standing committee assignments, removal from mayor pro



          15    tem rotation, removal from regional organization



          16    assignments, referral to Riverside County district



          17    attorney's office for investigation as to whether or



          18    not a crime has been committed for violation of charter



          19    section 407.



          20         Q    Okay.  And to your knowledge, what authority



          21    did the council to -- have to take those disciplinary



          22    actions under Councilman Soubirous?



          23         A    We didn't take any action.



          24         Q    But you're -- you're recommending it here.



          25    It's part of your report.  It's --
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           1         A    It --



           2         Q    -- actions that you -- you -- it says here



           3    the city council may consider any of the following in



           4    response to.  So you may not have taken action, but you



           5    were deliberating taking action; is that correct?



           6         A    There was no deliberation on taking action.



           7         Q    We've all seen the -- the video.



           8         A    I -- I understand it, there was -- there was



           9    a hearing, but as far as any of these actions, none of



          10    these were discussed.



          11         Q    But as part -- as part of the record for the



          12    hearing is of course this memo.  So whether or not you



          13    verbally discussed it doesn't mean you weren't



          14    considering it.  The memo specifically states, city



          15    council may consider any of the following in response



          16    thereto, correct?



          17         A    These are proposed considerations.



          18         Q    Okay.  So you're proposing disciplinary



          19    action against Councilman Soubirous.  Once again, based



          20    upon what authority did you make these recommendations?



          21         A    We didn't.



          22         Q    Okay.  So there was no authority.



          23         A    No.



          24         Q    I just --



          25         A    Repeat -- repeat your question one more time.
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           1         Q    Was there any authority to take these actions



           2    under any existing council-approved document?



           3         A    It would have required action by the council



           4    at the end of that hearing.  No action was taken.



           5         Q    Okay.  So there was no authority.  Now



           6    secondly, was there any authority or did you previously



           7    deliberate in open session the process by which you



           8    would come to perhaps imposing these disciplinary



           9    actions?



          10         A    In open session?



          11         Q    Yes.



          12         A    No.



          13         Q    So we create -- so are -- are you saying you



          14    created this process as you kind of went along?



          15         A    I didn't create it, no.



          16         Q    Or did you -- did you participate -- did you



          17    participate in the creation of this process to



          18    investigate and -- and try Councilman Soubirous and



          19    then investigate Councilman Davis?



          20         A    Once again your asking for attorney-client



          21    privilege -- privilege information.  I don't have the



          22    authority to waive that.



          23         Q    Well, you did vote.  You already admitted



          24    that you voted on it.



          25         A    There was a vote taken that day, yes.
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           1         Q    So I guess we can assume that you voted on



           2    some sort of information as to the investigation and



           3    then the trial of Councilman Soubirous and the



           4    investigation of Councilman Davis, correct?



           5         A    There was a hearing for Councilman Soubirous.



           6         Q    Okay.



           7              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You have approximately



           8    22 minutes left of the --



           9              MR. HUNTER:  Sure.



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- 45 --



          11    BY MR. HUNTER:



          12         Q    So --



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- minutes allocated.



          14              MR. HUNTER:  Okay.  So let's -- let's -- let's



          15    continue with this.



          16    BY MR. HUNTER:



          17         Q    So these actions that you have proposed here



          18    along with Mayor William Bailey and Mayor Steve -- or



          19    Mayor Pro Tem Steve Adams, these actions, were these --



          20    these were things that you proposed personally along



          21    with the other two, or was it a full council decision?



          22    It looks like your -- just your name is on it, so would



          23    you say that the three of you collaborated in producing



          24    these actions that you were going to take against



          25    Mr. -- Mr. Soubirous?
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           1         A    We took no plan to take action against



           2    anyone.



           3         Q    Uh-huh.



           4         A    These were -- depending on how -- how that



           5    hearing would transpire, these would be -- these are



           6    proposed actions that could be taken.



           7         Q    And -- and so you --



           8         A    No action was taken.



           9         Q    And just to reiterate for the -- for the



          10    ethics panel again, from what authority did you draw



          11    those proposed disciplinary actions?  There must be



          12    some authority for you to -- if you are going to impose



          13    discipline, you must have some authority to impose



          14    discipline, correct?



          15         A    Based on a vote of the entire city council,



          16    that did not happen.



          17         Q    Okay.  So let me -- I -- could you restate



          18    that one more time, Councilmember Perry?



          19         A    We took no action against Councilmember



          20    Soubirous.



          21         Q    But you certainly proposed a process and then



          22    discipline -- discipline.



          23         A    This is a proposed process.



          24         Q    Okay.  So you proposed a process, and you



          25    proposed disciplinary actions.  You have yet to
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           1    provide, I assume there is none, that's why we have yet



           2    to see it --



           3         A    And once again there was no disciplinary



           4    action taken.



           5         Q    But you --



           6         A    This isn't recommending a disciplinary



           7    action.  It is proposed.



           8         Q    Did you hold a hearing of Councilman



           9    Soubirous?



          10         A    Yes.



          11         Q    Under what authority did the council have to



          12    set a hearing for Councilman Soubirous?



          13         A    It was based on complaints that we had



          14    received.  And once again I wouldn't be able to -- be



          15    able to answer your question because it requires



          16    information that I relay -- or discussion that is



          17    protected by -- by a disclosure of an attorney -- an



          18    attorney-client closed session privilege.



          19         Q    Do you -- do you remember to the best of your



          20    recollection whether a hostile workforce environment



          21    was ever substantiated in the case of Councilman Davis



          22    or Councilman Soubirous?



          23         A    No.



          24         Q    Okay.



          25         A    And we're -- and we're getting into two
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           1    different -- I thought we were focusing on one, not the



           2    other.  I --



           3         Q    Sure.  And we're --



           4         A    -- (indiscernible) here.



           5         Q    -- going to come right back to it in a



           6    second.  There was a reason for the question.  So that



           7    left the only allegations to be adjudicated whether or



           8    not charter violations occurred or -- or even in the



           9    case of Councilman Soubirous, I believe there were



          10    Brown Act violations as well, correct?



          11         A    There was a hearing based on the totality of



          12    the circumstances.  That hearing took place, and no



          13    action was taken.



          14         Q    And we just read from a document that states



          15    from the past, members of the public who brought



          16    charter violations or even, you know, violations of



          17    state law, consistently a hundred percent of the -- the



          18    cases under the -- were brought under the -- the ethics



          19    code and adjudicated by the ethics adjudicating body,



          20    correct?



          21         A    I didn't look at all of them to be honest



          22    with you.



          23              MR. HUNTER:  Well, for -- for the record, and



          24    I guess this will be part of the evidence as well, that



          25    is a complete totality of all ethics complaints brought
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           1    by the public citing administrative interference or



           2    other charter violations -- violations.



           3              Thank you, Mr. Perry.  That will be all.



           4              And -- and, Mr. Hansen, if I could have my



           5    documents back, please.



           6              So during this -- this part of the hearing,



           7    I'd like to introduce, start introducing my evidence if



           8    I could, please.  And I admit it's going to be a little



           9    bit difficult because I -- I wasn't totally -- I think



          10    I -- I -- I may have different documents with -- with



          11    numbers on the bottom of them than -- than you do,



          12    which is kind of unfortunate.  If I have similar



          13    documents, I'll try to -- to read them into the record



          14    for you.



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you have the packet that



          16    was submitted to us?



          17              MR. HUNTER:  Yes, I do.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That's the one we need for



          19    you to refer to whenever possible.



          20              MR. HUNTER:  So I'd first like to read into



          21    the record or at least address for the record the



          22    transcript of the Riverside city council meeting



          23    July 22nd, 2014.  Is it page 883, I hope.



          24              MEMBER FORD:  Uh-huh.



          25              MR. HANSEN:  Yeah.
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           1              MR. HUNTER:  Is that -- that correct?



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  That is correct.  It



           3    actually begins on page 884.



           4              MR. HUNTER:  Thank you.



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You've highlighted some



           6    portions of that.



           7              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.  I'd like to start off with



           8    page -- to page 885, please.  And I'd like to read a



           9    few -- and I'll -- and as I go through the sections, I



          10    believe they're all highlighted for you anyway, I



          11    believe, so as I go through them, I'm going to provide



          12    the relevance of these different sections and why I've



          13    highlighted for them.



          14              All right.  So the first thing it says, the



          15    intent of this meeting is to ensure transparency within



          16    city government and afford all parties the rights and



          17    fair treatment they deserve -- deserve resulting in



          18    accountability for all parties.  I thought that -- for



          19    all parties involved.  I thought that was relevant,



          20    because how can you ensure transparency in city



          21    governments if you're not revealing to the public, as



          22    part of the minutes I just discussed with Councilman



          23    Perry, that you're taking votes to conduct



          24    investigations and appropriate -- and appropriate --



          25    not just to conduct the investigation, but appropriate
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           1    city money towards those investigations violating -- in



           2    violating the Brown Act.  I just, I find that to be



           3    kind of ironic.



           4              The next statement says, upon receiving a



           5    hostile work environment complaint, evidence of a



           6    potential violation of the city charter for



           7    administrative interference, the mayor and mayor pro



           8    tem called the closed session to review the evidence



           9    and expose -- exposure to -- to litigation.  This



          10    closed session led the city council unanimously with



          11    counsel, and I believe that's counsel as in, not city



          12    council, but actually advisement of a lawyer,



          13    authorizing the mayor pro tem to hire an investigative



          14    reporter as required by state and -- law and city



          15    policy.



          16              Now, once again we have an admission by the



          17    mayor of our city that a vote took place.  And -- and



          18    we can prove that it was on April 1st, with -- with



          19    subject to evidence -- evidence, that was never



          20    recorded in the minutes that Mr. Perry, Councilman



          21    Perry approved, okay?  Now, councilman -- now Mayor



          22    Bailey of course is correct that the city did have a



          23    duty to review a complaint about hostile workforce



          24    environment, but he is absolutely leading everyone on



          25    into saying that it would then roll over into
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           1    investigating all complaints, which would be a



           2    complaint into administrative interference or Brown Act



           3    violations.



           4              That would have been done through a separate



           5    process.  The process would have been bifurcated if it



           6    had been anyone in the city besides a few of the



           7    bureaucrats.  Everyone else would have had to go



           8    through the Code of Ethics to launch their complaint.



           9    And we know that because we've seen a comprehensive



          10    list from the city clerk showing the exact same



          11    complaint being made in the past, and it was directed



          12    to the Code of Ethics.



          13              Okay.  So what Mayor Bailey is saying there



          14    is giving -- is kind of -- is bedeviling to some extent



          15    because he tends to misdirect and say we had to



          16    investigate all claims.  That is not -- absolutely



          17    positively untrue.  Only the hostile workforce



          18    environment -- environment, which was quickly dismissed



          19    by the investigator needing to be investigated.



          20              Okay.  So if we go to page 886, we are here



          21    today to review the findings of the investigation



          22    reported by Mr. Gumport, listen to response by



          23    Councilman Soubirous, encourage the public to comment,



          24    allow the council to ask questions, discuss,



          25    deliberate, and take -- take action if so desired,
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           1    okay?



           2              Now, no action was taken, that is correct,



           3    but certainly it was on the table to take action for



           4    which I keep coming back to, where was the authority



           5    for the city council to take such actions, to which I



           6    cannot find any.  Mr. Perry has not presented any.  It



           7    is not a burden incumbent upon me to present -- to



           8    provide proof of a negative.  It's impossible.  It



           9    would be incumbent upon the defendant to prove where



          10    the authority came from.



          11              Once again, when you deliberate as part of an



          12    ethics body, you make the rules first, and then you



          13    adjudicate the process.  And why do you do that?  You



          14    do that because you make -- need to make sure that no



          15    one's due process is violated by making up a new



          16    procedure every time depending on who's the defendant



          17    and who's the complainant.  That ensures fairness in



          18    the process.  And fairness in the process is part of



          19    the process, okay?



          20              So Mr. Soubirous's rights to due process were



          21    violated.  In fact, I think when we read the closed



          22    session, the reports out of closed session as part of



          23    the settlements with Councilman Soubirous, the -- it --



          24    it -- the city attorney states that councilman -- that



          25    Councilman Soubirous's due process rights



                                                                      60























           1    unfortunately, you know, may have been compromised,



           2    okay?  So that's very relevant.



           3              And you see the next line down they even say,



           4    nor will there be cross-examination, a



           5    cross-examination of witnesses.  Why is that important?



           6    Well, Councilman Soubirous, as Councilman Davis will



           7    point out later in this complaint or -- or in this --



           8    this hearing minutes, was not just accused of, you



           9    know, you can say administrative -- you know,



          10    interference and administrative -- administrative



          11    service or whatever you want to hear or even maybe



          12    potentially violating the Brown Act; those are



          13    misdemeanors under our charter and state law.  Those



          14    will be prosecuted with -- with -- with enough evidence



          15    by the district attorney.



          16              So why would he not be afforded the right to



          17    cross-examine witnesses that were brought before him at



          18    his -- at his show trial, at his -- it's -- it's



          19    absolutely absurd.



          20              Okay.  I'd like to go to the next sentence



          21    of -- or paragraph down where it says, first off to



          22    where it is the intent and desire of this city council



          23    to conduct its business in an orderly and a fair manner



          24    in whereas there are certain basic rights of due



          25    process and opportunity to address equity -- issues
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           1    with equity, fairness, and equal protection of the law.



           2    I think I just addressed that, is that there was no due



           3    process afforded Councilman Soubirous here.



           4              And why -- why is that?  Because the council



           5    created this process, as Mr. Perry cannot once again



           6    provide any documentation that there was any process



           7    that was created beforehand to run one of these show



           8    trials.  It was created out of thin air.  That, in



           9    itself, violated Councilman Soubirous's rights to due



          10    process, because if you were allowed to do that, you



          11    could create different rules for every single case



          12    brought before you.



          13              Okay.  Now, let's go to page 888, please.  It



          14    says and highlighted, the mayor and city council shall



          15    publicly share substantive information which they may



          16    have received from sources outside the public



          17    decision-making process that is relevant to a matter



          18    under consideration by the city council.  Okay.  This



          19    is I believe once again Mr. -- Mayor Bailey talking



          20    about they're required to share information when you're



          21    making a decision-making process, but for some reason,



          22    Councilman Perry, as part of his defense, would have



          23    you believe that the process by which they created this



          24    kangaroo court and hired an investigator did not have



          25    to be shared with the public.
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           1              And if you think about it -- I always say,



           2    sometimes the proof is in the pudding, okay?  The fact



           3    that there was an actual hearing with all the documents



           4    that was part of the investigation done in open session



           5    per se disqualifies it as ever having been allowed to



           6    have been discussed in closed session, right?



           7              So what -- what is Mr. Perry's defense?



           8    Mr. Perry's defense is, well, you know, there was



           9    potential litigation here.  Well, wait a second.  Was



          10    there less potential litigation once all those



          11    documents were presented to the public as part of a



          12    show trial?  Well, of course there was more.  So how



          13    were -- were the discussions ever held in closed



          14    session as to the process to begin with?



          15              Since when, under the Brown Act, can you



          16    discuss a process as to how you bring forth an



          17    investigation in a hearing of councilmembers.



          18    Councilmembers under the Brown Act are not considered



          19    employees.  They have no private interest -- privacy



          20    interest under the Brown Act, okay?



          21              And going forward here I'd like to get to, I



          22    think this is really the real meat of the issue here,



          23    let's get into Councilman Davis's statements, because I



          24    think Councilman Davis does an excellent job of really



          25    discussing all of the problems of what happened on
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           1    July -- in July 20th -- July 22nd, 2014, and all dates



           2    there beforehand.



           3              Councilman Davis, on page 891, I have to make



           4    a disclosure with violation of the law and ask for



           5    information for that violation of the law and then



           6    unfortunately charge every member of this council in a



           7    violation of the Brown Act.  This is an elected



           8    representative of the people.  And if we can't get



           9    access to those records, we need to subpoena Councilman



          10    Davis and Councilman Soubirous, but particularly



          11    Councilman Davis.



          12              Under the State of California laws, under the



          13    Brown Act, the Ralph M. Brown Act, further on page 892,



          14    I cannot participate in this because it would be a



          15    violation of law, sir.  Further on page 893, I call for



          16    a vote of the council of whether or not I can speak



          17    that we did, in fact, violate the Brown Act when we did



          18    it and how we did it before we proceed.  This is



          19    allowed under our emergency clause.



          20              To which point, Mayor Bailey and we'll



          21    discuss mayor -- Mayor Bailey's adjudication says,



          22    we're going to recess the meeting if that's -- if



          23    that's what you want to do.  That's on page 894.  This



          24    is even after Councilman Melendrez says, I will second



          25    that motion to recess the meeting, obviously getting
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           1    very uncomfortable as to what the -- how the



           2    proceedings were -- were going down.



           3              Councilman Melendrez says on page 895, I



           4    think there are a lot of important issues that we need



           5    to discuss before we proceed.  So what Councilman



           6    Melendrez is saying there is, we need to put together a



           7    process before we continue with this investigation and



           8    this hearing, okay?  It's precisely what he's saying.



           9              Let's skip over to page 897.  Mayor Bailey at



          10    the very bottom of the -- the page.  He says, Mark



          11    Meyerhoff, our special counsel, who will further



          12    explain the duty to investigate and answer your



          13    question as to why we are here today; Leonard Gumport,



          14    who will present the summary of the findings;



          15    Councilman Soubirous will then provide -- be provided



          16    an opportunity to respond.  So that's giving you the



          17    process.  Once again to which I say, where was the



          18    authority or when was the process ever created if it



          19    wasn't created in closed session, which we for some



          20    reason are not being given access to.



          21              Okay.  So Mr. Meyerhoff goes on to say,



          22    claims of -- at the very bottom of the page on 898,



          23    claims of hostile workforce environment under



          24    California government code as part of the Fair



          25    Employment Housing Act, section 12940 of the government
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           1    code, employers, including the city, are required to



           2    conduct fair, prompt, and thorough investigations in



           3    claims of hostile work environment, okay?  And that's



           4    true.



           5              The investigator also reviewed allegations



           6    that the city charter was violated specifically under



           7    section 407.  The council is here today to publicly --



           8    publicly deliberate on the issue and whether any action



           9    should be taken as a part of this investigation.  So



          10    Mr. Meyerhoff knew precisely what was supposed to



          11    happen that day, okay, go through the process and then



          12    perhaps take an action.  Because no action was taken



          13    does not mean that it could not have been taken.



          14              The conclusion I reached on page 900, the



          15    conclusion I reached basically as to all of the



          16    allegations is that it would be undue speculation that



          17    Councilman Soubirous had committed any of the



          18    violations that were alleged against him.  Okay.  That



          19    summarizes the entire -- and that's probably as much of



          20    the investigation, itself, that I want to go into.



          21              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You've been at this



          23    approximately 40 minutes.  How much more time do you



          24    think you need?



          25              MR. HUNTER:  Probably 30 minutes.
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           1              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Does the hearing panel wish



           2    to grant Mr. Hunter an additional 30 minutes?



           3              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, please vote.



           5              MEMBER FORD:  I would like to know, do you



           6    plan on going through this transcript for the next



           7    30 minutes, or do you feel like there's pertinent



           8    information or pieces that you need to kind of connect?



           9              MR. HUNTER:  My -- my -- my strategy is to



          10    just, I'm going to go through the relevant.  And it's



          11    only what's highlighted.  I'm not going to go



          12    through -- a giant portion of this transcript is not



          13    highlighted, yeah.



          14              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I requested -- my -- my



          15    question was, how much time do you need to conclude



          16    your evidence.



          17              MR. HUNTER:  Thirty minutes.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Does that help, Champagne?



          19    Okay.



          20              MEMBER FORD:  And it's going to be 30 minutes



          21    of this transcript?



          22              MR. HUNTER:  No.



          23              MEMBER FORD:  No?



          24              MR. HUNTER:  No.



          25              MEMBER FORD:  No.
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           1              MR. HUNTER:  It will be this transcript and



           2    then tying it back to the other evidence I've already



           3    presented.  And -- and -- and basically backing up



           4    Councilman Davis's statements with actual documents



           5    that prove what he's saying is indeed correct.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Please vote.



           7              MS. NICOL:  The voting machine was set up



           8    incorrectly, so I apologize, but I'm going to clear the



           9    vote and ask you to vote one more time.



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Has everybody voted?



          11    Mr. Nelson.



          12              MS. NICOL:  Member Nelson.  Motion carries



          13    with (indiscernible).



          14              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Motion carries.  You have



          15    30 minutes.  It is now 10:23, that means 10:53 if I add



          16    correctly.  So you may begin.



          17              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.  Let's skip forward for the



          18    sake of brevity here.  Let's go to much further on in



          19    the meeting.  Because at that point in time I believe



          20    the investigator actually goes into the allegations,



          21    and -- and that is not as important to me.  I'm more



          22    interested in the process.



          23              So let's go to page 913 of the transcript,



          24    please.  And I'll read, there were four kinds of



          25    allegations alleged.  This is towards the bottom of the
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           1    page.  One allegation was that it appeared that there



           2    had been a Brown Act violation.  Now, the Brown Act



           3    requires that generally the council conduct its



           4    business publicly as a group and that they not have



           5    secret votes on various matters.  Boy, that's kind of



           6    telling; isn't it?



           7              This is the -- the city's investigator



           8    telling the council they cannot have secret votes on



           9    various matters, but yet I've already provided evidence



          10    in the form of audio -- audio and also as part of



          11    testimony that secret votes absolutely positively took



          12    place on April 1st and April 22nd to conduct



          13    investigations into councilmen that were never reported



          14    out of the closed session.  So if you have any



          15    questions as to whether that violates the law, I think



          16    Mr. Gumport just answered that for you.



          17              Now, and since there is definitely no public



          18    record of any vote being taken through February 14th on



          19    the -- on the issue of armed guards, there may have



          20    been a Brown Act violation.  And all he's saying is



          21    that -- I guess this goes to the merits of -- of -- of



          22    -- of the investigation, is that you needed a -- there



          23    has to be a public record of every vote taken, whether



          24    it's open or closed.



          25              Okay.  And his disposition on that was later
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           1    on the page, it says, there's been no secret vote that



           2    I could see and therefore no Brown Act violations.



           3    Now, of course the reverse of that would be, if there



           4    were secret votes, those would be Brown Act violations.



           5              All right.  Secondly, I've already discussed



           6    the 407 alleged violation.  That's -- that's to the



           7    merits of the claim once again.  It's just speculation.



           8    There was an allegation that there had been ethics



           9    violations as well on these grounds.  And therefore my



          10    conclusion was that there's no likely ethics



          11    violations.



          12              So I ask you, why is an investigator being



          13    hired by the council to review whether ethics



          14    violations occurred when that is the sole job under our



          15    -- our city council of the ethics adjudicating bodies.



          16    If that isn't an admission that they bypassed the



          17    process, itself, I don't know what would be.



          18              So the claim was made that there was a



          19    hostile work environment later on the page.  The



          20    harassment or hostility has to be based on race,



          21    religion, something like that.  Under the technical



          22    requirements of the city's and the state's



          23    anti-harassment laws, there was no hostile work



          24    environment.



          25              And if you went into -- this is the only time
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           1    maybe I'll delve into some of the -- the aspects of the



           2    claim, but if you go into any of that part of the



           3    investigation, you'll never see in any of the evidence



           4    that was presented before you, any claim against Davis



           5    or Soubirous that would be substantiated as a hostile



           6    workforce environment, because nobody ever says, hey,



           7    you discriminated against me because I'm a man or



           8    because I'm white or because I'm Catholic, okay?



           9              So the -- the investigator is telling you,



          10    well, that was -- and that was the only requirement to



          11    investigate, was just that one little section.  And if



          12    I had been allowed to subpoena, and what I could



          13    subpoena for you is an actual, another claim that I



          14    made against the city, it's very relevant, back in



          15    2012, I believe, where I made allegations of --



          16    whistleblower allegations against the city, and the



          17    city pigeonholed me into signing -- basically



          18    completing a form for a hostile workforce environment,



          19    to which I said, I don't have a hostile workforce



          20    environment here, but I can't get a copy of that report



          21    because I need to -- to be subpoenaed.  The city, you



          22    know, the city will not give it to me, okay?



          23              And you'd see that once they coerced me,



          24    (indiscernible) into filling out this nonsensical form



          25    in order to get them to complete any investigation,
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           1    they went and basically conducted a hostile workforce



           2    environment investigation asking people, well, does



           3    Jason discriminate against because he was white or he's



           4    male or because he's, you know -- you know, this, that,



           5    or the other, all these protected classes; and they



           6    never investigated any of my claims towards



           7    retaliation -- retaliation and harassment.  They only



           8    investigated the claims as to hostile workforce



           9    environment.



          10              So why is it that when I made my complaints,



          11    they dropped all investigation once it went beyond the



          12    hostile workforce environment?  And you could see that



          13    if we could subpoena that shall that report which is



          14    being held secret from the city, but when Scott Barber,



          15    the city manager, or Sergio Diaz or any of the



          16    protected few make the same exact complaints, okay,



          17    hostile workforce environment and then interference --



          18    interference with either the charter or -- or the



          19    policies, they get a completely different outcome and



          20    investigation.  That's bologna.



          21              Okay.  So let's continue with the



          22    transcripts.  And let's get on to page 924.  And this,



          23    I believe, is Councilman Davis -- oh, sorry, sorry,



          24    this is Councilman Soubirous.  And he says, I do want



          25    to say that I believe this is nothing but an attempt by
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           1    you, Mr. Bailey, to smear me, my reputation, my voice



           2    as a councilmember representing the people of my ward



           3    in greater Riverside.  You know that I'm up for



           4    reelection in June of 2015, and everything -- and



           5    you're doing everything in your power to discredit me



           6    and make me look bad to the public.



           7              You've spent thousands of tax -- taxpayer



           8    dollars to do this.  I did not request this hearing.



           9    Why would I request it when the vote has already been



          10    taken from what I've been told?  This goes back to the



          11    vote that was taken right before they stepped into



          12    those chambers that was never reported in the minutes



          13    that already decided that Councilman Soubirous was not



          14    guilty or going to be sustained on any of the



          15    violation.



          16              And Councilman Soubirous rightly asks, what



          17    source of authority are we following regarding the



          18    terms and conditions set forth in my participation and



          19    limitations imposed upon me in this hearing?  I cannot



          20    ask clarifying questions.  I cannot bring witnesses.  I



          21    can't present evidence.  I'm not entitled to due



          22    process.  How is this a fair hearing or trial?  There's



          23    no lawful base -- basis for this hearing, no authority,



          24    authority under the city's charter, rules of procedure,



          25    order of business, not even under the Code of Ethics,
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           1    which we've failed to follow that procedure.



           2              Okay.  This is a city councilman, elected



           3    representative of the people, making the same



           4    allegations I'm making before you today, okay, whom the



           5    city settled with monetarily and issued him a public



           6    apology.  This investigation and subsequent -- this is



           7    on the next page, 926 -- is in direct conflict with



           8    city charter chapter 202, which is the Code of Ethics



           9    and Conduct.  Our city's Code of Ethics and Conduct



          10    statement, it's the mechanism for all council conduct.



          11              So what's the source of authority to conduct



          12    this hearing?  What source of authority did you follow



          13    to conduct secret meetings to plot, plan, and execute



          14    this investigation?  Well, he's talking about what



          15    happened in closed session.  Well, why didn't the city



          16    charge him with discussing things that you can?  The



          17    city could have said, like, Mr. Soubirous, why are you



          18    talking about things that happened in closed session,



          19    we're going to take you to court and sue you; but they



          20    didn't, did they?  In fact, they settled with him



          21    instead, okay?



          22              If you discuss confidential information



          23    outside of closed session, which is what Mr. Perry



          24    is -- is -- is claiming the privilege on here, then you



          25    can be sued in a court of law, but that action never
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           1    took place.  What is the authority -- and this is --



           2    Councilman Soubirous is ex law enforcement.  Who would



           3    know due protection processes better than an ex



           4    California Highway Patrolman who was at, who did -- who



           5    served I think a 30-year career.



           6              What is the source of authority to prevent me



           7    from cross-examining, questioning evidence, bringing



           8    witness, and a censure violating my due process right?



           9    What charter or chapter or source of authority.  This



          10    is -- this is kind of repetitive.  I cannot find it



          11    under charter where any of the councilmembers can sit



          12    in judgment of me.



          13              Now, this goes to, and let me -- we'll



          14    discuss this, here we go, you denied me of my basic



          15    rights granted to me like any other citizen in this



          16    country and noncitizens, it's guaranteed me -- to me by



          17    the Constitution of the United States.  I swore down



          18    here to uphold the Constitution of the United States in



          19    the State of California, and I've done it.



          20              My crime so far is I've been doing my job.



          21    This is nothing more than a political witch hunt



          22    orchestrated my our mayor in collusion with willing



          23    staff, all while spending taxpayer money to achieve



          24    their own agenda.  I am truly disappointed in you, sir,



          25    in that you would sanction such -- such a process.  So
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           1    he's saying once again you've created an illegitimate



           2    process out of thin air.



           3              And we'll discuss the next page when the



           4    mayor is in here.  I guess we can skip that for now.



           5    Let's go to page 929.  It goes to motive.  You have



           6    used taxpayer dollars to fund your desire to remove me



           7    from the seat, you have been the driving force to push



           8    this investigation from the start, use city staff, use



           9    city -- city resources, public funds to accomplish your



          10    goal.



          11              That's given a very clear word in the



          12    California Code of Civil Procedure, that's



          13    misappropriation of public funds, all right?  Once



          14    again, I don't know how that wouldn't violate our Code



          15    of Ethics if Mr. Soubirous's allegations are correct.



          16              Sir, you are killing my ability to rightfully



          17    hold any staff accountable, which is my obligation as a



          18    policymaker and as a city councilmember.  You have



          19    failed the people of the city and you have failed to



          20    follow the charter -- city charter or ethics and



          21    conduct code and our order of rules and business.



          22              Now, he's directing -- directing that to the



          23    mayor, but I think rightfully so he could be addressing



          24    it to everyone on that council at that point in time



          25    who allowed this matter to go forward and -- and -- and
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           1    did not speak up against it.



           2              I don't need to go too much more into motive,



           3    so let's go to -- let's go to page 932.  You



           4    orchestrated a wonderful plan, secret meetings, closed



           5    session all in violation of the State's Brown Act.  Now



           6    we've heard Councilman Davis state that already, now



           7    we've got councilman on the record -- Soubirous on the



           8    record stating that as well.  But that's two-sevenths



           9    of the council with Councilman Melendrez also on the



          10    record by this point in time with being incredibly



          11    uncomfortable with how the process has proceeded to



          12    that point -- point in time.



          13              This is something that happened that you



          14    didn't plan for, that silly little councilman would be



          15    investigated behind -- behind closed doors all out of



          16    public view.  He made a public statement that he was



          17    being investigated.  Suddenly the secret meetings



          18    slowed down, the reports began to -- to see the light



          19    of day and the people investigating the investigation



          20    became known.



          21              So what Mr. Soubirous is saying there is that



          22    if he hadn't leaked this information to the Press



          23    Enterprise and caused a general, you know, buzz in the



          24    community that the council would have continued to try



          25    to try this like they did previously with Councilman
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           1    Davis in 2012 with the fire truck incident in secret



           2    until they had reached their deliberation and



           3    sanctioned him all being done in secret.



           4              And what Councilman Soubirous is saying is by



           5    releasing the information to the press, he forced the



           6    city to admit we weren't complying with the Brown Act



           7    and now we've got to have an open public meeting, and



           8    that's why it occurred.  In my opinion that's the only



           9    reason it occurred.  It occurred because they were



          10    outed as having been doing something totally illegal,



          11    and now the press was on it.



          12              Page 933, this is about the process.  This is



          13    Councilman Soubirous saying, am I ever going to get a



          14    copy of this report?  Nope.  Am I ever going to find



          15    out who filed this claim against me, these four people?



          16    Nope.  Does that sound like due process?  Okay.



          17              Next page.  So if I had to keep this -- this



          18    behind closed doors because it was private that I would



          19    never ever, ever know how -- ever get to know who and



          20    have a copy of the report, how did it become public?



          21    This is where I say the proof is in the pudding.  Once



          22    it became public, it never -- it proves it never should



          23    have been discussed behind closed doors, okay?



          24              And if it could be made public, then why did



          25    we do this behind closed doors?  You can't have it both
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           1    ways.  It doesn't work.  Councilman Soubirous



           2    understands that logic, okay?



           3              Now back into page 936, don't use the city's



           4    money and resources to do it, that's a crime.  And



           5    don't violate the Brown Act by having closed door



           6    sessions on something that we should -- should have



           7    been doing out in front of the open in front of the



           8    public.  Our city charter says so.  It says at all



           9    cases and all times err on the side of openness and



          10    transparency.



          11              Do you recall that after the third closed



          12    session of deliberating about my guilt or innocence --



          13    third closed session of deliberations.



          14              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You have eight minutes



          15    remaining in your 30.



          16              MR. HUNTER:  I said, well -- oh, what was it,



          17    I can't tell you.  You have to wait until we announce



          18    it at our meeting.  I was never told there was going to



          19    be a hearing or trial (indiscernible).



          20              Mayor Bailey, page 938, that was the will of



          21    the council to conduct closed sessions to vote in the



          22    closed session to bring this to a public hearing and it



          23    was the unanimous vote to bring this to a public



          24    hearing for transparency purposes.  Bologna, okay?



          25    That's just an excuse.  There was -- it was brought to
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           1    a public hearing because they were forced by the Press



           2    Enterprise to release the reports of the investigation.



           3              Mr. Davis goes on, I think.  And a lot of



           4    that and hopefully you read the -- the highlighted



           5    parts.  I don't have a lot of time.  A lot of this is



           6    repetitive, so I don't want to beat a horse to death,



           7    okay?  He goes on to state the exact same things



           8    Councilman Soubirous just said again and again and



           9    again.  He talks about that we only follow the rules



          10    when it's convenient to do so.



          11              So let's get back -- you know, I don't even



          12    know if I have to go in -- I think I've -- I've --



          13    I've -- I've gone into the -- the great gist of the --



          14    the transcript.  And I think I've explained what the



          15    motive is.  I think we'll go to -- well, what -- what



          16    were the end results?  And the end results were in the



          17    minutes of the council discussing the outcome of --



          18    now, as part of the evidence, after evidence do I get a



          19    closing statement just for point of order?



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You still have six minutes



          21    remaining on that portion of your --



          22              MR. HUNTER:  And do I get a closing statement?



          23    I can't remember.  I do actually.



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, you get a closing



          25    statement, and you have six minutes of your
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           1    remaining -- of your 15.



           2              MR. HUNTER:  So I'd like to go into the -- the



           3    actual what was said by the -- by the city.



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  You right now have five and



           5    a half minutes to conclude your evidence.



           6              MR. HUNTER:  I'm looking for the -- the actual



           7    minutes, the city council meetings.  I'm sorry, I've



           8    got a lot of papers up here.  Oh, here we go.  On



           9    February 3rd, 2016, on Councilman Soubirous.  The



          10    council minutes, and I don't have time to really --



          11    to -- to get the number.  I don't have a number.  This



          12    is in once again the package I got from Councilman --



          13    Councilman -- from Councilman Perry, himself, okay,



          14    it's his defense.



          15              He includes those minutes and it says, city



          16    attorney Geuss reported that in closed session the city



          17    council approved by a vote of six in favor and none



          18    opposed with the Councilmember Bernard absent, the



          19    request of Councilman Soubirous for reimbursement of



          20    attorney fees related to an investigation of him, and



          21    further the city council makes the following statement:



          22    We regret the actions taken with regard to the



          23    investigation of Councilman Mike Soubirous.



          24              That includes the process of discussing the



          25    matter in closed session yet hearing the matter



                                                                      81























           1    publicly, denying the councilmember a right to rebut



           2    the witnesses.  We regret any damages to Councilman



           3    Soubirous's reputation and sincerely hope this -- this



           4    can move the council forward in the spirit of



           5    cooperation, okay?



           6              And that's to Councilman Soubirous.



           7    Councilman Davis has a very similar thing that was read



           8    at the council meeting where he was, I believe $40,000



           9    he was awarded where it says, the City of Riverside and



          10    the city council will publicly acknowledge that no



          11    charges were ever filed or brought against Councilman



          12    Davis with regard to the offense of 2014.  The city



          13    council regrets these events took place and hopes to



          14    put them behind us and move forward in the spirit of



          15    cooperation.



          16              If that's not an admission that something



          17    seriously, seriously failed here, I don't know what



          18    would be.  And so if I had additional time, we'd go



          19    into -- and I guess you can ask your legal counsel



          20    about this, but you'll find that no disclosure under



          21    the Brown Act of any reportable action is a violation



          22    of the Brown Act, okay?



          23              We could go into the city's harassment



          24    policies, which are all -- all have been included in



          25    here for you to read where you'll see that the only
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           1    thing that they were required to investigate outside of



           2    the ethics process, itself, was the hostile workforce



           3    environment claim.  And you would see that even Gumport



           4    admits that that was dismissed immediately out of hand.



           5              So --



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Three minutes left.



           7              MR. HUNTER:  Sure.  Discussed.  Discussed.  I



           8    think I've introduced all the evidence I need.  I think



           9    I can make my statements in probably the wrap-up



          10    portion of it.  I'm not going to go into the Brown Act



          11    stuff on here.  It's been provided for you.  I think



          12    you can ask the city attorney for additional advice on



          13    that as to whether those were Brown Act violations.



          14    You've seen all the minutes.  You've seen all the



          15    relevant minutes.  You've seen it, yeah.



          16              And with that I think I -- I rest my case as



          17    to the evidence.  Thank you.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you very much.



          19              MR. HUNTER:  Yeah, I did it under 30 minutes.



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yeah, you've got two minutes



          21    left.  Do you want them?



          22              MR. HUNTER:  No.



          23              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.  Councilman



          24    Perry, you may now make your opening statement and



          25    present any evidence that -- that you have.  I granted
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           1    70 minutes to the complainant, so you have 70 minutes.



           2              MEMBER PERRY:  I won't be here 70 minutes,



           3    trust me.  This is only going to take a few minutes.



           4    Lots of things have been said.  I don't have any



           5    physical evidence to bring in here.  I will just say



           6    that yes, there were closed session discussions.  And



           7    every one of those was properly noticed; every single



           8    one of them had an attorney that was present, the same



           9    attorney who was a member in good standing and no



          10    issues; and we were given advice and direction.



          11              I was asked about a couple closed sessions



          12    that I read into the record.  Yes, there's --



          13    there's -- there's closed sessions that take place



          14    every week.  There was no real discussion on what was



          15    covered during those closed session items, the -- the



          16    two in particular that were mentioned.



          17              There was -- there's been lots of talk on who



          18    said what and who did what.  There was opinions by



          19    councilmembers.  I think you need to keep in mind,



          20    those are opinions.  There are no legal opinions behind



          21    any of those.  Those are opinions.  Everybody has their



          22    right to an opinion.  And those were, you know, a



          23    couple councilmembers had -- had their own, and they



          24    should be regarded as such.



          25              I don't think there was a Brown Act
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           1    violation.  There were talks of settlements.  Yes,



           2    we -- we did have settlements.  We wanted -- this thing



           3    needed to get over with.  We needed to go on in



           4    governing the city and taking the -- the old feelings



           5    that were present and moving forward with city



           6    government for the good of this community.



           7              And nowhere in the settlements will you see



           8    anything -- anything worded in there about ethics or



           9    closed session violations.  It's my contention that



          10    didn't happen.  And there is a lots of -- a lot has



          11    been said here and a lot of this second -- secondhand



          12    information and almost all of it is hearsay evidence.



          13    None of it is direct.



          14              Unfortunately Mr. Hunter was never inside



          15    this room.  He never acknowledged having conversations



          16    with anybody in that room to where they -- they got



          17    information directly on -- on what was or wasn't



          18    discussed.  The hearing was exactly what it was for, it



          19    was to bring finality to the charges that were brought.



          20    We also had -- there was some labor issue, labor law



          21    issues that were brought in there which also



          22    incorporates the need for closed session items.  So we



          23    did have that in there.



          24              And closed session items is not something new



          25    to the City of Riverside.  It is not something the City
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           1    of Riverside has invented for the sake of having



           2    discussions, but it's to get frank advice from your



           3    attorneys.  And that is also regarded by the -- the



           4    U.S. Supreme Court has upheld the need for closed



           5    session items.  So with that, I -- I think I'm going to



           6    leave it as where it's at right now and we can move on



           7    with the hearing.  So I thank you for your time.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Just a minute.



           9    (Indiscernible).



          10              MS. NICOL:  (Indiscernible).



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We're going to -- I was



          12    going to do this in -- in a few minutes, but we're



          13    going to take a comfort break of five minutes.



          14         (Off the record - 10:47:18 a.m.)



          15         (On the record - 10:53:14 a.m.)



          16              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  We'll call this meeting back



          17    to order.



          18              At this time, Mr. Hunter, you have six



          19    minutes to -- for your closing statements.



          20              MR. HUNTER:  Hi there.  Jason Hunter once



          21    again.  Closing statements.  I'd like to thank you for



          22    hearing this today.  I feel like I've brought actual



          23    evidence to provide the preponderance of evidence.  I



          24    need to provide, not beyond a reasonable doubt, once



          25    again a preponderance of the evidence.  I've had
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           1    evidence versus my counterparty.  Councilman Perry



           2    brought nothing, nothing to -- to refute the fact that



           3    we know, via the record and via what I introduced in



           4    cross and introduced as part of minutes that were on



           5    audio tape you can review if you'd like, that



           6    Councilman Perry participated on votes on April 1st and



           7    April 22nd that were never recorded into the minutes he



           8    voted upon and accepted them.



           9              We also know or suspect under what Councilman



          10    Davis said and Councilman Soubirous have said at the



          11    hearing that there was another vote, okay?  He says, I



          12    must profess and we have already deliberated this,



          13    folks, behind closed doors to conclusion.  Each one of



          14    us took a vote of exactly how we felt after we



          15    deliberated on charter section 407.  We are in



          16    violation of the Brown Act.  We have no authority to do



          17    what we did, but we did occur.



          18              And this happened right just previous to the



          19    hearing.  So another Brown Act violation occurred on



          20    July 22nd, 2014, if we're to believe Councilman Davis,



          21    who's on the record at a city council meeting saying



          22    this.  He's saying he broke the law and so did all my



          23    colleagues with the exception of Councilman Soubirous,



          24    and I will submit -- I will submit myself to the



          25    process because we did do it.



                                                                      87























           1              God, how much more damning of evidence do you



           2    need as to Brown Act violations that votes occurred,



           3    Mr. Perry approved those -- those -- those minutes, and



           4    in -- in doing so violated sections of the Brown Act?



           5    And the Brown Act says, and I'll read it for you



           6    because I've got some time here, section 49957.1 of the



           7    Brown Act, okay, which is also in your record, it says,



           8    it's page 59, it says, the legislative body of any



           9    local agency shall publicly report on any action taken



          10    in closed session and the voter abstention on that



          11    action of every member present.



          12              Okay.  We know it was never reported for



          13    those three dates.  And then secondly it says, after



          14    the closed session, the legislative body shall



          15    reconvene in open session prior to the adjournment and



          16    shall make any disclosures required under the previous



          17    section I just read.  So that means it has to be



          18    immediate.  They can't wait four years to report out of



          19    closed session, they have to do it at that, and we've



          20    seen those minutes, okay?



          21              And if you don't believe the cross I had,



          22    Mr. Perry didn't dispute that any of those records were



          23    real, then you just listen to the audio, all right?



          24    You can see that those votes were never taken.  So I



          25    once again, as far as the Brown Act violations goes, so
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           1    that's the first part, that -- that the votes were



           2    never recorded and he voted on -- on them, which is a



           3    violation of the law.



           4              The second thing is, once again the proof is



           5    in the pudding.  If this whole thing was confidential



           6    and was subject to exception under the Brown Act



           7    because of potential litigation, why was the entire



           8    file then released to the public, no names redacted --



           9    redacted of which you've seen a copy on the Soubirous



          10    report, okay, and a public show trial had?  What, was



          11    there less potential for litigation after releasing all



          12    the documents and had that show trial?



          13              I would submit that the only threat of



          14    litigation came about because the city violated



          15    Mr. Soubirous and was planning on violating Mr. Davis's



          16    rights, and they were trying to keep this as secret as



          17    possible like they had done to Paul Davis previously in



          18    2012.  And they got away with it once, so they got a



          19    little bolder and tried it again.  This time it didn't



          20    work.



          21              The proof is in the pudding on that Brown Act



          22    violation.  They could not have released that



          23    investigation if there was threat of -- of liability



          24    and they thought that was going to be in their corner



          25    when this went to trial, okay?  It's -- it's
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           1    nonsensical.  You've heard Councilman Soubirous on the



           2    record, what I read to you today, talking about the



           3    same conundrum the -- the city finds itself in.



           4              And it's the same conundrum that's with a --



           5    that was -- I read to you the -- the actual settlement



           6    agreements that the city more or less admitted to.



           7    That's actual evidence.  That's evidence.



           8    Preponderance.  Once again, I don't need beyond a



           9    reasonable doubt.



          10              Mr. Perry has offered no evidence, zero.  And



          11    we still have the right to subpoena Councilman Davis



          12    and Councilman Soubirous and some of the other



          13    documents I've requested as well including the -- the



          14    claim of retaliation harassment I lodged back in 2012.



          15    And we can still go after all the closed session audio



          16    that still exists that hasn't been thrown away by the



          17    city clerk under the two-year policy.  We can get all



          18    of that, okay, and -- and -- and come -- we can come to



          19    beyond -- beyond a reasonable doubt, but I've got



          20    preponderance of evidence.



          21              Okay.  And so as to the process, once again I



          22    showed you the ethics process.  I've included in the



          23    package the harassment pack -- package.  I've -- I've



          24    admitted, and so has the investigator, not -- hired by



          25    the city.  That's not an opinion.  I guess it's the
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           1    investigator's opinion who was hired by the city,



           2    right?  He wouldn't be biased anyway.



           3              He's saying, listen, there was no hostile



           4    workforce environment claim here.  We dismissed that



           5    immediately, okay?  Greg Priamos would have known, our



           6    former city attorney, that there was no hostile



           7    workforce environment claim.  They threw that in there



           8    because they wanted to compel the -- the rest of this



           9    investigation, that they just kind of summarily threw



          10    in there the 407 claims, the Brown Act claims, the



          11    retaliation, you know, intimidation, harassment claims.



          12              That should have all been brought through



          13    our -- through our ethics process because those



          14    bureaucrats are members of the public like the rest of



          15    us.  So what do I want?  I want to sustain on all my



          16    accounts under the applicable -- applicable ethics



          17    section, and I'd like a referral to the Bar Association



          18    on Greg Priamos to report that he continually violated



          19    the Brown Act by not reporting out of closed session.



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  At this time,



          21    Councilman Perry, you have (indiscernible).



          22              MEMBER PERRY:  All right.  I won't be long.



          23    Once again, you know, there's -- there's talk about me



          24    not bringing evidence in here.  The -- the confusion is



          25    that I don't have the burden of proof.  You know, I --
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           1    I've done nothing wrong in this case.  I have



           2    testified.  A lot of the testimony that's been brought



           3    up here today is hearsay probably at best and based on



           4    conclusions on portions of reports.



           5              And again, yes, councilmembers have opinions



           6    and they express them in open -- in open meetings, but



           7    again those are open -- those are opinions.  There's --



           8    there's no legal opinions behind them.  We don't have a



           9    court, we don't have an attorney telling us what was



          10    right -- what was right and what was wrong.



          11              Once again, we were -- we had the direction



          12    of the -- of the -- of our city attorney.  All of the



          13    closed session meetings were properly noticed as



          14    anticipated litigation.  We followed the necessary



          15    guidelines that was needed for that.  Now, there is



          16    lots of meetings that take place.  Again, a couple of



          17    meetings have been mentioned, but there was really no



          18    substance of what those meetings are.



          19              There's a lot of conjecture that -- that



          20    you're being asked to make decisions on.  You know, in



          21    essence you're taking 1,000 pages probably and he wants



          22    you to throw it against the wall in hopes that one of



          23    those pages is going to stick.  This -- you know,



          24    fortunately this thing has, we've moved beyond it.



          25    This is kind of resurfacing, I guess, to a -- to a
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           1    certain extent; but this council has moved forward and



           2    this council is working well together and -- and things



           3    are taking place.



           4              So I think I will leave it at that.  I thank



           5    each and every one of you for your time and your



           6    patience, and I have nothing further for you.  Thank



           7    you.



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.



           9              Now we've reached the time for



          10    (indiscernible).  It would help if I turn my mic on,



          11    huh?  Upon the conclusion of closing statements, the



          12    chair shall facilitate deliberations, is that at this



          13    point that the hearing panel shall discuss anywhere by



          14    the parties for the issuance of subpoenas or waiver of



          15    privileges.  If by a four to five vote the hearing



          16    panel is in favor of requesting the city council to



          17    issue subpoenas or waive privileges, the city clerk



          18    shall agendize the request for a city council meeting



          19    that meets all state and local noticing requirements.



          20              The chair shall then continue the hearing to



          21    a date certain in consultation with the city clerk.  If



          22    no date certain can be agreed to, then the chair shall



          23    adjourn the meeting, and the city clerk will renotice



          24    the meeting for some future date in compliance with all



          25    state and local noticing agreements.  The complainant
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           1    has asked to subpoena the closed session minutes of the



           2    city council, and he has subpoenaed -- he -- he



           3    requests a subpoena of interviews with relevant



           4    parties.  Open for discussion on this item.



           5              Keith.



           6              MEMBER NELSON:  In my opinion the only way we



           7    can decide if there was a Brown Act violation is if any



           8    type of vote occurred in the closed session, so at



           9    minimum we need some type of report of whether it's the



          10    minutes or -- or a summarization of whether or not



          11    votes occurred that were not reported back in open



          12    session.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Hearing no other



          14    comments.  Is a motion -- a motion is --



          15              MR. HANSEN:  Chair.



          16              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- appropriate at this point



          17    in time.



          18              MR. HANSEN:  Chair, if I may?



          19              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Sure.



          20              MR. HANSEN:  A request was agendized for the



          21    city council and the city council did consider a



          22    request to waive its closed session privilege and the



          23    city council voted not to waive that privilege, that



          24    would include closed session materials.



          25              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Therefore to request it a
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           1    second time would be redundant?



           2              MR. HANSEN:  Do you really think the city



           3    council will change its mind on that issue?



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I'm just asking the



           5    question.



           6              All right.  Any further comments, thoughts?



           7    A motion is in order to -- upon the request by the



           8    complainant to subpoena certain documents, specifically



           9    the closed session minutes of the city council.  I



          10    believe this is something we simply can't not do.  Is



          11    that right?  We need to -- we must take an action upon



          12    the request.



          13              MR. HANSEN:  If -- if no motion is made, then



          14    it fails.



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No action.  It fails -- it



          16    fails due to lack of a motion, correct?



          17              MR. HANSEN:  Correct.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Seeing no motion, this



          19    request fails.  We do not have a four to five vote to



          20    issue subpoenas.  We will then conduct our



          21    deliberations on the merits of the complaint based upon



          22    the evidence presented at the hearing.



          23              MR. HUNTER:  (Indiscernible).



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I -- I mentioned both of



          25    them.  You -- you asked for subpoena on relevant
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           1    parties' testimonies; is that correct?



           2              MR. HUNTER:  I this I so.



           3              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I -- I -- that -- I was



           4    clear on that, I believe.



           5              Okay.  Hit your buttons if you wish to speak.



           6    Deborah.



           7              MEMBER MACIAS:  All green, it's green now,



           8    okay.  So I -- I -- I want to make sure I am completely



           9    clear.  Your complaint is that they held a closed



          10    session against the Brown Act, that they should not



          11    have held it to begin with and -- and subsequent



          12    investigations; that's what this --



          13              MR. HUNTER:  Yes.



          14              MEMBER MACIAS:  -- whole thing is about,



          15    correct?



          16              MR. HUNTER:  Well, they can hold closed



          17    sessions.  The council can hold closed sessions, but



          18    they -- they can't for the purposes of developing a --



          19    or of calling for an investigation and then developing



          20    a process by which to try one of its own members.



          21              And then secondly, that's -- that's complaint



          22    issue one.  Issue two is, is that they took these



          23    votes, as was admitted to by even the mayor, Councilman



          24    Steve Adams at the time.  The majority of the council



          25    admitted that these votes took place.  It was all in
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           1    the record, in the transcript, and also in the Press



           2    Enterprise articles.  And that these votes were never



           3    recorded as part of the minutes.  That's complaint



           4    number two.



           5              And complaint number three is that they



           6    invented a process which lacked any due process or any



           7    authority whatsoever to conduct it.  Whether that was



           8    done in closed session or -- or open session, it



           9    doesn't matter.  You -- we had a process already called



          10    the Code of Ethics complaint that was completely just



          11    thrown away because of the nature of who the



          12    complainants were.



          13              You know, and the -- and the thing with



          14    the -- the -- the difference with you could call Paul



          15    Davis or -- or Mike Soubirous, and if they believe that



          16    what they did was violated -- in violation of the Brown



          17    Act; the difference between taking their actual



          18    testimony as a witness and getting a copy of the



          19    minutes is that they can talk openly about all of that.



          20    They don't need the council's permission, which is what



          21    you'd need to get the audio evidence.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The question was fairly



          23    direct.



          24              MR. HUNTER:  I'm sorry.



          25              MEMBER MACIAS:  Yeah.  And I -- everything
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           1    you're --



           2              MR. HUNTER:  I rambled a little bit there.



           3              MEMBER MACIAS:  Yeah.



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes, you did.



           5              MEMBER MACIAS:  And -- and in consideration of



           6    everything you said, I don't see any of that on the



           7    complaint.  I mean, I'm just seeing that there were,



           8    regarding both investigations and the closed session.



           9    That's what the basis of this complaint is.



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Correct.



          11              MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.  And if I'm looking



          12    correctly at the transcripts or the -- yeah, the



          13    transcript from the -- the council meeting on page 953



          14    where Councilman Davis specifically said he believes



          15    that he had broke the law, I think -- I think if I'm



          16    reading that portion that's highlighted correctly, I



          17    don't think he believed that at the time.  I believe it



          18    looks like he'd come to realize that later, which leads



          19    me to believe anyone else who participated probably



          20    didn't believe they were in violation at all either.



          21              So I -- and that's the way I'm reading that



          22    -- that highlighted section.  So and I just wanted to



          23    clarify that was the whole basis, was the fact that



          24    they had this closed session meeting.  And however



          25    I'm -- I'm hearing and from what I'm seeing, it was
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           1    agendized as the exposure to litigation.



           2              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  My --



           3              MEMBER MACIAS:  Which is correct for -- for



           4    closed session, correct?



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  It is yeah, that's correct.



           6              MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.



           7              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Excuse me for interrupting.



           8              MEMBER MACIAS:  No, that's okay.  I just



           9    wanted to make sure I was reading that right, because I



          10    didn't think we were -- we were -- we have a lot of



          11    paper here and we heard a lot of -- of your side today



          12    and it just -- it -- I think the complaint is pretty



          13    simple.



          14              MR. HUNTER:  Uh-huh.



          15              MEMBER MACIAS:  It's very simple.



          16              MR. HUNTER:  But you can't focus on the --



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Just a second.  Point of



          18    order, I believe that the deliberations are between the



          19    panel and --



          20              MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.



          21              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- not intended to be --



          22              MEMBER MACIAS:  Okay.



          23              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- an ongoing --



          24              MEMBER MACIAS:  Well, I just wanted to make



          25    sure --
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           1              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  -- interchange.



           2              MEMBER MACIAS:  -- that I -- I was reading the



           3    complaint correctly.  Then I'm --



           4              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.



           5              MEMBER MACIAS:  Then I'm good, Mr. Chair.



           6    Thank you.



           7              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Any other comments?



           8              I've got a couple to make relative to all of



           9    this.  First of all, in the issue of hostile work



          10    environment, it is clear that hostile work complaints



          11    are to be heard by the supervisor.  In the case of this



          12    hostile work environment, the supervisors were the city



          13    council.  The -- the complaints of the hostile work



          14    environment were brought of two individuals that are



          15    employees of the city council and the city council is



          16    their direct supervisor, therefore any discussions



          17    relative to that in closed session or otherwise were



          18    the -- were the purview and the responsibility of the



          19    city council.  That's my opinion.



          20              Secondly, on another point relative to the



          21    Brown Act and -- and specifically speaking to



          22    Councilman Davis's statement, my understanding of



          23    the reading, that it is in reporting Brown Act



          24    violations, it is the responsibility of the individual



          25    making that complaint that it be made to the Attorney
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           1    General, because the Attorney General is the sole body



           2    that can determine whether or not there is a civil



           3    violation and whether -- on -- on the Brown Act.



           4              And so also relative to the Brown Act, my



           5    understanding of the Brown -- of actions in closed



           6    session, I would be interested from our city attorney,



           7    is there -- is there a clear definition of votes versus



           8    discussions and which -- what has to be specifically



           9    agendized into open session?



          10              MR. HANSEN:  Thank you, chair.  Going back to



          11    your earlier comment, any member of the public may



          12    bring a writ of mandate before the Superior court when



          13    one feels there's been a Brown Act violation, and it



          14    will be addressed by the courts through that process.



          15    To your last question, government code section 54957.1



          16    sets forth when actions taken in closed session must be



          17    reported out in open session.



          18              Under anticipated litigation, ongoing



          19    discussions and meetings, under that -- under that



          20    agenda item do not need to be reported out even if



          21    votes are taken along the way until a final resolution



          22    is taken, either by settlement, by appeal, or whatever



          23    other process.  Then if a vote is taken in closed



          24    session to settle a case, the settlement is then



          25    reported out at the very next meeting after all the
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           1    details of the settlement have been concluded, meaning



           2    all the signatures on the settlement document.



           3              In this case it's for you to consider whether



           4    or not the discussions held by the city council in



           5    closed session under the agenda item of anticipated



           6    litigation met that criteria and therefore did not



           7    require reporting out until a final resolution was



           8    reached.



           9              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  And relative to



          10    Councilman Davis speaking at the city council, after



          11    reading the transcript and prior to any testimony



          12    today, it -- it was my belief that that was Councilman



          13    Davis speaking as an individual and that if he felt



          14    that there was a Brown Act violation, it was his



          15    responsibility to report that Brown Act violation to



          16    the appropriate authorities.  Therefore, I -- I -- I



          17    perceived his -- his testimony at that city council to



          18    be just that, the testimony -- or the -- the statement



          19    of an individual at that time.



          20              I have -- Deborah, are you asking to speak



          21    again?



          22              MEMBER MACIAS:  No.



          23              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Keith, I've got you



          24    up.



          25              MEMBER NELSON:  I think I'm reading the
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           1    complaint maybe a little different.  It says the



           2    decision to have an independent investigation, but I



           3    don't show -- it is my understanding that the -- the



           4    decision to spend that money would have to be reported



           5    back in open session.  And that's how I'm reading the



           6    complaint, that there was a decision to spend money on



           7    an investigation that was not approved in open session



           8    and there was no -- and then he also alleges there was



           9    no procedure to allow that to occur.



          10              So I -- it was -- that's just how I'm reading



          11    the complaint, that -- that there was a decision made



          12    to spend money on an investigation that was not brought



          13    back, instead a vote was taken.



          14              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible).



          15              MR. HANSEN:  What is expected of this hearing



          16    panel is to reach a final resolution on the complaint



          17    before you.  Now, that is done by a motion, a second,



          18    and a vote of the hearing body.



          19              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible).



          20              MR. HANSEN:  The content of the motion I



          21    cannot tell you.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  All right.  Do we have



          23    options?



          24              MR. HANSEN:  The options would be that you



          25    would sustain the findings as presented in the
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           1    complaint, that you would partially sustain the



           2    findings and overrule the other allegations in the



           3    complaint, or that you would find that there were no



           4    merits to the allegations in the complaint.



           5              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do I have a motion?  How



           6    much time do you need as a panel to deliberate, to



           7    contemplate?



           8              Keith.



           9              MEMBER NELSON:  I guess I have another



          10    procedural question.  The written complaint makes one



          11    allegation against resolution 22318(2)(D) and it's --



          12    so our deliberations are only specific to the written



          13    complaint, not anything else we assume or read into the



          14    complaint?



          15              MR. HANSEN:  That's correct.



          16              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Do you -- as -- as a hearing



          17    panel, do you need to refer to the second page of the



          18    complaint as well?  You -- you're -- you're -- you



          19    referred to the first page of -- of the official



          20    complaint filed December 27th, 2016.  The second page



          21    has more definition as to the complaint.  Okay.  So --



          22              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).



          23              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.



          24              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible) finding



          25    (indiscernible).
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           1              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Well, I'll make a motion



           2    since I am a member of the panel.  I move that there is



           3    no merit to this case.  Is there a second?  Hearing



           4    none that motion fails.  Is there a motion?



           5              MEMBER FORD:  I think I just need more time.



           6    I want to find that specific resolution number just so



           7    that I can see the basis of his complaint.  So --



           8              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  We will deliberate



           9    until 11:30, deliberate meaning individually



          10    investigate your data.



          11              Is the panel ready to continue, or do you



          12    want the full time?  Ready?  Excuse me.  Let me clarify



          13    again what we are dealing with.  This is a complaint



          14    against Councilman Perry only, not against the city



          15    council as a whole.  We are hearing this complaint



          16    against Councilman Perry relative to a violation of the



          17    Code of Ethics.



          18              We have three options.  We can vote that



          19    there was no violation.  We can vote that there was a



          20    partial violation of which we must state what part and



          21    have the facts to back it up.  We can violate -- we can



          22    vote that there was a complete violation, state the



          23    violation and the facts that go with it keeping in mind



          24    that our findings will be sent to the city council on



          25    appeal.  Are we clear?
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           1              Let me further clarify my personal thoughts



           2    on -- on -- on this and further clarify my previous



           3    statement.  Having spent a considerable amount of time



           4    in closed sessions in my career, there are many, many



           5    circumstances, such -- such as pointed out by our city



           6    attorney, where discussions will take place, decisions



           7    to move forward or not move forward will be had; but



           8    they are not the concluding statement or the concluding



           9    action.



          10              And I do not believe that in the case of the



          11    city bylaws that anywhere in the process that it



          12    declares that deliberations relative to litigation, and



          13    that's really what the only -- Brown Act, you can talk



          14    about personnel, you can talk about property, and you



          15    can talk about potential litigations.  This whole thing



          16    revolves around potential litigation.  Therefore my --



          17    my feelings are that there was no violation and that



          18    it, at such time as the procedures had been determined,



          19    the processes had been looked at, and the city council



          20    then through resolution made public their position



          21    and -- and conducted an open session with the public



          22    prior to taking an action relative to Councilman



          23    Soubirous.



          24              But again, we are looking at what Councilman



          25    Perry did during this process, not what the group as a
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           1    whole did.



           2              Jeff.



           3              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.



           4    I'm -- I'm reminded of the old adage that sausages and



           5    legislation should not be done in public.  I've never



           6    been involved in the process of creating legislation,



           7    but I'm an old Oklahoma farm boy, I've seen and made



           8    sausage and there's some truth to the matter.  The --



           9    the issue of closed session in the face of anticipated



          10    litigation from -- from employees or from



          11    councilmembers is a powerful argument that I think is



          12    necessary for a government at whatever level to work.



          13              I -- I want to -- and I want to clarify



          14    something that I -- I -- I heard sort of in passing



          15    here on the dais.



          16              Madam clerk, was the council's refusal to



          17    waive privileges a unanimous vote?



          18              MS. NICOL:  It was.



          19              MEMBER WRIGHT:  With Councilman Soubirous and



          20    Davis voting in the affirmation?



          21              MS. NICOL:  Yes.



          22              MEMBER WRIGHT:  Thank you.



          23              I -- I think Mr. Hunter has made a variety of



          24    allegations today, none of which to me seem to rise to



          25    Brown Act violations by Councilman Perry.  Alleging
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           1    violations of charter 407 all coming within a few



           2    months by essentially the same folks does not



           3    constitute a long range pattern.



           4              Just by one example, Mr. Davis's, page 891,



           5    not going to the district attorney or the Attorney



           6    General's Office after making a public allegation of a



           7    Brown Act violation speaks volumes to me.  In our



           8    docket on page 461 there's a memorandum that, if I'm



           9    reading it correctly, says that the district attorney's



          10    office decided to take no action on referral.



          11              If the Riverside County district attorney's



          12    office and the California State Attorney General's



          13    Office has not taken up this matter, that to me is



          14    significant.  It seems to me we believe a preponderance



          15    of the -- of the evidence does suggest Councilman Perry



          16    violated the Brown Act, the -- the very least -- the



          17    very best we could do is recommend the district



          18    attorney open an investigation if he hasn't already.



          19    And if he has, then I think it's a moot point.



          20              Finally, it seems to me that this all took



          21    place in the context of a significant political



          22    discussion, a significant political division.  When I



          23    read the transcripts, and I was present at that



          24    meeting, there was certainly more heat than light.  And



          25    perhaps we have come to realize that the city council
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           1    wasn't fully equipped in its own charter to handle the



           2    kind of situation that emerged.  I -- I don't know, and



           3    I'm not making -- I'm not drawing a conclusion there;



           4    but it does seem to me that the presence of a board of



           5    ethics is perhaps the punishment that has been imposed



           6    by the city council, itself, on -- on a more clear



           7    transparent ethics process as we move forward.



           8              It -- it -- it seems to me that the



           9    preponderance that -- that while there's certainly a



          10    great amount of paper that's been presented, there is



          11    not a preponderance of evidence to sustain a Brown Act



          12    violation by Councilman Perry.



          13              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Thank you.  (Indiscernible)



          14    motion (indiscernible).



          15              MEMBER NELSON:  Your motion was something like



          16    there's --



          17              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No merit.



          18              MEMBER NELSON:  -- no merit.  I have a little



          19    semantical issue with that though.



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I would think that --



          21              MEMBER NELSON:  I -- I think that the -- the



          22    absence of the ability to seek closed session prohibits



          23    us from proving or disproving the allegations.  That's



          24    where I sit.  Somewhere along the line someone voted



          25    for an investigation and to spend the money, and the
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           1    problem is coming to a conclusion based on hearsay.



           2              If -- if Congressman Davis -- or



           3    Assemblyman -- I'm giving them all raises -- Councilman



           4    Davis and -- and Councilman Soubirous were here instead



           5    of -- to more elaborate on the remarks, I think that



           6    would be helpful; but -- but to me the -- the quandary



           7    I'm running into is there's -- there's high speculation



           8    that something occurred in closed session, however, we



           9    can't base our conclusion on high speculation.



          10              So and whatever we enter, the -- if we're



          11    supposed to be an ethics panel above the council, I



          12    think that's something we would need to discuss in the



          13    next general meeting.  That -- that obstacle there



          14    prevents us from really making conclusions.



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Let me clarify.  If -- if I



          16    had had before me the three options that I have now, I



          17    would not -- I would not have said no merit.  I would



          18    have said no violation.  Motion is still in order.



          19              MEMBER:  (Indiscernible).



          20              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  No, that did.



          21              MEMBER:  Oh, yeah.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  The motion is in order.



          23              MEMBER:  I see.



          24              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I'm asking for a motion.  If



          25    I clarify my motion to read that the hearing panel
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           1    concludes that there was no violation of the Code of



           2    Ethics in the case of Jason Hunter versus -- the



           3    complaint by Jason Hunter against Councilman Jim Perry,



           4    would that -- that's a motion.



           5              MEMBER WRIGHT:  I'll second that.



           6              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  There is a motion and



           7    a second.  Is there a discussion?  Keith, make sure



           8    you --



           9              MEMBER NELSON:  I --



          10              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Make sure you're on.



          11              MEMBER NELSON:  Yeah.  I'd -- I'd like to



          12    include in there that somewhere to our report back to



          13    the city council that we could not be conclusive



          14    because we couldn't -- we didn't view all the evidence.



          15              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  I would accept that addition



          16    to my motion.



          17              MR. HANSEN:  Point of order, chair.



          18              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Yes.



          19              MR. HANSEN:  A point of finding of no



          20    violation, there is no report by this body to the city



          21    council.



          22              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  Okay.  Then that's not



          23    necessary in the motion.  All right.



          24              Jeff.



          25              MEMBER WRIGHT:  I -- I agree with -- with --



                                                                     111























           1    with Keith's assessment, and I think this becomes part



           2    of the continuing conversation that the board of ethics



           3    together needs to have about its process and how we



           4    create -- continue to refine it.  I -- I think in our



           5    annual presentation to the council in our ethics report



           6    we need to strongly recommend ways to get at evidence



           7    that might be privileged in other ways to help increase



           8    transparency, but I -- I'm not persuaded by the



           9    evidence presented that subpoenas will be useful at



          10    this point.



          11              CHAIRMAN TUCKER:  (Indiscernible) excuse me.



          12    Any further discussions, questions?  Hearing none,



          13    please vote.  The motion is that there was no violation



          14    by Councilman Jim Perry of the Code of Ethics.



          15              The motion is unanimously carried.  This



          16    hearing -- I thank the hearing panel for their time.



          17    This meeting is adjourned.



          18                             - - -



          19    (Whereupon, the proceeding was concluded at 11:36 a.m.)



          20                             - - -
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