
 

 

DEPARTMENT OF NEIGHBORHOOD 

EMPOWERMENT WITNESS STATEMENT FORM  

 

Witness Name:          Contact Number:        

Mailing Address:          Email:         

          

Grievances are defined as set forth in the Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 22.818. 

“The following information contained herein is within my own personal knowledge and relates only to 

facts and circumstances surrounding the Grievance submitted by _____________ on ____________ 

regarding _______________ Neighborhood Council.” 

               

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

               

 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true 

and correct. 

Date:         

Name:          Signature:          

Department Review 

Date witness form received:       Date witness form reviewed:       

Witness form reviewed by:       Grievance number:        

FOR DEPT USE ONLY 

Grievance #_________________ 
Witness Form #______________ 


	Witness Name: Judi Powell
	Contact Number: 310-293-5152
	Mailing Address 1: 
	Mailing Address 2: 
	Email: powelljatty@gmail.com
	facts and circumstances surrounding the Grievance submitted by: Kiersten Cluster
	on: February 28, 2018
	regarding: Sherman Oaks
	Date: February 15, 2018
	Name: Judi Powell
	Text1: On Monday, February 12, 2018 at approximately 6:15 p.m., I arrived at 14780 Dickens Street to attend the Sherman Oaks Neighborhood Council meeting. Upon arrival, I was advised that John Lewis, Director of the Los Angeles Zoo, was going to be provided time to make a presentation opposing the relocation motion, and also show a video and respond to questions from the members.  I then inquired of the President, Mr. Ron Ziff as to whether we would be provided equal time to present our side and also to ask questions of Mr. Lewis and to respond to his comments in his presentation.  Mr. Ziff then asked me what side I was on which I considered not only an inappropriate question, but one indicting a bias on his part.  After I advised him that I was there to support the motion, he in a hostile tone told me that we would not have equal time, that in fact instead of the usual 1-3 minutes, we would only have 1 minute of public comment on this item.  When I asked why we were cut down to 1 minute, he stated that he was responsible for conducting a meeting "fair" to all sides.  I asked how it is fair for the zoo to be provided time for a presentation while we were not.  He then gave us a choice; a presentation or public comment but not both.  However, he allowed the zoo supporters both the presentation and public comment which I advised him was clearly unfair, inequitable and discriminatory.  He ignored my comments and insisted upon his manner of proceeding. Many of the members and those who ultimately abstained stated clearly when the voting took place that they were abstaining because they did not have sufficient information upon which to vote.In spite of the majority of members voicing this issue, the vote proceeded. Mr. Ziff also unilaterally overruled the bylaws stating that an abstention was a yes vote.

  


