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PoOLLAK, VIDA & FISHER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
1801 CENTURY PARK EAST
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January 7, 2002

Re Request for Participation 1n Amicus Brief
Eastburn v. Regional Fire Protection Authority
4th District, Division 2, No. 2 Civil E029463

Dear Mr. Colantuono:

I wrtte to ask your city to jorn n the Easthurn amicus brief.
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OF COUNSEL
GERARD A LAFOND JR
MICHAEL R NEBENZAHL

The League of Califorua Cities has requested our firm to prepare the brief.

The League does not submit amicus briefs mn 1ts own name. Instead, 1t encourages
individual cities to lend their names Therefore, we are requesting all Califorma cities to join as

amici.

THE CASE

Minor praintiff Feiicia Eastburn was electrocuted wiule taking a batn  Her parents cailed
911. Plaintiffs allege that the 911 dispatcher delayed in sending emergency services to the scene,
exacerbating Felicia’s injunies  They sue the public entity that provided emergency dispatch
services for 911 callers, the Regronal Fire Protection Authonty, and the City of Victorville for

failing to send help earlier.

The tnal court sustamed the defendants’ demurrers without leave to amend. It found that

the defendants owed no duty to the plaintiffs Plaintiffs have appeaied

The case poses these core 1ssues

By providing 911 emergency dispatch services, does a public entity enter into a

“spectal relationship” with each of its constituents -- creating a duty to provide prompt
emergency services n response to 911 calls, and liability 1f 1t fails to do so?
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. Does Health & Safety Code section 1799.107 (which immun:zes “emergency
iability unless they are grossly neglhgent or act 1n bad faith) impose a duty on

personnel” from 1 )
services to respond promptly to 911 calls?

entities that provide 911 dispatch
ility of all public entities that provide or participate in 911

dispatch services. Under state law, all public entities must provide or participate in 911 systems.
An appellate decision for the plamtiffs would therefore expose every city to swit by any citizen

who believes the response to his 911 cal! was not fast snouvgh.

REQUEST

on board. We want to let the appellate court know that this
and that those cities oppose this attempt to expand therr

Ths case will effect the liab

It is important to get the cities
case effects every ity in California --

liability.
If your city is willing to participate, please complete and return the enclosed authorization
to my office. We request that you respond within two weeks of this letter’s date.
Thank you.
Very truly youwrs,
POLLAK, VIDA & FISHER
Parnl Pl
DANIEL P. BARER
DPB pb
Enclosure




AUTHORIZATION

To- Danzel P. Barer -
Pollak, Vida & Fisher
1801 Century Park East, 26th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90067

Re. Eastburn Amicus Bref

as party to the League of Califormia Cities’ amicus

Please add the City of
on Authority (4th District Court of Appeal, Div 2,

brief in Eastburn v Regional Fire Protect:
Case No E 029463)

It 1s understood that your firm will provide its services without charge

Please provide a copy of the brief: by mail by e-mail.

City of .

By

[Signature]

[Print or type name and ttle]

Address (only if different from our mailing to you);

E-mail Address




