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October 7th, 2025 
 
Jeffrey Ballinger 
City Attorney 
City of Palm Springs 
3200 E. Tahquitz Canyon Way 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 
 
Re: Petition and Outreach Efforts Regarding the Section 14 Survivors Settlement Process 
 
Dear Mr. Ballinger, 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Section 14 Survivors nonprofit to provide a detailed account of 
the extensive efforts the nonprofit and its legal team have undertaken over the past seven 
months to ensure that survivors and their descendants were fully informed about the Section 14 
settlement process and had ample opportunity to participate. 
 
As early as March of this year, we began proactive outreach by contacting known survivors 
directly via email, encouraging them to sign a claim form under penalty of perjury, indicating 
that they were indeed requesting to participate in the settlement. We also asked survivors to 
complete an accompanying information sheet identifying all known descendants. This outreach 
continued over the following months and expanded into a broader public campaign. 
 
In April, we published a public notice of the claims process through various media outlets, 
including Facebook, local newspapers, and Palm Springs-area television stations. The notice 
provided claimants with a 30-day window to submit their claims, as is customary in similar 
settlement processes. However, recognizing that many of the survivors are senior citizens and 
encountered challenges with accessing or submitting materials electronically, we extended the 
claim submission deadline on multiple occasions to ensure that no eligible claimant was 
excluded due to technological or logistical barriers. Our outreach efforts continued actively 
throughout April, May, and June, utilizing every available means to inform and assist survivors 
and their families. 
 
In early July, we hosted a Zoom informational session, extending invitations to over 300 
survivors and descendants. The session was designed to provide a transparent forum where 
participants could ask questions and receive guidance on how to complete the claims process. 
 
In August, we began distributing the settlement releases and waivers to every survivor who had 
submitted a claim form and completed information sheet that was ultimately approved. Initially, 
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survivors were given 14 days to review, sign, and return the documents. However, 
understanding that many survivors required additional time, we extended the 14-day period 
multiple times throughout August, September, and up until October 1, to ensure all claimants 
had a fair and reasonable opportunity to complete the process. 
 
Throughout the settlement process, we have relied on a multi-channel communication strategy 
including emails, text messages, social media, and personal phone calls. These efforts have 
yielded significant results: as of this date, we have received approximately 1,700 signed 
settlement releases and waivers from survivors and their descendants who have chosen to 
participate. 
 
In evaluating claims, we have allowed survivors to submit three types of documentation to 
establish their residency on Section 14 between 1956 and 1966, the relevant period during 
which the destruction of homes took place. No survivor who provided credible evidence of 
residency was turned away. To ensure fairness and impartiality in the claims process, we 
retained a third-party neutral, a retired California Supreme Court Justice, to review all 
submitted claims. 
 
This has been a comprehensive and transparent process spanning over seven months. Despite 
these extensive efforts, on October 3, a group of 37 individuals submitted an informal petition 
opposing the settlement. The primary complaint raised in the petition is that the settlement 
amount is inadequate, and that the negotiations should be reopened. However, as you are 
aware, the settlement terms were reached after over three years of intense, highly contentious 
negotiations, during which both sides were fully represented and engaged in good faith. The 
City has been clear, both publicly and privately, that there is no opportunity for a greater 
monetary settlement. 
 
 Furthermore, no lawsuit has ever been filed to seek injunctive relief or challenge the 
agreement. To do so, petitioners would need to establish standing and present a viable claim 
likely to succeed on the merits, which is virtually impossible given the expired statute of 
limitations and other legal barriers. For these reasons, we are confident that this petition will 
have no legal impact and should not delay or disrupt the implementation of the settlement.  
 
For your reference, we have included below a notation of the 37 individuals who signed the 
October 3rd petition. While we respect the right of every individual to voice their views, we 
firmly believe that the settlement process we have facilitated reflects the collective will of the 
broader survivor community and has adhered to principles of fairness, inclusivity, and 
transparency. 
 
The petition submitted on October 3, 2025, included 37 names. Upon review, the individuals 
fall into the following categories: 
 
1. Identified Survivors (3 individuals): 

• Charlie Johnson: No evidence of residency on Section 14. A cousin indicated he only 
visited briefly. No claim or documentation submitted. 
• Dwight Curry: Did not submit any correspondence or claim. 
• Billy Pellum: An email was submitted on his behalf on January 20, 2023, by Mike 
Crawford, but there has been no further contact or claim submission. 

 
 
2. Related to Deceased Survivor Alvin Walton (6 individuals): 

• Alvin Walton had a verified claim and passed away after approval. His children were 
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offered the opportunity to submit claims on his behalf but did not complete the required 
documentation. 
• Petition signers in this group: 
• Alvin Walton Jr. 
• Yvonne Bryant 
• Lori Walton 
• Alonzo Walton 
• Gwendolyn Walton 
• Marvin Wash, who submitted a claim on behalf of his deceased mother, Laverne Wash. 

 
3. Withdrew Due to Lack of Understanding (4 individuals): 

• These individuals stated they did not fully understand what they were signing and have 
since withdrawn: 
• Bridgett Holland 
• Steve Walton 
• David Murrell 
• Anthony Murrell 
• Note: Steve Walton was listed as a supporter on the petition but is also a registered 
survivor with a pending claim. He has since withdrawn for the reasons noted. 

 
4. Descendants Who Did Not Participate / Unverified or No Contact (4 individuals): 

• These individuals either never participated, could not be verified as descendants, or had 
no contact: 
• Sheldon Smith 
• Keedra Burts 
• D. McCloud 
• Linda Joubert 
• Additional Note: 
• Note Regarding Linda Joubert: Karen Landry, who claimed to be the daughter of Elvina 
Joubert, submitted her own survivor claim. However, her submission did not meet 
Section 14 residency requirements. It is unclear whether Linda Joubert is related to Karen 
or Elvina. 

 
5. Identified Supporters (18 individuals): 

• 19 individuals were initially identified as general supporters of the petition. However, 
with Steve Walton’s withdrawal, the number of supporters is reduced to 18. 

 
6. Unidentified Status (2 individuals): 

• These individuals did not specify whether they were survivors, descendants, or 
supporters, and no verifiable information was provided: 
• Latrice Walton 
• Maurice Dyson 
 

We do not believe that the individuals who signed the petition have any viable legal avenue to 
challenge the settlement. Based on information and belief, Charlie Johnson expressed his 
dissatisfaction with the settlement terms as early as November 2024, shortly after the 
agreement was reached. Since that time, he has attempted to gather opposition and, after seven 
to eight months of outreach, was only able to secure approximately 37 signatures.  

 
While there may be some attempts to generate negative media coverage or public commentary, 
we are confident that the overwhelming support of the more than 1,700 survivors and 
descendants, who have signed releases and waivers and are eager to see the programmatic 
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components of the settlement implemented, will continue to outweigh and silence any 
remaining opposition. After subtracting the supporters, individuals who withdrew their names, 
and the two unidentified participants, we are left with 13 petition signatures in comparison to 
the 1,700 signed settlement releases and waivers received from survivors and their descendants. 
13 out of 1,700 is approximately 0.76%, a de minimis amount in comparison to the total. 
 
In conclusion, we firmly believe that the Section 14 settlement has been handled in a fair, 
transparent, and inclusive manner, consistent with how other mass tort and historical claims are 
resolved. Every effort has been made to ensure that survivors and their descendants were 
informed, heard, and given a meaningful opportunity to participate. We are confident that the 
process can withstand scrutiny, whether from the media or through any potential legal 
challenge. Accordingly, we strongly encourage the City to move forward with the distribution 
of the monetary portion of the settlement without further delay. Immediately thereafter, we 
should be prepared to begin meeting with survivors to implement the programmatic 
components of the settlement, honoring the commitments made and moving this important 
process toward completion. 

 
 

 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
Areva Martin, Esq. 
 

CC:  Daniel Suvor, Esq., Sarah Higgins, Esq. 
 
 
 
 
 


