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Don't criminalize poverty and houselessness
1 message

Michael Novick <antiracistaction_la@yahoo.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 2:56 PM
Reply-To: Michael Novick <antiracistaction_la@yahoo.com>

To: "councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org" <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org”
<councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org>, "councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org"
<councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org"
<councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org>, "paul.koretz@lacity.org" <paul.koretz@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.martinez@lacity.org" <councilmember.martinez@lacity.org>, "councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org"
<councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org>, "councilmember.parks @lacity.org" <councilmember.parks@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.price@lacity.org" <councilmember.price@lacity.org>, "councilmember.wesson@lacity.org"
<councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>, "councilmember.englander@lacity.org"
<councilmember.englander@lacity.org>, "councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org" <councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.huizar@lacity.org" <councilmember.huizar@lacity.org>, "councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org"
<councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org" <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

I reside in Herb Wesson's district (I have endorsed him in the past and know the family) but I
am writing to all of you. The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions
that will criminalize poverty and homelessness. Tam asking you all to vote NO on both of
these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and I and pertains
to park curfews. This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC
63.44B14b without first obtaining the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is
not required to settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal
belongings of homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place
throughout the City of Los Angeles for the growing numbers of houseless people in L.A.

I agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: "This City can
and must do better.”

You've spent $100,000,000 on homelessness, with 85% going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly. Criminalizing poverty and homelessness doesn't
work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong direction to take.



Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize
African Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These
laws will criminalize women who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a
significant percentage of the homeless population. Young men and women who become
emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after leaving foster care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the
most unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is
inhumane and is not a solution. Instead you should create a more diverse range of
affordable housing options for extremely low income people, create supportive housing for
disabled people, and protect existing affordable housing. You must also provide storage,
safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities for houseless people. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

If you are not prepared to vote NO outright, please send them to the new Ad Hoc
Committee on Homelessness for further review.

Michael Novick
Cameo Woods resident, Los Angeles CA
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City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

Deborah Lashever <bochemianexchange@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 3:41 PM
To: "To:" <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org, councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org,
councilmember.martinez@lacity.org, councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org, councilmember.parks@lacity.org,
councilmember.price@lacity.org, councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember.englander@lacity.org,
councilmember.ofarmrell@lacity.org, councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@!acity.org, "Cc:"
<mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, candy.rosales@lacity.org

This proposed new ordinance is so vague it is almost laughable—-were it not for the fact that it is another part of
the cruel policy of the city of Los Angeles not to find solutions for people who must live on the street but to
further and further criminalize the state of being homeless. It is in no way balanced. In no way. You are trying
*again* to penalize vulnerable people for what they cannot help.

The truth is we will not house the majority of people now living on the street for many, many, many, many years
no matter what political promises we hear or make. While unhoused people are unable--no matter what they do—
to access housing you must think logically and humanely regarding what they absolutely must have to live on a
daily basis. Service organizations that exist do not have the resources that you seem to think they have if you
say that they create any kind of balance for these laws. Get real and plenty of services in place first—not after
thousands more suffer—if at all. (Shades of Bill Rosendahi's promise for safe parking for vehicle dwellers in
Venice as the swear-to-God balance to the Oversized Vehicle laws. Never happened.)

The main question lies in f3 which states that personal property removal to ANY public space is illegal. Well,
okay then, where do you want people to put their possessions down without providing voluntary storage as an
altemative? Can you carry all the possessions you need to live on your back 24/7? Cruel. Inane. If you don't call
that criminalization what do you call it? There is no alternative. None. You are persecuting vulnerable people for
what they cannot help. That is the definition of cruelty.

Also 4 which does not specify whether bulky items need to fit in 60 gallon containers folded or open and
whether just one item needs to fit in a the container or all the items with the individual. What if there is a group
sharing resources? Do all the things then need to fit in one container or as many containers as there are people
in the group?

And why does it matter if items can fit in 60 gallon containers when none of these containers are available? It
would make sense to stipulate this if people had the option of using those containers. We need voluntary storage
now--not after years of studies and more people suffering without it—especially under these laws.

Also 4 states that bulky items may be removed immediately with no waming. | cannot see the city making
tourists on Venice Beach take down their tarps, tents, umbrellas, easy-ups etc nor moving their coolers,
blankets, cushions and other items. This is obviously geared towards people living on the street and is decidedly
discriminatory.

Also the definition of "storing” would include any items tourists bring to the beach. Things "put aside for use
when needed” could be almost anything including surfboards, wetsuits, a change of clothing, baby gear, coolers,
umbrellas, picnic baskets, etc.

So much is wrong with this that you would be fools to pass it.

Let's stop pandering to whomever is making you not want to help people in need and get solutions in place
BEFORE spending so much time and resources making new bad laws. Work smart. Be humane.



Thank you,
Deborah Lashever

Deborah LaShever

1358 Abbot Kinney Blvd.
Venice, CA 90291
310.804.6125
bohemianexchange@gmail.com

"Until the lions have their histories, tales of hunting will always glorify the hunter.” African Proverb

"Justice will not be served until those who are unaffected are as outraged as those who are." Ben Franklin
“To change something, build a new model that makes the old model obsolete.” Buckminster Fuller

"It always seems impossible until its done." Nelson Mandela
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Re: City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

Deborah Lashever <bohemianexchange@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 4:00 PM
To: "To:" <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org, councilmember.Labonge@Iacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org,
councilmember.martinez@Iacity.org, councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org, councilmember.parks @lacity.org,
councilmember.price@lacity .org, councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember.englander@lacity.org,
councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org, councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, "Cc:"
<mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, candy.rosales@lacity.org

If you all pass these two motions and the city gets sued again for a cruel, vague and badly written law....don't
blame Carol Sobel. It is on you.

It would also prove—again--how the city continues to mismanage funds and administer cruel and unusual
punishment to vulnerable people.

Please, do us all a favor, think twice before passing these. There are far better solutions. And you know it.

Sincerely,
Deborah Lashever

On Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 3:41 PM, Deborah Lashever <bohemianexchange@gmail.com> wrote:
This proposed new ordinance is so vague it is almost laughable--were it not for the fact that it is another part
of the cruel policy of the city of Los Angeles not to find solutions for people who must live on the street but to
further and further criminalize the state of being homeless. It is in no way balanced. In no way. You are trying
*again® to penalize vulnerable people for what they cannot help.

The truth is we will not house the majority of people now living on the street for many, many, many, many
years no matter what political promises we hear or make. While unhoused people are unable—no matter what
they do--to access housing you must think logically and humanely regarding what they absolutely must have
to live on a daily basis. Service organizations that exist do not have the resources that you seem to think they
have if you say that they create any kind of balance for these laws. Get real and plenty of services in place
first--not after thousands more suffer-if at all. (Shades of Bill Rosendahl's promise for safe parking for vehicle
dwellers in Venice as the swear-to-God balance to the Oversized Vehicle laws. Never happened.)

The main question lies in f3 which states that personal property removal to ANY public space is illegal. Well,
okay then, where do you want people to put their possessions down without providing voluntary storage as an
alternative? Can you carry all the possessions you need to live on your back 24/7? Cruel. Inane. If you don't
call that criminalization what do you call it? There is no alternative. None. You are persecuting vulnerable
people for what they cannot help. That is the definition of cruelty.

Also f4 which does not specify whether bulky items need to fit in 60 gallon containers folded or open and
whether just one item needs to fit in a the container or all the items with the individual. What if there is a group
sharing resources? Do all the things then need to fit in one container or as many containers as there are
people in the group?

And why does it matter if items can fit in 60 gallon containers when none of these containers are available? It
would make sense to stipulate this if people had the option of using those containers. We need voluntary
storage now--not after years of studies and more people suffering without it--especially under these laws.

Also f4 states that bulky items may be removed immediately with no warning. | cannot see the city making
tourists on Venice Beach take down their tarps, tents, umbrellas, easy-ups etc nor moving their coolers,



blankets, cushions and other items. This is obviously geared towards people living on the street and is
decidedly discriminatory.

Also the definition of "storing” would include any items tourists bring to the beach. Things "put aside for use
when needed" could be almost anything including surfboards, wetsuits, a change of clothing, baby gear,
coolers, umbrellas, picnic baskets, etc.

So much is wrong with this that you would be fools to pass it.

Let's stop pandering to whomever is making you not want to help people in need and get solutions in place
BEFORE spending so much time and resources making new bad laws. Work smart. Be humane.

Thank you,
Deborah Lashever

Deborah LaShever

1358 Abbot Kinney Blvd.
Venice, CA 90291
310.804.6125
bohemianexchange@gmail.com

"Until the lions have their histories, tales of hunting will always glorify the hunter.” African Proverb

"Justice will not be served until those who are unaffected are as outraged as those who are." Ben Franklin
“To change something, build a new model that makes the old model obsolete.” Buckminster Fuller

"It always seems impossible until its done." Nelson Mandela

Deborah LaShever

1358 Abbot Kinney Blvd.
Venice, CA 90291
310.804.6125
bohemianexchange@gmail.com

"Until the lions have their histories, tales of hunting will always glorify the hunter.” African Proverb

"Justice will not be served until those who are unaffected are as outraged as those who are." Ben Franklin
“To change something, build a new model that makes the old model obsolete.” Buckminster Fuller

“It always seems impossible until its done." Nelson Mandela
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City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 5:43 PM
Reply-To:. Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com>

To: "councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org" <councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org"
<candy.rosales@lacity.org>

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize poverty and
homelessness.

I am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and I and pertains to park curfews.
This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining
the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not required to
settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal belongings of
homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the City of Los Angeles for the
growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

I agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do
better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African
Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women
who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population.
Young men and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after
leaving foster care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most unaffordable
city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely low
income people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing affordable



housing in Los Angeles.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in Los
Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at the very
most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for further review.

Thank you,

Mike Chamness

232 3
Venice, CA 90291
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City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 5:45 PM
Reply-To: Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com>

To: "councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org" <councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org"
<candy.rosales@lacity.org>

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize poverty and
homelessness.

I am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and I and pertains to park curfews.
This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining
the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not required to
settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal belongings of
homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the City of Los Angeles for the
growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

I agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do
better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement - yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African
Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women
who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population.
Young men and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after
leaving foster care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most unaffordable
city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely low
income people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing affordable



housing in Los Angeles.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in Los
Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at the very
most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for further review.

Thank you,

Mike Chamness
232 3rd

Venice, CA 90291
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City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 5:49 PM
Reply-To: Mike <uhmused@yahoo.com>

To: "councilmember.wesson@lacity.org" <councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, “candy.rosales @lacity.org"
<candy.rosales@lacity.org>

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize poverty and
homelessness.

I am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and I and pertains to park curfews.
This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining
the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not required to
settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal belongings of
homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the City of Los Angeles for the
growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

I agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do
better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African
Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women
who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population.
Young men and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after
leaving foster care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most unaffordable
city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely low
income people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing affordable



housing in Los Angeles.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in Los
Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at the very
most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for further review.

Thank you,
Mike Chamness

2323
Venice, CA 90291
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* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656/* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551

1 message

lvonne Guzman <ivonneguzman45@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 5:56 PM
To: councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org, councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org, councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org,
councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org, paul.koretz@lacity.org, councilmember.martinez@lacity.org,
councilmember.fuentes @lacity.org, councilmember.parks@lacity.org, councilmember.price@lacity.org,
councilmember.wesson@lacity.org, councilmember.englander@lacity.org, councilmember.ofarreli@lacity.org,
councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, mayor.garcetti@lacity.org,
candy.rosales@lacity.org

Cc: Peggylee Kennedy <peggylee.kennedy@gmail.com>

| agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African Americans,
because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women who are
victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population. Young men
and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after leaving foster
care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most
unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a
solution,

Ivonne Guzman

WARNING!!

This email is protected by the Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 2510-2521 and is legally
privileged. The information contained in this email is only for use by the individual or entity named above. If you
are not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it to the intended recipient, any
dissemination, distribution or copying of this message is strictly prohibited.
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Please Vote NO

1 message

SHELLY GOMEZ <shelly.gomez@msn.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 10:59 PM
To: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org"
<candy.rosales@lacity.org>

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize poverty and
homelessness.

| am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and | and pertains to park
curfews. This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b
without first obtaining the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not
required to settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal
belongings of homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the
City of Los Angeles for the growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

| agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must
do better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelesshess, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is
the wrong direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African
Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will
criminalize women who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage
of the homeless population. Young men and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become
homeless within six months after leaving foster care.



The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most
unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is
not a solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely
low income people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing
affordable housing in Los Angeles.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in
Los Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these
emergency measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at
the very most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for
further review.

Thank you,

Shelly Gomez, MA
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Dear Councilmember For the Record Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551
Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656

1 message

WorkingDemocracy! <workingatdemocracy@gmail.com> Mon, Jun 22, 2015 at 11:20 PM
To: councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org, "councilmember.krekorian" <councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org>,
councilmember.blumenfield@lacity .org, "councilmember.labonge" <counciimember.Labonge@lacity.org>,
"paul.koretz" <paul.koretz@lacity.org>, councilmember.martinez@lacity.org, councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org,
"councilmember.parks" <councilmember.parks @lacity.org>, councilmember.price@lacity.org,
"councilmember.wesson" <councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>, councilmanenglander
<councilmember.englander@lacity.org>, councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org, councilmanhuizar
<councilmember.huizar@lacity.org>, councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org, mayor.garcetti@Iacity.org,
candy.rosales@lacity.org

To LA City Councilmembers and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

My name is David Busch and | am writing as the City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions
that will criminalize poverty and homelessness.

I, along with other members of the Venice Justice Committee am asking you to please vote NO on both of
these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and | and pertains to park curfews.
This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining
the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not required to settle
the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal belongings of
homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the City of Los Angeles for the
growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

| agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilmember Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African Americans,
because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women who are
victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population. Young men
and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after leaving foster
care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most
unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a
solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely low income
people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing affordable housing in Los
Angeles.



Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in Los
Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help tum this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at the very
most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for further review.

David Busch, Venice Justice Committee



i Léeecs Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@]lacity.org>
Re)

City Council Tuesday, June 23: Agenda Item 5/ File 14-1551 & Item 6 / File 14-
1656

1 message

kimmy fae miller <kimmy.serenity@yahoo.com> Tue, Jun 23, 2015 at 5:35 AM
Reply-To: kimmy fae miller <kimmy.serenity@yahoo.com>

To: "councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org" <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org”
<councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org>, "counciimember.blumenfield@lacity.org"
<councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Labonge@Iacity.org"
<councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org>, "paul.koretz@lacity.org” <paul.koretz@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.martinez@lacity.org" <councilmember.martinez@lacity.org>, "councilmember.fuentes @lacity.org"
<councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org>, "councilmember.parks@lacity.org" <councilmember.parks@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.price@lacity.org" <councilmember.price@lacity.org>, "councilmember.wesson@lacity.org"
<councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>, "councilmember.englander@Iacity.org"
<councilmember.englander@lacity.org>, "councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org" <councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.huizar@lacity.org” <councilmember.huizar@lacity.org>, "councilmember.buscaino@Iacity.org"
<councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org>, Councilmember Bonin <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@laycity.org” <mayor.garcetti@laycity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org"

<candy.rosales @lacity.org>

As per the City of Los Angeles Code of Ethics, please be sure that you are acting in the Public's interest at all times,
and that you are EVER CONSCIOUS that Public Service is a Public Trust.
Also, please be ever cognizant that you are required to fulfill your moral obligation of your position by disclosing
improper governmental activities within your knowledge, to the extent not expressly prohibited by law.
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To LA City Council Members and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize
poverty and homelessness.

| am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and | and pertains
to park curfews. This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via
LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining the California State required Coastal Development
Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is
not required to settle the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the
personal belongings of homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place
throughout the City of Los Angeles for the growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

| vehemently agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16:
“This City can and must do better.”



The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law
enforcement — yet homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles
knows it is the wrong direction to take.

Councilman Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize
African Americans, because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These
laws will criminalize women who are victims of domestic violence, because they are a
significant percentage of the homeless population. Young men and women who become
emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after leaving foster care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now
the most unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is
inhumane and is not a solution.

Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for
extremely low income people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and
protecting the existing affordable housing in Los Angeles.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living
homeless in Los Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary
facilities. Without these emergency measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a
balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted
down or at the very most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on
Homelessness for further review.

What you are doing is a violation of human and civil rights. It is inhumane. It is
discrimination. It is illegal. It is NOT the answer and if you, the people we rely on to help the
people of Los Angeles could consciously make such a remarkably appalling ruling, why are
you sitting in those seats?

| applaud Councilman Cedillo for his humanitarian decision and pray over the course of the
last few days that the other Council Members have had enough self-reflection to realize
what it is they are going to be doing to PEOPLE, HUMAN BEINGS that, if not themselves in
the positions they are in, could very well be one of too many who are frightened, in danger,
lacking means for hygiene, medicine, medical attention, and a simple bed.

People without homes ARE the public too! Who entitled anyone to make judgment that they
should be treated as lepers to be abused at will, shunned, degraded, and removed from
society because they take up a couple feet of a sidewalk. All the abandoned buildings in Los
Angeles, why isn't the money being spent on making those buildings affordable housing
rather than harassing those whose lives are already spiraling due to numerous situations
like foreclosures, job loss, and rent increases.

Before making such an abominable decision, | challenge each of you to not use ANY of your



bathroom facilities, wear the same clothes, lock up your wallets, dig in garbage cans for
food and recyclable cans and STILL go home to the comfort of your homes to rest your
head for ONE week. How many of you could do that for a single day? Yet you write up this
new ordinance to make the lives of these people even more hellacious than you already
have? Shame on you! Anyone who votes YES, you are an embarrassment to Los Angeles
and | cannot imagine how you will ever be at peace as you fill yourself with your organic
Whole Foods meals and sleep in your Egyptian 800-thread cotton sheets. Shameful.

IN CONGRESS, July 4, 1776.
The unanimous Declaration of the thirteen united States of America,

When in the Course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve the political
bands which have connected them with another, and to assume among the powers of the earth, the
separate and equal station to which the Laws of Nature and of Nature's God entitle them, a decent
respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they should declare the causes which impel them to
the separation.

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are endowed by
their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the
pursuit of Happiness --That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, deriving
their just powers from the consent of the governed, --That whenever any Form of Government
becomes destructive of these ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or to abolish it, and to
institute new Government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing its powers in such
form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect their Safety and Happiness. Prudence, indeed, will
dictate that Governments long established should not be changed for light and transient causes; and
accordingly all experience hath shown, that mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils are
sufferable, than to right themselves by abolishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But when
a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the same Object evinces a design to
reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such Government,
and to provide new Guards for their future security.

Kimmy Miller
h | 310 450 0180
¢ | 310 266 9050
512 Rose Avenue
Venice, CA 90291

(Email from Citizen Kimmy Miller - Member of LOVE - Not corresponding on behalf of LOVE)

Leaders
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POWER | VCHC | VNC Members (as Citizens) | Keep Neighborhoods First | Occupy
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City Council Tuesday June 23, 2015: Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 &

Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 and public comment for council files
1 message

HOLLY MOSHER <hollywoodnt@mac.com> Tue, Jun 23, 2015 at 6:48 AM
To: "councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org" <councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org”
<gcouncilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org>, "councilmember.blumenfield@Iacity.org"
<councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org>, "councilmember.Labonge@lacity.org"
<councilmember.Labonge@Iacity.org>, "paul.koretz@lacity.org" <paul.koretz@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.martinez@lacity.org" <councilmember.martinez@Iacity.org>, "councilmember.fuentes@lacity.org"
<councilmember.fuentes @lacity.org>, "councilmember.parks @lacity.org" <councilmember.parks@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.price@lacity.org" <councilmember.price@lacity.org>, "councilmember.wesson@lacity.org"
<councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>, "councilmember.englander@lacity.org"
<councilmember.englander@lacity.org>, "councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org" <councilmember.ofarrell@lacity.org>,
"councilmember.huizar@lacity.org" <councilmember.huizar@lacity.org>, "councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org"
<councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org>

Cc: "mayor.garcetti@lacity.org" <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, "candy.rosales@lacity.org"
<candy.rosales@lacity.org>

To LA City Council Members and to LA City Clerks for Council Files:

The City Council is voting Tuesday June 23, 2015 on two motions that will criminalize poverty and
homelessness.

| am asking you to please vote NO on both of these:

* Agenda item 5/Council File 14-1551 is an amendment to LAMC 63.44 B and | which pertains to park curfews.
This includes the Beaches of Los Angeles, which have been closed via LAMC 63.44B14b without first obtaining
the California State required Coastal Development Permit.

* Agenda item 6/Council File 14-1656 that unnecessarily creates a new LAMC 56.11 and is not required to settle
the lawsuit Lavan vs. City of Los Angeles per legal counsel.

These laws make it a crime to have possessions and will make it easier to seize the personal belongings of
homeless people when there is no sufficient storage system in place throughout the City of Los Angeles for the
growing numbers of homeless people in the City.

| agree with Councilman Cedillo who voted NO to both of these on June 16: “This City can and must do better.”

The City spent 100 million dollars on homelessness, with 85% of this going to law enforcement — yet
homelessness has increased significantly.

The strategy of criminalizing poverty and homelessness does not work and Los Angeles knows it is the wrong
direction to take.

Councilman Cedillo rightly pointed out that these laws will disproportionately criminalize African Americans,
because approximately 50% of the homeless population is Black. These laws will criminalize women who are
victims of domestic violence, because they are a significant percentage of the homeless population. Young men
and women who become emancipated; 50% of them become homeless within six months after leaving foster
care.

The City of Los Angeles currently has no plan to solve homelessness. Los Angeles is now the most
unaffordable city in the country. Creating laws that criminalize homeless people is inhumane and is not a
solution.



Some major solutions are creating a more diverse range of affordable housing options for extremely low income
people, creating supportive housing for disabled people, and protecting the existing affordable housing in Los
Angeles.

We could also look to Salt Lake City which has housed all their homeless people and provided substantial
mental health services or to Costa Mesa which provides storage and mobile laundry and showers.

Until substantial housing options are in place for the growing numbers of Angelinos living homeless in Los
Angeles there first needs to be storage, safe places to rest, and sanitary facilities. Without these emergency
measures acted upon first, there is no such thing as a balanced approach.

It is the only humane thing to do.

Please help turn this around by voting NO on these items. These motions should be voted down or at the very
most these motions should be sent to the new Ad Hoc Committee on Homelessness for further review.

We have a national problem as many homeless across the country end up here and we should be appealing to
the federal government for significant aid to really help these people who need a hand up.

Until these people have their basic needs met which includes a roof over there heads and aren't forced to drift
from shelter to shelter on a regular basis, they will never have the means to be self-sufficient. | can't imagine
living like that, can you?

Sincerely,

Holly Mosher
Venice, CA

Sent from my iPhone



