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"Marqueece Harris-Dawson Picks First
Amendment Fight He Has Zero Chance of
Winning" by Daniel Guss
Rookie LA City Council president doesn't pay attention during meetings, like when Deputy
City Attorneys repeatedly affirm, apologetically, that invective is protected by the First
Amendment.

MAR 21, 2025
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Los Angeles City Council president Marqueece Harris-Dawson, MHD, must have
been absent from school the day the teacher explained the concept of those who forget

the past are condemned to repeat it.

Or, he was present but as absent-minded as he has been during his first few months in
charge of City Council, where increasing censorship and reducing public participation are
his accountability dodges for a deadly inferno; a billion-dollar budget deficit
forecasting that thousands of city employees may lose their jobs; and even the Los
Angeles Zoo, an arcane and costly death pit of animal cruelty, “has earned the dubious

distinction of being ranked the #1 Worst Zoo for Elephants by the animal advocacy group In

Defense of Animals (IDA).”

Wait for it…

For the second year in a row.

Thanks for reading DanielGuss.Substack.com.
Subscribe for free and share with friends.

This morning, MHD is expected to drive his censorship wagon over the cliff when he
introduces a motion that penalizes the use of invective by members of the public
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during City Council meetings.

Stunningly, he told Jon Regardie in the Westside Current, “I’m eager to get in front of a

judge and show them a video of what happens in L.A. City Council and committee, and ask

her or him if they think this is what is intended by the free speech that we’re granted in the

First Amendment and the Brown Act.”

The judge will answer yes, that’s what the First Amendment intended.

So will every judge at each level of appeals, except that the City of Los Angeles
government is flat broke and can’t afford the litigation, let alone its likely
consequences.

So MHD:

✔ recognizes that his motion invites a costly, slam-dunk First Amendment lawsuit.

✔ cannot undo admitting to Regardie that he is “targeting,” even if he changes the
wording of his motion.

✔ ignores previous free speech lawsuits this very City Council consistently lost:

“That included paying $215,000 to settle a free-speech lawsuit filed by a man who was
kicked out of a meeting of the Recreation and Parks Board of Commissioners for wearing a
Ku Klux Klan hood (the man, by the way, was Black), and whose attorney argued that his
First Amendment rights were violated. In another case, two men who were ejected from
council meetings for their language and behavior each won $1—but the city had to pony up
$600,000 to cover their legal fees.”

Jon Regardie, Westside Current, March 20, 2025

MHD should ask the City Attorney’s office to explain Sullivan, in which SCOTUS
Justice William Brennan — a liberal who promoted the expansion of individual rights
— wrote about a “…profound national commitment to the principle that debate on public

issues should be uninhibited, robust, and wide-open, and that it may well include vehement,

caustic, and sometimes unpleasantly sharp attacks on government and public officials.”

https://www.westsidecurrent.com/news/exclusive-council-president-set-to-target-vile-slurs-in-city-hall/article_37fadc73-8811-4959-87e1-0baedcc2c310.html
https://www.latimes.com/local/cityhall/la-me-kkk-hood-settlement-20140613-story.html
https://www.latimes.com/local/la-me-dollar-lawsuit-20140224-story.html


The Supremes voted 9-0 in favor of the government critics.

MHD should then watch the countless times that every Deputy City Attorney who
officiates at City Council meetings has repeatedly and apologetically affirmed the
constitutionality of caustic language, as recently as their last meeting on Wednesday.

Below is a closed-caption screenshot from that meeting.

It is from the video clip that follows it, in which Deputy City Attorney Jonathan Groat
says, after a few minutes of tormenting-but-substantively-accurate comments from
Wayne Spindler, an attorney who is clearly the #1 target of MHD’s anticipated motion,
“we (do) have to allow them to speak (during their public comment period).”

Roll the NSFW video to the 1:08:50 mark IF the video starts at 0:00:00.

https://substackcdn.com/image/fetch/f_auto,q_auto:good,fl_progressive:steep/https%3A%2F%2Fsubstack-post-media.s3.amazonaws.com%2Fpublic%2Fimages%2Ff00de2b6-3b7f-4848-aa5b-0ab7471eb5a7_1600x900.png


MHD has also failed to recognize that Brennan’s ruling protects gadflies like Mike
Greenspan when he punctuates his colorful criticisms of the Mayor and City Council
with sex toys that, constitutionally speaking, are akin to a lapel pin or tee-shirt
affirming support for Ukraine, breast cancer awareness and pet spay/neuter programs.

LA City Hall critic Mike Greenspan puts a firm exclamation point, so to speak, on
his criticisms with a visual aide. PHOTO: DanielGuss.Substack.com

Regular City Council - 3/19/25Regular City Council - 3/19/25
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By not thinking things through, and ignoring my offer to discuss how to improve
public participation (while potentially taking the edge off of the hostilities), MHD now
finds himself in a lose-lose situation.

If he pursues the motion, he is guaranteed to lose in court if it gets the city sued,
which will enrich and embolden the critics, their attorneys and many others.

If he shelves the motion, now that he has promoted it, it will immediately get worse,
because it acknowledges that he overplayed his hand, and that the antagonism really
gets under his skin.

And there is nothing that the gadflies enjoy more than that.

(Daniel Guss, MBA, won the LA Press Club’s “Online Journalist of the Year” and “Best

Activism Journalism” awards in June ‘23. In June ‘24, he won its “Best Commentary, Non-

Political” award. He has contributed to the Daily Mail, CityWatchLA, KFI AM-640,
iHeartMedia, 790-KABC, Cumulus Media, KCRW 89.9 FM, KRLA 870 AM, Huffington
Post, Los Angeles Daily News, Los Angeles Magazine, Movieline Magazine, Emmy
Magazine, Los Angeles Business Journal, Pasadena Star-News, Los Angeles
Downtown News and the Los Angeles Times in its sports, opinion, entertainment and
Sunday Magazine sections among other publishers.)
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"Harris-Dawson Celebrated Rap Lyrics on
Official Gov't Social Media That He Wants to
Ban at Its Meetings" by Daniel Guss
Hypocritical LA City Council president is no student of City Hall's tortured First Amendment
history, either. Will incendiary language soon get much worse?

APR 11, 2025

Share

Is it already game, set and match for the censorship aspirations of LA City Council
president Marqueece Harris-Dawson, MHD, whose first year in the City Hall
leadership role includes trying to silence critics with everything from physical
violence to ending Zoom calls?

On Friday morning, MHD will chair a committee meeting where the agenda includes
his motion to ban members of the public from using all variations of two incendiary
words, “n_gga” and “c_nt,” during their speaking time at city government meetings, and
how to penalize violators of his proposed word-ban.

Specifically, he proposes this addition to City Council’s meeting rules.
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Thanks for reading DanielGuss.Substack.com.
Subscribe for free and share with friends.

But just 62 days earlier, MHD used his official twitter account, prominently displaying
his job title and a link that redirects to the city-owned domain for the District he
represents, to publicly celebrate the Super Bowl half-time performance of Kendrick
Lamar, whose set list for the world-wide event includes songs with dozens of uses of
the n-word.
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This constitutes an implied government endorsement of the same words that MHD is
now attempting to ban at city government meetings and other lyrics of Lamar’s many
would consider misogynistic, homophobic and anti-Semitic, that MHD is not trying to
ban, all of which are constitutionally protected.
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Kendrick Lamar’s Super Bowl LIX set list is laden with dozens of uses of the n-word,
as well as lyrics many would consider misogynistic, homophobic and anti-Semitic.

Source: Apple Music

Even if MHD’s motion is amended, he cannot un-ring that bell.

Further, his motion ignores the fact that City Council has celebrated and permanently
memorialized the use of the n-word with stars on the Hollywood Walk of Fame for
other artists, including but not limited to the ones listed below along with the address
of their stars and some of their lyrics and titles:

Ice Cube — 6752 Hollywood Blvd — “The N*gga Ya Love to Hate”

Pitbull — 6201 Hollywood Blvd — “My N*gga Kaine”

Snoop — 6840 Hollywood Blvd — “N*gga Sayin’ Hi”

50 Cent — 6250 Hollywood Blvd — “N*gga, N*gga”

Harris-Dawson: Not a Student of City Hall Censorship History
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MHD’s motion also ignores his predecessors’ costly First Amendment mistakes,
including a $600,000 payout to the attorneys of City Hall gadflies Matt Dowd and
David “Zuma Dogg” Saltsburg and another $214,000 to Michael Hunt, after Hunt
previously scored a $264,000 payday plus $340,000 for his attorneys in a Venice
Boardwalk matter.

Upon hearing of MHD’s motion, Zuma Dogg issued the following statement:

In another recent incident, MHD tried to censor a gadfly who goes by the moniker
“Three Inch Shrimp,” a humorous and self-deprecating reference to his personal
regions.

In the clip, below, Shrimp mockingly lobbies for sex workers on Figueroa.

MHD’s best options were to laugh at the silliness in order to diffuse it or simply
remain quiet until the critic’s speaking time expires. Instead, he took the worst option
and repeatedly disrupted Shrimp’s commentary by declaring it “not within the

jurisdiction of Los Angeles City Council.”

Zuma Dogg Weighs In On Marqueece Harris-Dawson (Los Angeles City Council) Zuma Dogg Weighs In On Marqueece Harris-Dawson (Los Angeles City Council) ……

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V_V0eH7mMZw


I will see you on the other side of this clip, which should start at 1:51:14. Advance to
that point if the video does not start there.

According to the Los Angeles Times, Figueroa is the third-longest street within Los

Angeles city limits:

Regular City Council - 3/26/25Regular City Council - 3/26/25

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HI7cfxfFkWI
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In fact, it runs through or along two portions of Council District 8, which Harris-
Dawson represents.
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Harris-Dawson represents Council District 8, shown within the blue boundary of
this Bureau of Engineering map. I added the two red boxes, the smaller of which

shows Figueroa St. on its perimeter, with the larger red box placing Figueroa within
the District.

Pointlessly interfering with Shrimp’s commentary further establishes that MHD will
do or say anything to unlawfully interfere with the public’s lawful right to criticize and
mock.

As I recently wrote in "Marqueece Harris-Dawson Picks First Amendment Fight He Has

Zero Chance of Winning,” MHD stunningly told scribe Jon Regardie in the Westside
Current, “I’m eager to get in front of a judge and show them a video of what happens in L.A.

City Council and committee, and ask her or him if they think this is what is intended by the

free speech that we’re granted in the First Amendment and the Brown Act.”

The judge would answer yes, it is.
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But MHD is sorely mistaken if he thinks that witnesses get to ask judges questions
and that judges base rulings on what they think rather than on what the Constitution

guarantees.

City Hall has repeatedly lost on this issue in court, just as the Founding Fathers
(they/them) had intended.

As Judge Dean Pregerson (he/him) ruled in the Zuma Dogg / Matt Dowd case:

"In one of the largest cities in the world, it is to be expected that some inhabitants will

sometimes use language that does not conform to conventions of civility and decorum,

including offensive language and swear-words. As an elected official, a City Council

member will be the subject of personal attacks in such language. It is asking much of City

Council members, who have given themselves to public service, to tolerate profanities and

personal attacks, but that is what is required by the First Amendment. While the City

Council has a right to keep its meetings on topic and moving forward, it cannot sacrifice

political speech to a formula of civility. First Amendment jurisprudence is clear that the

way to oppose offensive speech is by more speech, not censorship, enforced silence or

eviction from legitimately occupied public space.” Gathright v. City of 18 Portland, Or., 439

F.3d 573”

Lastly, there are the unanticipated consequences of MHD’s motion.

Even if it survives First Amendment scrutiny, what is he going to do when City Hall
button-pushers — whose primary get is getting under his skin — use homophonic
words like one which means stingy or parsimonious in the proper context of an agenda
item?

It could easily apply to any agenda item.

The gadfly contingent will be thrilled to bits to use it liberally and lawfully.

And what will MHD do when the gadflies see agenda items pertaining to things like
vehicle parking and — in context — refer to sources that enable their button-pushing
glee like “YouParkLikeACunt.com,” which has more than 32,000 followers on Twitter?



What then, indeed.

Good job, MHD.

Very. Good. Job.

(Daniel Guss, MBA, won the LA Press Club’s “Online Journalist of the Year” and “Best

Activism Journalism” awards in June ‘23. In June ‘24, he won its “Best Commentary, Non-

Political” award. He has contributed to the Daily Mail, CityWatchLA, KFI AM-640,
iHeartMedia, 790-KABC, Cumulus Media, KCRW 89.9 FM, KRLA 870 AM, Huffington
Post, Los Angeles Daily News, Los Angeles Magazine, Movieline Magazine, Emmy
Magazine, Los Angeles Business Journal, Pasadena Star-News, Los Angeles
Downtown News and the Los Angeles Times in its sports, opinion, entertainment and
Sunday Magazine sections among other publishers.)

Thanks for reading DanielGuss.Substack.com.
Subscribe for free and share with friends.
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Comments for Public Posting:  Regarding Council's motion to ban the "N" word and "C" word

during public comments: Four video were uploaded onto
YouTube with links to these videos posted in this motion. First of
all, all of the content is from 2018 City Council meetings. That's
seven years ago. I would like to know why examples weren't used
from more recent meetings. Using nothing but examples from
2018 (seven years ago) makes me (and might make the Judge)
wonder if this is still a current issue that requires a motion to be
passed banning these two words. If it is still a current issue (that
public comment speakers are still using these words that Council
wants to ban) why weren't more current examples included in
these videos from the past year? Additionally, only a small portion
of the content in these four videos relates to the issue of public
comment speakers using the "N" and "C" words. Much of the
content includes speaking time that doesn't include these two
words. And, there is an excessive amount of content dedicated to
disruptions of one of the speakers after his public comment time
has expired. Including the screaming disruptions of a speaker after
his public comment time has expired -- including disruption as
speaker is leaving chambers after being ejected has NOTHING to
do with use of the "N" and "C" words during the public comment
time. This motion has nothing to do with causing disruptions
outside of the public comment time. So, why was so much of this
included in these videos. If you plan on using these in Federal
Court, I believe the Judge will be annoyed with the City's
inclusion of so much extraneous content and a playlist of
timestamps where the "N" word and "C" words are actually being
used be included. A Federal Judge should not be expected to
spend all that time watching videos where only a small portion of
the issue, at hand, is included. So please make edited versions of
these videos which only include the examples of the public
comment speakers using the "N" and "C" words, during their
public comment time. And, again, only the "N" and "C" words are
included in this motion; so other swear words and offensive
language should not be included in these videos, either. I read, in
an interview with Marqueese Harris-Dawson that he may attempt
to include a list of other words to be included in the ban. I believe
this becomes even more outrageous. Where does it end? What
country does Mr. Dawson think he is presiding in as Council
President? An individual doesn't just get to make up a list of



President? An individual doesn't just get to make up a list of
words he doesn't want people to use during First Amendment
protected speech. And, again, I remind Los Angeles City Council
that the Honorable Judge Dean Pregerson already ruled on this
issue and the L.A. City Attorney has included my public comment
in this file with the mention that I will take legal action against
this illegal motion if it is passed. Here is the excerpt from Judge
Pregerson's 2013 ruling against City Council that I believe will
result in a ruling against Dawson's motion and will cost the city
money, in court, only to most certainly lose, again: "In one of the
largest cities in the world, it is to be expected that some
inhabitants will sometimes use language that does not conform to
conventions of civility and decorum, including offensive language
and swear-words. As an elected official, a City Council member
will be the subject of personal attacks in such language. It is
asking much of City Council members, who have given
themselves to public service, to tolerate profanities and personal
attacks, but that is what is required by the First Amendment.
While the City Council has a right to keep its meetings on topic
and moving forward, it cannot sacrifice political speech to a
formula of civility. First Amendment jurisprudence is clear that
the way to oppose offensive speech is by more speech, not
censorship, enforced silence or eviction from legitimately
occupied public space.” Gathright v. City of 18 Portland, Or., 439
F.3d 573 ### Zuma Dogg Aka: The Plaintiff 


