
Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Diane Lindquist <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 3:25 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.
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Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos h-lills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Diane Lindquist

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nicole Concepcion <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 3:46 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Nicole Concepcion

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Aaron Lindquist <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 3:55 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Aaron Lindquist

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Franklin Xie <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 4:1 5 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Pasadena Deserves Better.

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

Hello Pasadena City Council members,

I write this letter urging you to reconsider your allowance of privatized surveillance of your

neighborhoods.

It is more than fair for city council to side with law enforcement. Who wouldn't want to keep

their city safe? But this is not the right way to enforce safety.

Safety should include all of our citizens and neighborhoods. Safety should account for privacy

- for the freedom of its citizens. Safety should not be privatized. And safety means

Pasadena's citizens should not live in fear of ICE, an organization known for murdering

innocent civilians, being able to watch their every move.

Technology is advancing faster than legislation can keep up. Please, do the right thing by

your citizens, and make a stand to improve our quality of life. Please, disable and remove all

Flock cameras from our communities. Please, commit to cancel the Flock contract. Please,

do not replace Flock with another ALPR vendor. And please, use the money to fund

community based safety initiatives.

Pasadena is a beautiful, vibrant city that is always worth strolling through. Our historic

neighborhoods and thriving storefronts bring communities together. Please, do not ruin the

excitement and wonder of being outside in this beautiful city by adding the anxiety of always

being watched by private entities. We love Pasadena. Please, love us back.

There are better ways to protect us.

1



With great concern, and great gratitude,

Franklin

Franklin Xie

Temple City, California 91780-3917
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Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Ashley Urban <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 4:59 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.
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Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Ashley Urban

Pasadena, California 91101
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Toni Luque <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 5:03 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

,1 ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Toni Luque

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

JEREMY BACHARACH <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 8:34 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their fannilies, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

JEREMY BACHARACH

Los Angeles, California 90032
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kristen Bezark <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 9:40 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Long time resident currently in 91103 on North Grand. I 100% agree these cameras should

be removed in total.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

1



otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Kristen Bezark

I

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Thomas Miskey <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 20, 2026 11:11 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

,1] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
|DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofAI powered surveillance systems

across the country - and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified

that it was sharing ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention

restrictions, and many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite

this, Pasadena Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that

would otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on

our civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Thomas Miskey

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Tzedek Segall-Gutierrez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, May 23, 2026 12:54 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos h-lills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Tzedek Segall-Gutierrez

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Shelly Gurzi <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, May 23, 2026 4:16 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Shelly Gurzi

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Diaz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sunday, May 24, 2026 9:12 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

'I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Elizabeth Diaz

Los Angeles, California 90042
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Diaz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sunday, May 24, 2026 9:12 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,
and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to
crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -
and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing
ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and
many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena
Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would
otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Elizabeth Diaz

Los Angeles, California 90042
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Terry Wong <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Monday, May 25, 2026 9:21 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

Good evening,

I am a PCC student and environmental activist particularly concerned about Flock usage in

Pasadena.

I have been seeing more and more cameras used in and around Rosemead, which is very

close to where I reside. I have seen the public backlash toward police departments

cooperating with ICE and other agencies, and how that has degraded trust in the police in our

communities.

Our communities have a fraught relationship with PD and surveillance. To continue with these

Flock installations is in disregard of our social and emotional wellbeing. To be surveillanced,

intentionally or not, is terrible for the wellbeing of a city that has already suffered so much

under the threat of ICE patrols and administrative crackdowns.

Please consider your residents. Please consider student voices.

Thank you,

Terry Wong

Terry Wong

San Gabriel, California 91776

1



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Eric Golden <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, May 26, 2026 9:32 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Eric Golden

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Kathy Mora <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 27, 2026 10:09 AM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you /mow the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Kathy Mora
I

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Fabiana Solorzano <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 27, 2026 1:00 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

Flock cameras seem great at first, but are not a solution for crimes that may happen in

Pasadena.

Not only are they expensive, but they do not solve the issue: what causes crime? How do

socioeconomic factors tie into rates of crime? What solutions, programs for education and

resources could be used or created to address this problem?

Flock cameras cut into budget that could be used for PREVENTION rather than reacting.

Addressing the heart of the issue does more good for more people than what Flock cameras

can offer.

Flock, instead, creates mistrust, disproportionately affects communities of color and low-

income areas, does not lower crime, and has the potential to be abused MORE than it has

already (ex: speaking of ICE who Pasadena PD has collaborated with in the recent past).

Creating community and not division is the solution and Flock offers none of that.

I do not want to live in a surveillance state. I do not want to be recorded or profiled. I don't

want that for myself, my neighbors, or any visitors to our city. This is not the future we should

create for the generations to come.

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

1



particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is ovewhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Fabiana Solorzano

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

david flares <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 27, 2026 8:33 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

david flares

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amairani Hernandez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, May 27, 2026 8:33 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cutties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Amairani hlernandez

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Daniel James <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, May 28, 2026 1:31 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

M TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Daniel James

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Trisha Muse <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, May 28, 2026 2:33 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I am extremely disappointed in the city's leadership for allowing these cameras. I thought

Pasadena was better than that.

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

1



otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Trisha Muse

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jami Pillow <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, May 28, 2026 2:36 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Jami Pillow

Pasadena, California 91105

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

tamaramsilver

Friday, May 29, 2026 9:27 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

tamaramsilver

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Lambert <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Friday, May 29, 2026 10:55 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Get Flock out of Pasadena

[ t ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I am have been a resident and small busines owner in Pasadena for 20 years. I live in San

Rafael area of Pasadena and love my city. I want Pasadena to be uniquely welcoming, safe

and a welcoming, livable city. I want Flock out of Pasadena. It does not make us safer. It

makes Pasadena a surveillance city. I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over

surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to
crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

1



othenwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. Do not continue to abuse the rights of citizens and visitors. Enough

already. End all ties with Flock now.

Susan Lambert

Pasadena, California 91105

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Bouvet <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, June 2, 2026 9:54 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Michael Bouvet

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

/mse'

Tuesday, June 2, 2026 10:09 AM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article "KB0011474" on the
DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

mse<

2



|j^ Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From Julia Martinez

Date Wed 6/3/2026 9:03 AM

To PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>

[A] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as theACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Julia Martinez

Los Angeles, California 90023
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Victor Caballero

Pasadena, California 91104
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sun/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil libert:ies.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular

immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many

exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the

technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR

information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says

Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards

community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Valerie Stringer

Alhambra, California 91801
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the

technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction

rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards

community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Jessica Richards

Pasadena , California 91104
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sun/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Justina Un

Pasadena, California 91103
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sur/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Megan Gonzalez

Altadena, California 91001
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diveri:ing resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Hector trejo

Pasadena, California 91105
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sur/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city tacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Jennifer St Clair

Pasadena, California 91104
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sun/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as theACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Michael Loria

Altadena, California 91001
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. White Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in pari:icular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



F FLOCK

Lee Pickett

Alhambra, California 91801
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sun/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful toot" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Ann OMara

Pasadena, California 91104
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR

information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many

residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Geri Soriano

Pasadena, California 91103
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M Public Comment,

I have been a resident of Pasadena for 7 years and I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety

over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR

information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many

residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says

Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Kazunori Mogi

Pasadena, California 91104
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M B Gao,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate sur/eillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Michelle Abraamian

I

Pasadena, California 91101



1^ Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From Angela Youngs <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Tue 6/9/2026 6:42 AM

To PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>

[A] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the

content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article

"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR

information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Angela Youngs

Pasadena, California 91105
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From Michael Loria <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Wed 6/10/2026 12:36 PM

To PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>

[A] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as theACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the

technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Michael Loria

Altadena , California 91001
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From AmyAllseits <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Wed 6/10/2026 6:54 PM
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[A] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock. People do
not want Flock. The cons far outweigh the pros.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Amy Allseits

Pasadena, California 91107
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content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Isai Irizarry

Pasadena, California 91101
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content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as theACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Levon Donabedian

Pasadena, California 91104
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From joannafreewrites''

Date Fri 6/12/2026 7:11 PM

To PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>

[A] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I recently moved to Pasadena, a city I've wanted to live in for a long time and raise a family. But
a week after moving here I found out the city operates dozens of Flock cameras. I am disgusted.

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular

immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many

exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the

technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure

and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR

information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain

View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.



Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.
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To PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>
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content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular

immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and

experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and

Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Manuel Adame

Altadena, California 91001
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content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diveri:ing resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Roseanna Tucker

Altadena, California 91001
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From Karene Asatryan <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
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content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button. For more information about the Phish Alert Button view article
"KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR canneras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as theACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Karene Asatryan

Pasadena, California 91106
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular
immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil
liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Lizbeth Perez

Pasadena, California 91103
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M Public Comment,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of
countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of
automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in particular

immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare, and the many
exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous civil

liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that the
technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic, insecure
and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics, researchers and
experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to crime reduction
rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country - and
Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing ALPR
information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and many
residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena Police says
Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would otherwise go towards
community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our civil liberties.

Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with
Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills, Mountain
View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our
constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Genesis Fuentes

Altadena, California 91001




