6/24/26, 7:54 AM Mail - Tabakian, Talia - Outlook

& Outlook

Fw: Flock out of Pasadena

From Gao, Beilei <bgao@cityofpasadena.net>
Date Wed 6/24/2026 7:51 AM
To  Tabakian, Talia <ttabakian@cityofpasadena.net>

From: Isaias Henriquez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2026 10:21 PM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>
Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB 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 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

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKADCOZWEOOTk1LTg4OGEtNDBINy1hNDRhLTY1YmMNmMZWQ4MDQ5YgAQAJB2TjtrgM1ErG%2BLdAwCO:. ..
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6/24/26, 7:54 AM Mail - Tabakian, Talia - QOutlook
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.

Isaias Henriquez

Pasadena, California 91103

https://outlook.office.com/mail/inbox/id/AAQKADCOZWEOOTk1LTg4OGEtNDBINy1hNDRhLTY 1YmNmMZWQ4MDQ5YgAQAJB2TjtrgM1ErG%2BLdwCOI...  2/2



a Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From Morgan Jeff <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Wed 6/24/2026 11:33 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474"
on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,
| 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
axperts overwhe!mingly 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 criented 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.



Morgan Jeff

San Gabriel, California 91775



Sabha, Tamer

From: Rebecca Frank <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2026 10:10 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Rebecca Frank

Pasadena, California 91104



&® Outlook

Request to Remove Flock Safety Cameras from Pasadena
From Jennarose Nicholas

Date Thu 6/25/2026 10:55 PM
To  PublicComment-AutoResponse <correspondence@cityofpasadena.net>

Some people who received this message don't often get email from Learn why this is important

[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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474"
on the DolT portal.

To the Pasadena City Council and Mayor,

| am a Pasadena homeowner and am writing to formally request that the City discontinue its use of
Flock Safety automated license plate reader cameras and remove the existing network.

As a homeowner who has invested in this community, | do not want my neighborhood subjected to
continuous surveillance. | believe the widespread collection and retention of vehicle data from law-
abiding residents raises serious concerns about privacy, civil liberties, and government overreach.
While | support effective law enforcement, | do not believe that mass surveillance of the public is an
appropriate or necessary solution.

Many residents value Pasadena because it is a community built on trust, safety, and respect for
individual rights. Constant monitoring of where people travel and when they move throughout the city
feels like an unnecessary infringement on those principles.

| respectfully ask that the City remove the Flock camera system, decline to renew any contracts related
to it, and ensure that any future surveillance technologies are subject to meaningful public input and
transparent oversight before being approved.

Thank you for your time and consideration. As a Pasadena homeowner and resident, | respectfully
request a written response regarding the City’s plans for the future of the Flock Safety program.

Sincerely,
Jenna Nicholas



& Outlook

No Flock Cameras
From Lawrence Papincak

Date Thu 6/25/2026 10:56 PM
To cityclerk <cityclerk@cityofpasadena.net>

You don't often get email from earn why this is important

[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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474"
on the DolT portal.

To the Pasadena City Council and Mayor,

| am a Pasadena homeowner and am writing to formally request that the City discontinue its use of
Flock Safety automated license plate reader cameras and remove the existing network.

As a homeowner who has invested in this community, | do not want my neighborhood subjected to
continuous surveillance. | believe the widespread collection and retention of vehicle data from law-
abiding residents raises serious concerns about privacy, civil liberties, and government overreach.
While | support effective law enforcement, | do not believe that mass surveillance of the public is an
appropriate or necessary solution.

Many residents value Pasadena because it is a community built on trust, safety, and respect for
individual rights. Constant monitoring of where people travel and when they move throughout the city
feels like an unnecessary infringement on those principles.

| respectfully ask that the City remove the Flock camera system, decline to renew any contracts related
to it, and ensure that any future surveillance technologies are subject to meaningful public input and

transparent oversight before being approved.

Thank you for your time and consideration. As a Pasadena homeowner and resident, | respectfully
request a written response regarding the City’s plans for the future of the Flock Safety program.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Papincak



a Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From David Pajo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Fri 6/26/2026 10:57 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474"
on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,
| 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.

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 Pajo

Pasadena, California 91103



8 Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From Jael Salgado <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Sun 6/28/2026 1:35 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 know the
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (PAB). For more information about the PAB 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 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.



Jael Salgado

Alhambra, California 91803



& Outlook

Flock out of Pasadena

From Lamont Milliner <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Date Mon 6/29/2026 7:52 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 know the
content is safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474"
on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,
| 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.

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.



Lamont Milliner

Pasadena, California 91103



Sabha, Tamer

From: Jen Carter <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2026 5:16 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

Jen Carter

Culver City, California 90232



Sabha, Tamer

From: Laura Benack <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2026 7:01 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

Laura Benack

Altadena, California 91001



Sabha, Tamer

From: noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2026 4:44 PM
To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.



Sabha, Tamer

From: Jeremiah Sepulveda <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2026 4:47 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

Jeremiah Sepulveda

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Sonali Redus <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2026 4:47 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4 ] 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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 o 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.



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracis 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.

Sonali Redus

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Marcel Truong-Chun <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2026 7:23 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Marcel Truong-Chun

Evry, Essonne 91001



Sabha, Tamer

From: cocoa_vida@

Sent: Friday, July 3, 2026 3:56 AM
To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.



Sabha, Tamer

From: Yenny Garcia <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2026 10:46 AM

To: : Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1+ 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB 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 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.




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.

Yenny Garcia

Pasadena, California 91107



Sabha, Tamer

From: Greg Holcomb <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2026 4:04 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Greg Holcomb

Pasadena, California 91105



Sabha, Tamer

From: Kiran Shila <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2026 6:20 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
[ 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.




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.

Kiran Shila

Pasadena, California 91106



Sabha, Tamer

From: PETREA SANDEL <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2026 8:32 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

| urge Pasadena City Council to cut ties with Flock. | resent the fact that myself and my
neighbors are being surveilled in what is supposedly a "sanctuary city." This is not what |

want my tax dollars going for.

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.



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.

PETREA SANDEL

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Stefan Popoff <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 8:31 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Stefan Popoff

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Lizbeth Gonzalez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 10:26 AM

To: - Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena and Altadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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 Gonzalez

Altadena, California 91001



Sabha, Tamer

From: MARGARET GORDON <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 11:47 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

While | do not live within Pasadena city limits, | frequent Pasadena businesses and
establishments. | have participated in lawful protest activities in Pasadena and object to being

surveilled potentially while doing so.

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.

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.

MARGARET GORDON

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: John P <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 3:56 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1+ 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

John P

Pasadena, California 91104-1703



Sabha, Tamer

From: Tod Kurt <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 7:22 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1+ 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Even if Flock cameras worked, they are a privacy nightmare. See 404 Media and Benn

Jordan’s reporting on this facet of them.

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.

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.

Tod Kurt

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: catherine67su@

Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 8:34 PM
To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article “KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Elock 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 inciscriminate 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 excepiion. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

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

\any residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena
/s Flock is a "useful tool” - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would
o}

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




Pasadena shouid join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their coniracts 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 frust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.



Sabha, Tamer

From: Despina Arzouman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2026 9:39 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 1+ 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Despina Arzouman

Sierra Madre, California 91024



Sabha, Tamer

From: Samuel Gordon <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2026 1:08 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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 ndiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous
~ivil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that
ihe 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,

<

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

1<

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

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




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 uphoid our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Samuel Gordon

Pasadena, California 91107



Sabha, Tamer

From: Kevin Guthmiller <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2026 8:55 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

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

lock 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 inciscriminate surveiliance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous
sivil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

he 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,

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

w
¢

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

LPR 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




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.

Kevin Guthmiller

La Canada Flintridge, California 81011

N



Sabha, Tamer

From: COLIN GUNTHER <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 8:29 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

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

[ g PR

~Iock 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
auiomated 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 inciscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous
sivii liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that
ihe technology infringes on Americans’ right fo 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,

853

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

i

crime reduction rates.

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

i2's ALPR systems are no excepiion. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing
ALFR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

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

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




Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their coniracts 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.

COLIN GUNTHER

Pasadena, California 91107

]



Sabha, Tamer

From: Clotilde Jang <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 9:09 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.] 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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. This also affects not just your constituents, but
everyone driving through the city.
Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our constitutional rights. End all ties with

Flock now.

Clotilde Jang

Monterey Park, California 91754



Sabha, Tamer

From: Santiago Gea <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:04 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Santiago Gea

Pasadena, California 91101



Sabha, Tamer

From: Jacqueline Mejia <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:07 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

This is deeply important to be as someone that was raised in South Pasadena and has deep
ties to the city of Pasadena. This is my community, please keep my community feeling truly

safe instead of surveilled.

Kindly,

Jacqueline Mejia

Jacqueline Mejia

South Pasadena , California 91030



Sabha, Tamer

From: Patrick Martinez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:13 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

| absolutely wholeheartedly urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and

cut ties with Flock now!

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.



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.

Patrick Martinez

Pasadena, California 91107



Sabha, Tamer

From: Franco Palacios <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:15 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Franco Palacios

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Emily Schnitger <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:17 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.] 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
[ 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.



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.

Emily Schnitger

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Annika Buxman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:19 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Annika Buxman

South Pasadena, California 91030



Sabha, Tamer

From: Lisa Muthiah <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:21 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.] 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

As a resident of district 1, | 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.



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.

Lisa Muthiah

Pasadena, California 91103



Sabha, Tamer

From: Bert Newton <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:28 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4] 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

When thinking about cameras such as Flock cameras, | worry most about our vulnerable
neighbors, especially our immigrant neighbors, or, because of the current administration in
Washington, even our neighbors that merely look like they could be immigrants, documented

or not. | even worry about anyone that the administration considers an enemy.
[ 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.

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.

Bert Newton

Pasadena, California 91106-1472



Sabha, Tamer

From: Lisa Finlay <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:57 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

| go to church in Pasadena and use daycare in Pasadena. | 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.



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.

Lisa Finlay

Glendale, California 91207



Sabha, Tamer

From: Sophia Barrett <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:04 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

My name is Sophie, and | have been a Pasadena resident for 5 years. | love my city so much.
I am deeply disturbed by law enforcement’s use of Flock. Please consider my following

message.
| 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.

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.

Sophia Barrett

Pasadena, California 91101



Sabha, Tamer

From: Susanna Hostetter <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:10 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Susanna Hostetter

Pasadena, California 91103



Sabha, Tamer

From: Joyce Jimenez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:18 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

Joyce Jimenez

Alhambra, California 91803



Sabha, Tamer

From: Karen Newe <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:32 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

| 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.



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.

Karen Newe

Pasadena, California 91103



Sabha, Tamer

From: Celia Harrow <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:38 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Celia Harrow

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Jonathan Montalvo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:38 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.




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.

Jonathan Montalvo

El Monte, California 91731



Sabha, Tamer

From: Claudia Lopez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:41 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,

Over the past year, the number of flock cameras in pasadena grew from 0 to over 100 with
zero approval from the public. | urge Pasadena City Council to put true 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. A multitude of women are already
coming forward across the country and describing their lived experiences of being harrassed
and stalked by the VARIETY of individuals who access these cameras for personal use and
NOT for public safety or professional use.

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.

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 and their safety. Restore trust, restore accountability

and uphold our constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Claudia Lopez

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Eric Schnitger <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 11:55 AM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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 Schnitger

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Sean Grimes <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 12:24 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB 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 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.



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.

Sean Grimes

Pasadena, California 91106



Sabha, Tamer

From: Stephanie Raynor <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 12:45 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

M T Sabha,
| 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.



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.

Stephanie Raynor

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Paulina Ruiz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 1:03 PM

To: Sabha, Tamer

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB 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 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.



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.

Paulina Ruiz

Pasadena, California 91104



Sabha, Tamer

From: Kema Allin <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2026 1:07 PM

To: PublicComment-AutoResponse

Subject: Flock out of Pasadena

[ 4.1 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 (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0O011474" on the DolT portal.

M Public Comment,
| 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.




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.

Kema Allin

Pasadena, California 91104





