
Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Tatum <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 2:34 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

I have said this to my Council person, Tyron Hampton, in person and in writing: THE FLOCK

CAMERAS NEED TO GO. Federal law enforcement has access to the data, please stop

pretending otherwise.

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

Elizabeth Tatum

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Robert Hernandez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 2:36 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out 2028 Olympics Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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.

Robert Hernandez

Pasadena , California 911101
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Lanice Joseph <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 2:50 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Lanice Joseph

Altadena, California 91001
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Travis Farver <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 2:52 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ ;! ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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.

Travis Farver

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Toni Luque <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 2:53 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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.

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

particular immigrants and fear for their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive

healthcare, and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Toni Luque

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Olga Sanchez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:00 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Olga Sanchez

Los Angeles, California 90022
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Chris P <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:11 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnowthe content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (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.

As a queer brown citizen, I worry for my safety 1, every time I go out on the street, that

surveillance like this could endanger me because of prejudiced targeting. Flock ALPR

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

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

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

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

many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Chris P

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Charles Milliard <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:17 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Charles Milliard

Pasadena, California 91105
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Edwin Lai <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:17 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

There is ovenrt/helming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Edwin Lai

Pasadena , California 91101
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dylan McKeithen <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:19 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

Dear Pasadena City Council,

I urge you to put the privacy and civil liberties of Pasadena residents first by ending the city's

relationship with Flock.

Public safety is important, but it should never come at the expense of indiscriminate mass

surveillance. Flock's automated license plate reader (ALPR) network collects and stores

information about countless people who are not suspected of any crime. These systems can

disproportionately impact immigrants and their families, people of color, individuals seeking

sensitive healthcare, and people exercising their constitutional rights to free speech and

peaceful assembly.

Organizations such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation have repeatedly

raised concerns that widespread ALPR surveillance threatens Americans' Fourth Amendment

privacy protections. Despite Flock's efforts to present the technology as responsible and

secure, serious concerns remain about data security, misuse, and the potential for innocent

people to be caught up in surveillance systems. At the same time, researchers and

independent experts have found little convincing evidence that Flock cameras meaningfully

reduce crime.

These concerns are not hypothetical. Pasadena has already been notified about issues

including the sharing ofALPR data with agencies across the country and insufficient data

retention safeguards. Residents have voiced privacy concerns for years, yet the city's

response has largely been to describe Flock as a useful investigative tool. We should be
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investing in community-based public safety strategies that build trust—not expanding

surveillance infrastructure that treats every resident as a potential suspect.

Pasadena would not be alone in choosing a different path. Communities including Los Altos

Hills, Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others have ended their contracts

with Flock, removed ALPR cameras, or declined to expand these systems.

I ask you to stand with the people you represent. Protect our privacy, strengthen public trust,

and uphold the constitutional rights that define our community. Please end Pasadena's

relationship with Flock.

Dylan McKeithen

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Marissa Garay <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:26 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Marissa Garay

Alhambra, California 91801
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

David Pena <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:41 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

Hello, I am passionate and concerned citizen who loves my city so please know this doesn't

come from anger but just grave concern.

I along with my fellow neighbors and community urge Pasadena City Council to put safety

over surveillance and cut ties with Flock, immediately

As we know, 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
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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.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

David Pena

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Sean Artura <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 3:46 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Pasadena, California 91107
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Ryan Birol <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 4:01 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Ryan Birol

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hazel Toland <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 4:35 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Hazel Toland

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Kimberly Bermudez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 4:38 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Kimberly Bermudez

Pasadena, California 91101-1108

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Emily Sallach <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 4:41 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Emily Sallach

El Monte, California 91731

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jocelyn Hernandez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 5:02 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Jocelyn Hernandez

Los Angeles, California 90007

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Harrison Fitch <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 5:05 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

hlarrison Fitch

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Birgit Huff <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 5:14 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Birgit Huff

Pasadena, California 91104-2506

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Frank Lombard! <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 5:32 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Frank Lombardi

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Rudy Behrens <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 5:58 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Rudy Behrens

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nicholas Kietzman-Greer <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:08 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Nicholas Kietzman-Greer

Altadena , California 91001

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Cheyenne Kellis <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:22 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put public safety first without sacrificing our privacy and
constitutional rights by ending its contract with Flock.

Flock's automated license plate reader (ALPR) cameras collect and store information on
countless people who have done nothing wrong. While Flock, law enforcement, and city
officials claim these cameras improve public safety, they also create a system of mass
surveillance that affects everyone, especially immigrants and their families, people of color,
people seeking sensitive healthcare, and anyone exercising their First Amendment rights.

Organizations like the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation have repeatedly raised
concerns that ALPR systems infringe on Fourth Amendment protections and create serious
privacy risks. Even after Flock has made changes to its platform, the same fundamental
problems remain. The technology is vulnerable to misuse, data breaches, and false
assumptions that can have devastating consequences for innocent people. At the same time,
researchers have found little evidence that Flock meaningfully reduces crime.

We've already seen these issues here in Pasadena. The city was notified that its ALPR data
was being shared with agencies across the country, it lacked meaningful limits on how long
data could be retained, and residents have raised privacy concerns for years. Despite that,
Pasadena Police continue to describe Flock as a valuable tool. I disagree. Our resources
should be invested in community-based public safety strategies that actually build trust
instead of expanding surveillance.

1



Pasadena should join the many cities that have ended their contracts with Flock or rejected

ALPR systems altogether, including Los Altos Hills, Mountain View, Santa Clara County,

Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your residents. Restore trust. Restore accountability. Protect our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock.

Cheyenne Kellis

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jason Dove <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:23 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Jason Dove

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Liz Navarro <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:50 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Liz Navarro

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Maddy Leeser <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:56 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Maddy Leeser

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Brett Adams <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 6:57 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

Flock's ALPR cameras subject our community to indiscriminate tracking. While pitched as a

safety measure, this technology actively endangers our most vulnerable—including

immigrants, people of color, and individuals seeking sensitive healthcare.

Civil liberties groups like the ACLU and the EFF have made it clear: this technology violates

our Fourth Amendment right to privacy. Yet, Pasadena continues to fund it. We have already

seen the red flags here locally, from data-sharing overreaches to a glaring lack of retention

restrictions. Calling Flock a "useful tool" ignores the fact that it actively drains resources away

from real, community-led safety solutions.

Cities like Mountain View, Los Altos Hills, and Santa Cruz have already listened to their

residents and cut ties with Flock. It is time for Pasadena to do the same. Choose your

constituents over mass surveillance. Restore our trust, protect our constitutional rights, and

end the Flock contract today. Thank you.

Brett Adams

Brett Adams

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Mckenzie Berklei <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 7:08 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Mckenzie Berklei

Altadena, California 91001

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Miko Batino <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 7:19 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

Surveillance creates the illusion of safety. In addition, utilizing Flock surveillance further

jeopardizes the citizens of Pasadena; it does not lead to protecting 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 ofALPR systems across the country -

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Miko Batino

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Victoria Rodriguez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 7:21 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

M TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Grew up in Pasadena and throughout SGV. We aren't in the novel 1984, but technology like

this is pushing us in that direction. This is invasive technology that is not helping the average

American. Please consider listening to the voice of the people and take these worries not only

into consideration but also into action that gives faith to our local government cares.

Victoria Rodriguez

Monrovia, California 91016

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Louise Le <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 7:27 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you fcnow 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. All automated systems are as biased as the humans who use and
control them. And while Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers the most vulnerable
in our city, in particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking
sensitive healthcare, and people 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.
Academics, researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence
linking flock to crime reduction rates.

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

-Louise

Louise Le

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Marigold Pinkston <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 7:32 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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.

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now or will we unseat you.

M-arinnlrl Pinkston

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Isela Macias <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 8:19 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Isela Macias

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Loraine Labet <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 8:24 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Loraine Labet

Altadena , California 91001

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Melanie Taylor <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 8:30 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Melanie Taylor

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dude Bro <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 8:32 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos h^ills,

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.

Dude Bro

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lorena Madrigal <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 9:19 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

As our city council, you have a responsibility to represent your constituents and their rights.

You cannot be pro-flock cameras and still uphold your responsibility to us when the cameras

are being used by ICE to target our community, and our data is being shared to create a

surveillance state. You have an obligation to act now to get rid of Flock cameras in our city.

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

civil liberties.

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

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos h^ills,

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.

Lorena Madrigal

Pasadena , California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Anne Nolty <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 9:38 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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.

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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.

Anne Nolty

Pasadena, California 91103-3436

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susie Yoo <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July ~1, 2026 9:44 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Susie Yoo

Los Angeles, California 90006

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Natalie Mata Pizarro <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 9:48 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Natalie Mata Pizarro

Inglewood, California 90302

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Patricia Alcantara <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 9:58 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Patricia Alcantara

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Devin McGilvra <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:13 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that
the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite
repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Devin McGilvra

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Lauren Weaver <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:16 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (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 ofALPR systems across the country -

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Lauren Weaver

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Valeria Garcia <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:24 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ d ] 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 TSabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Valeria Garcia

Long Beach, California 91191

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Gabrielle Kliegl <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:46 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

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

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

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

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

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to
crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos hlills,

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.

Gabrielle Kliegl

La Canada,91011

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Shelly Gurzi <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:51 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you /rnoM/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.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Shelly Gurzi

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Sandra Espinoza <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:54 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you frnowthe content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected anyALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Sandra Espinoza

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Travis Helwig <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 10:56 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ ! ] 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 TSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Travis Helwig

Pasadena, California 91105
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kalina Velev <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 7, 2026 1 1:50 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ I ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
|safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (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.

More surveillance is not the answer, especially not surveillance that is shared with ICE.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse of ALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our
civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Kalina Velev

I

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Rohit Seth <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 12:58 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[ i ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you know the content is
safe. Report phish using the Phish Alert Button (PAB). For more information about the PAB view article "KB0011474" on the DolT portal.

MTSabha,

I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and cut ties with Flock.

Flock ALPR cameras are being used for indiscriminate surveillance, tracking and targeting of

countless individuals. While Flock, law enforcement and city government tout the benefits of

automated license plate readers for public safety, in reality it endangers everyone - in

particular immigrants and their families, people of color, people seeking sensitive healthcare,

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

Flock's indiscriminate surveillance is in conflict with constitutional protections and numerous

civil liberties groups such as the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation arguing that

the technology infringes on Americans' right to privacy under the Fourth Amendment. Despite

repeated attempts from Flock to reform their system, it is apparent ALPR is problematic,

insecure and can have devastating consequences for innocent individuals. Academics,

researchers and experts overwhelmingly agree that there's a lack of evidence linking flock to

crime reduction rates.

There is overwhelming evidence of abuse and misuse ofALPR systems across the country -

and Pasadena's ALPR systems are no exception. Pasadena was notified that it was sharing

ALPR information across the country, the city lacked ALPR data retention restrictions, and

many residents have expressed privacy concerns over the years. Despite this, Pasadena

Police says Flock is a "useful tool" - yes, it is useful in diverting resources that would

otherwise go towards community oriented public safety solutions that don't infringe on our

civil liberties.

1



Pasadena should join dozens of cities across the country who have ended their contracts with

Flock, removed cameras and rejected any ALPR replacements such as Los Altos Hills,

Mountain View, Santa Clara County, Santa Cruz, and others.

Pasadena, choose your constituents. Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Rohit Seth

Pasadena, California 91103

2




