
Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alexandra Wurm <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 3:49 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.

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 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.

Alexandra Wurm

Pasadena, California 91107
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Vanessa Ramirez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 4:17 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.

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.

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Vanessa Ramirez

San Dimas, California 91773
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Kathy Mora <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 7:36 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

Kathy Mora

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Catalina Curren <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 8:19 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

Catalina Curren

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Arianne Tang <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 8:44 AM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

[ l ] CAUTION: This email was delivered from the Internet. Do not click links or open attachments unless you 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. I have also heard of it being used for

personal use by law enforcement to seek out and stalk women, which is a severe violation

and dangerous act.

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 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.

Arianne Tang

Pasadena, California 91107
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Dalayna Marji <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 9:58 AM
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.

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.

Dalayna Marji,

Orange Heights, Pasadena

Dalayna Marji

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jessica Saab <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 10:09 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Jessica Saab

Los Angeles, California 90042
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Janet Lee <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 10:42 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.

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 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.

Janet Lee

Arcadia, California 91006
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kawika Hiroshige <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 10:54 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

Kawika Hiroshige

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kristen Madden <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 10:58 AM
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 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.

Kristen Madden

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Roxanne Quinn <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 12:13 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 am a student at PCC and I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over surveillance and

cut ties with Flock. These cameras do not make me feek safe to come to school and they do

not make us safer as people.

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.

Roxanne Quinn

Los Angeles, California 90042
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jude Gorski <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 12:14 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. As a

student of Pasadena City College I feel unsafe.

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.

Jude Gorski

Alhambra, California 91801
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Tiffany Hu <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 1:06 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.

Tiffany Hu

Pasadena, California 91105
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Doris Alcocer <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 1:10 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,

Dear Pasadena City Council,

Our city needs to cut permanent ties with Flock cameras and any future surveillance

companies.

As a concerned citizen, these surveillance tactics make me feel increasingly less safe. It feels

as if my city is handing its citizens over to the highest bidder under the guise of "improved

safety."

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.

Cut all ties with Flock now.

Doris Alcocer

Pasadena, California 91104

1



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Betsy Hanger <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 1:13 PM
Sabha, Tamer
I want all residents to feel safe in 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,

Please 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.

Betsy Hanger

Los Angeles, California 90041

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Anne Tipton <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 1:35 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.

Anne Tipton

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Karina Arguelles <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 1:35 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 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.

Karina Arguelles

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Samuel Arellano <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 3:37 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.

Samuel Arellano

Pasadena, Washington 81103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Robin Snyder <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 4:31 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

MTSabha,

As a resident of Pasadena in District 3, I urge the 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 h-lills,

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

Restore trust, restore accountability and uphold our constitutional rights. End all ties with

Flock now.

Robin Snyder

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

bri Oro <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 6:07 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,

Get these surveillance cameras out of our cities.

They aren't "helping" anyone or anything, but instead violating rights of the citizens.

Thank you for reading and hope the council decides to do the right thing for once.!

bri Oro

Alhambra, California 91803

1



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Munoz <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 6:14 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

t 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 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.

Elizabeth Munoz

Kendall, Florida 9114

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Joy Tru <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 7:53 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 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.

Joy Tru

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

karen bialos <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 9:13 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 T Sabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

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.

karen bialos

.California 91001

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

John synnott <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 9:20 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.

John synnott

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jordan Herrera <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Wednesday, July 8, 2026 10:55 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

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.

Jordan hlerrera

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Benjamin Franke <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 12:04 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.

M T Sabha,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

civil liberties.

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.

Benjamin Franke

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jan Smith <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 10:03 AM
Sabha, Tamer

Get the 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 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.

Stop being evil and greedy. Life is not your sandbox, you're just power tripping because some

fools gave you access to things you shouldn't have.

Jan Smith

Pasadena, California 91107

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Rodriguez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 11:36 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.

M TSabha,

Hi, I urge Pasadena City Council to stand with their constituents and cut ties with Flock.

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

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

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

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

1



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

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

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

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

constitutional rights. End all ties with Flock now.

Elizabeth Rodriguez

pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dalia Cervantes <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 11:36 AM
PublicComment-AutoResponse
URGENT - 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 Public Comment,

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

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

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

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

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

and the many exercising civil liberties like free speech.

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

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

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

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

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

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

crime reduction rates.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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.

Dalia Cervantes

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Melissa Dndas <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 4:10 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.

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.

Melissa Dndas

Pasadena, California 91106-1048

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ashley Price <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 6:21 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,

Iurge 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.

Ashley Price

Alhambra, California 91803

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

bee royers <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 9, 2026 10:14 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 cutties with Flock.

Keep Pasadena safe. We don't want this—nobody wants this!

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.

bee royers

sierra madre , California 91024

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Carlos Ferreira <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 10, 2026 3:37 AM
Sabha, Tamer

Flock out of Pasadena

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

Carlos Ferreira

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Yasmin Elasmar <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 10, 2026 12:25 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 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.

Yasmin Elasmar

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha. Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Nolan Frymer <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 10, 202612:45 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 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.

Nolan Frymer

Glendora, California 91741

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Roya Miller <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Friday, July 10, 2026 2:51 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 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.

Roya Miller

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Caleb Kister <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 11:01 AM
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.

MTSabha,

I am a new resident to Pasadena, with family ties to the city ofAltadena all my life and I am

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

LAPD has not renewed their contract with Flock because of "concerns around civil liberties

and civil rights issues, particularly around privacy and the data that is being collected from

these cameras," says Dean Gialamas, LAPD's chief information officer.

There are numerous cases across the country already of citizens being falsely accused of

crimes they did not commit because of local departments over-confidence in the data the

cameras collect. Flock is massively invasive and do not make me feel confident that it can be

used viably as a crime prevention tool; Setting up cameras indiscriminately across a city does

not prevent people with the intention of committing a crime from committing a crime, and if I

or anyone else can be misidentified and potentially charged for a crime I did not commit I do

not consider that to be a successful product.

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

countless individuals. It endangers everyone - in particular immigrants and their families,

people of color, unhoused people seeking sensitive healthcare, and many of those exercising

civil liberties like free speech.

Pasadena sharing Flock camera data with NCRIC allowing for federal agencies such as ICE

to have access is disheartening to say the least. Pasadena has a responsibility to protect its

neighbors of all races, nationalities, and religions, and we have seen that agencies such as

ICE do not share that interest in the slightest.

I please ask you to consider this to protect the future of this beautiful city.

1



Caleb Kister

Pasadena, California 91106

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

SOFIA RIVERA <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 1:10PM
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.

SOFIA RIVERA

PASADENA, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Derek Stevenson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 1:37 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.

Derek Stevenson

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sheri Stevenson <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 1:38 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 \-\\\\s,

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.

Sheri Stevenson

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Aurea Hernandez <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 1:39 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 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.

Aurea hlernandez

Pasadena, California 91103

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Christina C <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Saturday, July 11, 2026 1:48 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.

M TSabha,

Dear Pasadena City Council,

I urge the Pasadena City Council to prioritize true public safety over mass surveillance by

immediately terminating the city's contract with Flock Safety.

Automated License Plate Readers (ALPRs) operate on a model of indiscriminate tracking,

capturing the movements of thousands of innocent drivers daily. Major civil liberties

organizations, including the ACLU and the Electronic Frontier Foundation, have established

that this pervasive surveillance violates Fourth Amendment protections against unreasonable

searches. Furthermore, independent academic research consistently demonstrates a lack of

empirical evidence proving that Flock cameras entryways meaningfully reduce crime rates.

The consequences of this insecure technology fall disproportionately on vulnerable

populations, including people of color, immigrants, individuals seeking sensitive healthcare,

and citizens exercising their First Amendment rights. Instead of protecting the public, mass

tracking exposes innocent residents to data breaches, system misuse, and the risk of

wrongful enforcement.

Pasadena's own history with ALPRs highlights these systemic vulnerabilities. The city has

previously been flagged for sharing local data across state lines and operating without strict

data retention limits, directly ignoring years of community privacy concerns. Labeling Flock a

useful tool ignores the reality that it diverts critical taxpayer funds away from transparent,

community-oriented safety initiatives that actually strengthen neighborhoods without

compromising civil liberties.

By ending its relationship with Flock, Pasadena would join a growing list of California

municipalities, including Mountain View, Santa Cruz, Los Altos Hills, and Santa Clara County,

all of which successfully rejected ALPR networks to protect their residents.
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I ask the Council to stand with its constituents, restore local accountability, and uphold our

constitutional rights. Please terminate all ties with Flock Safety immediately.

Christina C

Pasadena, California 91101

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jennarose Nicholas .

Saturday, July 11, 2026 2:59 PM
Sabha, Tamer

Public safety & invasion of community privacy

You don't often get email frcn Learn why this is important

[ 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.

Dear Mayor Gordo, Members of the Pasadena City Council, City Manager Marquez, and City Officials,

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
Jenna Nicholas
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Anna Gragert <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sunday, July 12, 2026 2:10 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 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.
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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.

Anna Gragert

Pasadena, California 91106
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

John Fessenden <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Sunday, July 12, 2026 8:32 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 sun/eillance and cut ties with Flock.

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

countless individuals.

It's a power that is too easy to abuse, and has been in countless incidents already.

I'm a resident of pasadena for 30 years, and would like to see us make a stand for

constitutional freedoms, privacy, and not participate in a surveillance state.

John Fessenden

Pasadena, California 91104
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Tripp-Mosman <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Monday, July 13, 2026 10:49 AM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

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

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 its cameras capture individuals and 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.

Susan Tripp-Mosman

Altadena, California 91001
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Angelica C <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Monday, July 13, 2026 11:22 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.

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.

Angelica C

Pasadena, California 91104

2



Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jorge Casian <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 14, 2026 9:19 AM
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 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.
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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.

Jorge Casian

,CA
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephanie Bolton <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 14, 2026 10:31 AM
Sabha, Tamer
End Pasadena's Flock Contract

[«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,

In January of 1775 Benjamin Franklin was part of a delegation sent to England to try and

reach an understanding between the colonies and the crown. As talks started to come to an

end it became clear that no compromise would be possible without giving up political power

and certain freedoms, to which Franklin commented that "Those who would give up essential

liberty, to purchase a little temporary safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety." Franklin saw

that the continuing erosion of freedoms within the colonies would not make the colonies safer

in the long-run.

Today the powers trying to erode our freedoms do no come from a British crown, but from

tech and surveillance companies datafying and tracking citizens as they move through their

lives and the governments that are complicit in creating a surveillance state and allowing

abuse of these systems. The evidence that ALPRs reduce crime is scant, while there is

mountains of evidence that shows by putting the money allocated to surveillance into things

like library funding, universal income, more bike lanes, services for un-housed community

members, and other community services, we would improve safety and quality of life.

As a resident and educator of Pasadena, I urge Pasadena City Council to put safety over

surveillance and cut ties with Flock and choose community over surveillance.

Stephanie Bolton

Stephanie Bolton

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

kat ioreply@adv.actionnetwork.org >
Tuesday, July 14, 2026 3:40 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 live and work in Pasadena, and 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 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.

kat
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:

To:
Subject:

Jameson Steed <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 14, 2026 5:55 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[;! ] 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.

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.

Jameson Steed

Pasadena, California 91103
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Sabha, Tamer

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Paul Gardner <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Tuesday, July 14, 2026 10:19 PM
Sabha, Tamer
Flock out of Pasadena

[^,] 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.
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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. 

Paul Gardner 

, 91106 
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Sabha, Tamer

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

Natalee Ellis <noreply@adv.actionnetwork.org>
Thursday, July 16, 2026 7:42 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.

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.
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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.

Natalee Ellis

Pasadena , California 91104
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