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We the undersigned oppose Ordinance CP(>2009-8oo-CA- Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it to 
be discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain. We 
wi'lh to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following: 

Sober Hving homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from 
a.ddktion. Sober living has beer. an integral, cHnica~ part of recovery for over 75 years. 

A-.; presently constituted, this ordinance will have a disparate impact on groups of disabled persons, including those on 
parole and probation, seeking single family housing. We believe that this ordinance is supported by an illegitimate and 
disenminatory intent, ignoring fair' housing and reasonable accommodation case law for "'families of disabled persons 
living together in mutual support {Sober Living)". 

This o~dinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekf~eping units, and reclassification of penal 
institutions whkh \viii severeJy restrict the way unrelated people can live together in low density residential areas, (zones 
R1, R2, RD) since the principal means for this type of shared housing is through multiple leases or other individual 
financial arrangements. 

We, the undersigned agree v.ith the findings of the 1997 Alr1erican Planning Association, Policy Guide on Community 
Residences f tJ which includ,e: 

!) Communi!y residences (:sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding houses. 

2) Community residences have no effe<.1: on the value of neighborhood pmperties, established by over sn srudies, even for 
immediately adjacent properties, 

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less likely to commit 
cdmes than memben; of the general pop1llation. 

(I) .-lmericfm Planf'ting A.utX'iatwn Pdicy Guide on Comm:.u-rily Residences. 1997 ;td(.'}Jted by Special Delegate ,4ssembly. September 21. I 997: Ratified by Board of 
Dm~cron. Seplt?mkr 2 2. J 99 7 The ./ill! report can he downloaded ar !J.!m:!L!f.l~JI:.J1.l{Y1!Jl!J.g.org/pQ}j_LJ!f.gJ_IjJ..f£Yfl()JJ!d!/s;..9mmreUw!J. 

We rccogi:lize and vaiue the many benefits !lqber Hving homes <'.an provide to the City indud.ing; reduced crime, reduced 
homeJessness, redueed dependency on City arfd other public services, reduced fami!y and neighborhood violence and other 
benefits.· We also recognize that these benefits, unlik~ other social service progmms, are provided at virtually no cost to the 
City and its residents. 

ily affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los A.ngeles to reject the proposed ordinance as presently 
C()nstiruted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families. 

We the undersigned petitioners: 
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