3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: In Supp...

Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:26 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message ————

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:24 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed 1o Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose. Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Amy Beech <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 22, 2011 at 115 PM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sobher living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

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

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1987 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include;

1)} Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mall - Fwd: In Supp...
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commyes. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.

By affixing owr names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Amy Beech
Stratford, CT

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/ias-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-propos al-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Stephen Lehmann <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Mar 22, 2011 at 2:59 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Stephen Lehmann
Cambridgeshire, United Kingdom

From: jessica benton <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 22, 2011 at 5:26 PM
Te: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

jessica benton
los angeles, CA

From: Thomas Calicchio <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 1:35 AM
To: Jacslcepepetition@gmail.com

- Thomas Calicchio
Westlake Village, CA
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:26 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message -—--—-—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:23 PM

Subject: Fwd: in Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

-—wm— Forwarded message -—-——--

From: Teresa Summerville <mail@change.org>

Date: Mon, Mar 21, 2011 af 9:52 AM

Subject; In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed {o Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources fo people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 indiidual financial arrangements,

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
fikely fo commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www.planning org/policy/quides/adopted/commres.htm

https://mail.google.com/aflacity.org/?ui... 1/2
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We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Teresa Summenille
Glendale, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-guality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petfition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.crg> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message —--——-

From: LA County Sober Living Coatition CPC Petition <|acslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2.23 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reves@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

---------- Forwarded message ——-—

From: Paul Wilkins <mail@change. org>

Date: Sun, Mar 20, 2011 at 3:31 PM

Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring o the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www . planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm

https://mail.google.com/a/iacity.org/?ul... 1/2



3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: In Supp...
 We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and fo provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Paul Wilkins
North Hollywood, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-guality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michaei.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

e FOIWarded message —---——-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:22 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reves@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject; In Support of Quatlity Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Elizabeth Ormsby <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 851 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it fo be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support {Scber Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely restrict the way unrelated people can live fogether 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawve no effect on neighborhood safety. in fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1} American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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can be downloaded at http://www, pEannmg org/ polEcy/guldes!adopted!commres htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide fo the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We aiso recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.

By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

| have had the pleasure of living in a sober living which kick started my sobriety. | have had the pleasure of running
7 different sober livings for both men & woman. Sober livings are VERY \ital to ones recovery. There will always
be a bad apple or two in the bunch because of how the sober living is run, however, that can be correcied each
time. | am going to be 17 years clean & sober on April 15th 2011. This is a testiment to being inwolved with sober
livings that believe in a new way of life, free of all mind altering substances. Sober livings NEED to be a apart of
our communities to help the fight against alchol abuse, drug abuse, which both untreated bring on other abuse.
Thank you

Elizabeth Ormsby
Northridge, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-propos al-and-s upporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Oliver Talbert <mail@change.org>

Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 9:56 AM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Cliver Talbert
Los Angeles, CA

From: Rodney Gatlin <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:15 AM
To: lacsicepepstition@gmail.com

Rodney Gatlin
Invine, CA

From: stephany drotman <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:31 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

stephany drotman
stevenson ranch, CA

From: Roderick Williams <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:56 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com
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Roderick Williams
Norih Hills, CA

From: Mike Souders <mail@change.org>
Date; Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 12:46 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@amail.com

Mike Souders
Jupiter, FL

From: Roland Northland <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 3:01 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Roland Northland
Simi Valley,, CA

From: Angelina Orduno <mall@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 6:20 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Angelina Orduno
Los Angeles, CA

From: Julia Jones <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 6:25 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Why on the face of this God created earth would you be opposed to helping others??77?7? Has this country turned
that wicked that they don't even consider human life anymore?? Morals have gone to hell in a hand basket, like
the word of God saids, in the last days peoples hearts will wax cold; You would think you would want them to
have a chance at a place like Sober House to regain their life instead of ending up in a prision cell. But then again
its all about the money the State gets for each prisioner,,not how they can help one. | have been a caregiver all
my life and don't have a dime to my name, but its not about money its about doing whats right. Jesus said; this
commandment | give unto you Love one another as | have loved you!! This saids alot about the Mayor of your city
next time woting comes around.

Julia Jones
Old Hickory, TN

From: George Flores <mali@change.org>
Date; Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 8:55 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

George Flores
Pasadena, CA
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From: Ron Chocklet <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:30 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Ron Chocklet
Henderson, NV

From: Richard Moore <mail@change.crg>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at 9:52 AM
To: iacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Richard Moore
Hamilton, Canada

From: John Shay Jr <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at 7:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

John Shay Jr
Hagerstown, MD

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com=
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:20 PM
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@iacity .org, Paul. Krekorian@lacily.org, Jose Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: in Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Elizabeth Ormsby <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2011 at 9:51 AM
To: jacslccpepetition@gmail.com

From: Oliver Talbert <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2011 af 9:56 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@amail.com

From: Rodney Gatlin <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:15 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Rodney Gatlin
Indne, CA
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From: stephany drotman <maii@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2011 at 10:31 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

From: Roderick Williams <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:56 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

From: Mike Souders <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 12:46 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Mike Souders
Jupiter, FL

From: Roland Northiand <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 3.01 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

From; Angelina Orduno <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 6:20 PM
Ta: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

From: Julia Jones <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2011 at 6:25 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

From: George Flores <mall@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 8:55 PM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

George Flores
Pasadena, CA

From: Ron Chocklet <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:30 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Ron Chocklet
Henderson, NV

From: Richard Moore <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at 8.52 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com
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Richard Moore
Hamilton, Canada

From: John Shay Jr <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at 7:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@grmail.com
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michae! Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

weemnm FOIWarded message ——--——-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:20 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity. org, Jose. Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Elizabeth Ormsby <mai{@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 8:51 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Fetition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 {o create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
ilegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reciassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 muliiple leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses, .

2} Community residences hawe no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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can be downloaded at hitp://www. planning. org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, uniike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.

By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and 1o provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

} have had the pleasure of living in a sober living which kick started my sobriety. | have had the pleasure of running
7 different sober livings for both men & woman. Sober livings are VERY \ital to ones recovery. There will always
be a bad apple or two in the bunch because of how the sober living is run, howewver, that can be corrected each
time, { am going to be 17 years clean & sober on Aprii 15th 2011. This is a testiment {o being involved with sober
livings that believe in a new way of life, free of all mind altering substances. Sober livings NEED to be a apart of
our communities to help the fight against alchot abuse, drug abuse, which both untreated bring on other abuse.
Thank you

Elizabeth Ormshy
Northridge, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/pstitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-iving-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and inciude a link to this petition.

From: Oliver Talbert <mail@change. org>

Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 9:56 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Oliver Talbert
Los Angeles, CA

From: Rodney Gatlin <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:15 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Redney Gatlin
inine, CA

From: stephany drotman <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 186, 2011 at 10:31 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

siephany drotman
stevenson ranch, CA

From: Roderick Williams <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 1056 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com
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Roderick Williams
North Hills, CA

From: Mike Souders <mail@change.og>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 12:46 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mike Souders
Jupiter, FL

From: Roland Northland <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 3:01 PM
To: lacslcepepestition@gmail.com

Roland Northland
Simi Valley,, CA

From: Angelina Orduno <mail@change.org>
Date; Wed, Mar 18, 2011 at 6:20 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Angelina Orduno
Los Angeles, CA

From: Julia Jones <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 18, 2011 at 6:25 PM

Ta: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

that wicked that they don't even consider human life anymore?? Morals have gone to hell in a hand basket, like
the word of God saids, in the last days peoples hearts will wax cold; You would think you would want them to
have a chance at a place like Sober House to regain their life instead of ending up in a prision cell. But then again
its all about the money the State gets for each prisioner,,not how they can help one. | have been a caregiver all
my life and don't have a dime to my name, but its not about money its about doing whats right. Jesus said; this
commandment | give unto you Love one another as | have loved youl!t This saids alot about the Mayor of your city
next time woting comes around.

Julia Jones
Old Hickory, TN

From: George Flores <mall@change. crg>
Date: Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 8:55 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

George Flores
Pasadena, CA
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From: Ron Chocklet <mali@change.org=
Date; Wed, Mar 16, 2011 at 10:30 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Ron Chocklet
Henderson, NV

From: Richard Moore <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at $:52 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Richard Moore
Hamilton, Canada

From: John Shay Jr <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 17, 2011 at 7:00 PM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

John Shay Jr
Hagerstown, MD
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

-------- -~ Forwarded message —-—-—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Pate: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:20 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity .org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@!acity.org

This is another example of the World-Wide impact that Quality Sober Living Homes have and so much of the
Recovering Community revers Los Angeles for being the center and Home Base for Narcotics Anonymous,
naranon, Cocaing Anonymous, Co-Anon, and many other 12 Step groups.

John O. Whitaker, Jr., CATC

e FOrwarded message ~--—--

From: Scott Davison <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Mar 15, 2011 at 3:46 PM

Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed {o Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Plahning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emdronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely restrict the way unrelated people can live together in fow density residential
areas, (zones R1, R2, RD) since the principal means for this type of shared housing is through multiple leases or
cther individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.him

We recognize and value the many benefits sober fiving homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.

By affixing our names fo this document, we implore the City of Log Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Scott Davison
JOHANNESBURG, South Africa

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-s upporting-guality-s obet-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Resales <candy.rosales@lacity . org>

~~~~~~ - Forwarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:17 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Cary Stookey <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 14, 2011 at 12:45 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Councit the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”,

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 individuat financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1} American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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can be downloaded at http;//www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.him

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and is residents.

By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Cary Stookey
West Valiey City, UT

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition,

From: Alberto Martinez <mail@change.org>

Date: Mon, Mar 14, 2011 at 3:21 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Alberto Martinez
Pasadena, CA

From: ruth perks <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 14, 2011 at 3:55 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

ruth perks
shrewsbury, United Kingdom

From: Ron Felgar <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 14, 2011 at 5:25 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Ron Felgar
Santa Barbara, Ca., CA
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message —--———-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:16 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed fo Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Alfred Avetyan <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 9:15 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 {o create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvronments and resources to people in recovery fom
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for "families
of disabled persons living fogether in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www. planning. org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. him
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles {o reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Alfred Avetyan
Sunland, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started .on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-soberliving-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Leanna Gryz <mail@change. org>

Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 10:35 AM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

L.eanna Gryz
Oak Lawn, 1L

From: Ashok Desai <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 12:30 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail com

Ashok Desal
los angetes, CA

From: Shannon McCleerey-Hooper <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 12:30 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Shannon McCleerey-Hooper
Beaumont, CA

From: Billy Fitz <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 12:35 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Billy Fitz
Liverpool, United Kingdom

From: scott reiniger <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 12:55 PM

To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com
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scott reiniger
tampa, FL

From: Randy Powers <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 1:.05 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Randy Powers
Los Angeles, CA

From: Steve Downing <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 1:.05 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Steve Downing
Santa Barbara, CA

From: Paul Tefft <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 1:05 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Paul Tefit

From: Ruth Coules <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 1:20 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Ruth Coules
Pittstown, NJ

From: Harlan Schneider <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 1:30 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@amail.com

Harlan Schneider
Camarillo, CA

From: bob centracchio <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 2:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

bob centracchio
johnston, R|
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From: maicolm lukens <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 2:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

malcolm lukens
tarzana, CA

From: Thomas Mayo <mail@change.org>
Daie: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 5:20 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Thomas Mayo
Gardena, CA

From: Patrick Lund <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 9:55 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Patrick Lund
Costa Mesa, CA

From: Michael Finnigan <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 12, 2011 at 11:15 PM
To: iacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Michael Finnigan
Encino, CA

From: Dan Shillinger <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 13, 2011 at 5:30 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Dan Shillinger
Mission Viejo, CA

From: Elaine Stephenson <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 13, 2011 at 10:00 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Elaine Stephenson
San Diego, CA

From: Deborah Rankin <mail@change.org>

.- . o e
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Uate; sun, Mar 13, 20171 at 410 '

To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Deborah Rankin
Los Angeles, CA
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:28 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

——————— - Forwarded message -———-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:16 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed. Reyes@iacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose. Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Scober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Kim Bruce <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 10, 2011 at 3:22 PM
To; lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family envronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring falr housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 muitiple leases or
other individual financial arangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adiacent properties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
fikely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at htip://www.planning org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provde to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reascnable access to freatment and recovery for all families.

Kim Bruce
van nuys, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Teresa Mendoza <mail@change.org>

Date: Thu, Mar 10, 2011 at 3:23 PM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Teresa Mendoza
Canoga Park, CA

From: Tom Skahill <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 10, 2011 at 617 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

Tom Skahill
monrovia, CA

Fror: Robert Clarke <maill@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 12:06 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Robert Clarke
Apple Vailey, CA

From: Kjerstin Ferris <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 2:23 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kierstin Ferris
san luis ohispo, CA

From: gregory wood <mail@change.org>
Date; Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 3:46 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com
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gregory wood
santa monica, CA

From: william zimmer <mall@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 7:.40 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

william zimmer
pico rivera, CA

From: Danny Shewmaker <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 7:40 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Danny Shewmaker
Grand Blanc, MI

From: Zachary Holland <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 7:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Zachary Holland
Beverly Hills, CA

From: larry stokes <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 7:50 AM
To: lacslcepcepetition@gmail.com

larry stokes
knightdate, NC

From: Laryssa Bentley <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 8:24 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Laryssa Bentley
Spring Valley, CA

From: Robert Canny <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 8:41 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Robert Canny
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Santa Monica, CA

From: Michael Altman <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 841 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Michael Altrnan
Canoga FPark, CA

From: Gena Wilder <mail@change.org>
Date: iri, Mar 11, 2011 at 10:06 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Gena Wilder
Sherman Oaks, CA

From: shana hammond <mail@change.org>
Date; Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 12:15 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

shana hammond
ft.worth, TX

From: Amanda Malinow <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 12:17 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Amanda Malinow
sylmar, CA

From: Kimberiy Glaus <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 1.00 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

| don't know where | would be without the help | recieved from sober living homes in the San Fernando Valley.
They saved my life and gave me the chance | needed to get back on my feet and establish a life for myself.

Kimbetly Glaus
Colorado Springs, CO

From: Oliver Vanderlip <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 3:10 PM
To: lacs|ccpepetition@gmail.com

Otliver Vandettip
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Austin, X

From: Taylor X. <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 4:.50 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Taylor X
Studio City, CA

From: David Robinson <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 5:30 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

David Robinson
Rathdrum, 1D

From: Barbra Bates <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 7:.55 PM

To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Barbra Bates
Mc Comb, OH

From: felica jones <mail@change.org>
Pate: Fri, Mar 11, 2011 at 810 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

felica jones
los angeles, CA
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%W : Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:28 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

————————— Forwarded message ———-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <|acslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:16 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose. Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Andi Haber <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 7:.31 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood propetties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

{1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1897 . The full report
can be downloaded at http.//www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres, htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober livMing homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
viclence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituied and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for afl families.

Andi Haber
Independence, MO

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-rerters-oppesed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supperting-guality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: kathleen pierson <mail@changs.org>

Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 9:50 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

kathleen pierson
kagel canyon, CA

From: kimberly humphrey <mail@change.org>
Daie: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 10:156 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail. com

kimberly humphrey
lancaster, CA

From: Ron Prosky <mall@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 12:50 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Ron Prosky
Los Angeles, CA

From: Kevin Heslin <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 12:56 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kevin Heslin
West Hollywood, CA

From: Brady Kazar <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 1:20 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@amall.com
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Brady Kazar

From: sandra yonteff <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 3:15 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

sandra yonteff
Van Nuys, CA

From: alicia mencacci <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 3:35 PM
To: lacslcepepstition@amail.com

alicia mencacci
matrina del rey, CA

From: John Chebultz <mail@change. org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 3:50 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

John Chebuitz
Los Angeles, CA

From: stacie cox <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 3:55 PM
To: lacs|cepepetition@gmail. com

stacie cox
santa monica, CA

From: SHELEAN ANTOINE <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 4:50 PM
To: lacsicepepstition@gmail.com

SHELEAN ANTOINE
SANTA MONICA, CA

From: sherryl mencacci <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 5:21 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

sherryl mencacci
Beaumont, CA
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From: George Elfeghali <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 6:06 PM
To: lacsleepepetition@gmail.com

If this ordinances will pass, we will be filing lawsuit against the city of Los Angeles for closing our homes down
with out any reason.

George Elfeghali
Los Angeles, CA

From: Clayton Ketchum <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 830 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Clayton Ketchum

From: Nishad Joshi <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 8:40 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Nishad Joshi
Playa del Rey, CA

From: William Ketchum <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 8:45 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Sober Livings save lives.

William Ketchum
claremont, CA

From: Tom Maxwell <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 910 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Tom Maxwell
Los Angeles, CA

From: dan scolt <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 9:30 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

dan scoft
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columbus, LH

From: Charlie Whitehouse <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 10:21 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Charlie Whitehouse
Los Angeles, CA

From: Dary! Arthur <mail@change.org>
Date; Mon, Mar 7, 2011 at 11:05 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Daryl Arthur
Long Beach, CA

From: Randall Marr <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 8, 2011 at 7:05 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Randall Marr
Kalispell, MT

From: richard gormiey <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 8, 2011 at 8:10 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

richard gormiey
oxnard, CA

From: Dennis Duliea <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 8, 2011 at 9:40 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail com

Dennis Dullea
Los Angeles, CA

From: norris crittenden <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 8, 2011 at 7:45 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@amail.com

norris crittenden

From: Rachel Pollack <mail@change.org>
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To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Rachel Pollack

From: Andrea McDonald <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 8, 2011 at 9:20 PM
To: lagsiccpepetition@grmail.com

Andrea McBDonald
Santa Monica, CA

From: nancy nadel <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 9, 2011 at 5:15 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail. com

nancy nadel
los angeles, CA

From: Gilbert Jimenez <mall@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 9, 2011 at 1:18 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Gilbert Jimenez
Cypress, CA

From: Shannon Bucci <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 9, 2011 at 4:05 PM
Teo: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Shannon Bucci
littleton, CO

From: Brandon Jordan <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 9, 2011 at 5:31 PM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

Brandon Jordan
santa monica, CA

From: Ashieigh Hillstrom <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 8, 2011 at 7:11 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

A bbbl 3 adan -
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Culver City, CA

From: Dale Griner <mail@@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 8, 2011 at 11:31 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

As a person who benefitted greatly from living in a sober home with other supportive people, | am saddened to
hear that there might be ordinances to reduce the number of these homes. A sober living home, if run well, will
always be the house on the block that you can be sure will not be a source of problems. That is the one place
where pecple are staying sober.

Dale Griner
Los Angeles, CA

From: honnie parkerbonniep1265@yahoo.com <mail@change. org>
Date: Thu, Mar 10, 2011 at 1:20 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

bonnie parkerbonniep1265@yahoc.com
saint petersburg, FL
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@!acity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:28 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

-------- Forwarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:15 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity. org

From: Dan Sherman <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 8, 2011 at 1,00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Scber living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to pecple in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
Hlegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for "families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)™.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include;

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at htip://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm

We recognize and vaiue the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Dan Sherman
Santa Monica, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/ias-
war-on-renfers-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: ROBERT MCMULLEN <mail@change.org>

Date: Sun, Mar 8, 2011 at 3.01 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

ROBERT MCMULLEN
TARZANA, CA

From: Carrie Sutter <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 6, 2011 at 6:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Carrie Sutter
Hemet, CA

From: brandon boucher <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 6, 2011 at 6:30 PM
To: lacsicepcepetition@gmail.com

brandon boucher
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michae%.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:28 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy .rosales@lacity.org>

-~ Forwarded message —--——-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 215 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity org

rom: james scotto <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 1110 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmall.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish {o bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:
Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.
As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.
This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 individuaj financial arrangements.
We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

- 1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.
2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.
(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can bhe downloaded at hitp://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
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By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constifuted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

james scotto
tongbeach, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/ias-
war-on-rerters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporiing-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: KARON ALTMAN <mail@change.org>

Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 12:42 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

KARON ALTMAN
CANOGA PARK, CA

From: Suzanne Zea <maii@change.org>
Date; Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 2:06 PM
To: lacslgepepetition@gmail.com

Suzanne Zea
Tallahassee, FL

From: Anthony Bongiorno <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 2:36 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Anthony Bongiorno
Long Beach, CA

From: nadine perez <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 3.01 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

nadine perez
pacoima, CA

From: Erin G. <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 5:33 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Erin G.
Goleta CA, CA
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From: Mercedes Cusick <maili@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 5:.44 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Mercedes Cusick
Encino, CA

From: Chuck Cason <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 5:48 PM

To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Chuck Cason
Studio City, CA

From: Marc Averback <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 5:56 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Marc Averback
Valley Village, CA

From: Walter Cox <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 6:01 PM
To: lacslcepopetition@gmail.com

Walter Cox
Encino, CA

From: Stephen Barber <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 9:08 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Stephen Barber
North Hollywood, CA

From: Henry Adams <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 3, 2011 at 850 PM
To: lacslcecpepetition@gmail.com

Henry Adams
Valley Village, CA

From: Holly Connell <mail@change.org=
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 7:56 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com
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Men and women who get out of jail and/or treatment MUST have a place to go to integrate back into society, and
a place that will help them to be successful in their attempt to straighten out their lives. Please don't take away
their chances at a new life, a better life, a successful, tax-paying, workin lifellli!

Holly Connell
Jacksomille, FL

From: Mary Chris Niesz <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 9:15 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Mary Chris Niesz
Glens Falls, NY

From: Peggy Burghard <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 9:35 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Peggy Burghard
Simi Valley, CA

From: 8yd GILL <mail@change.org>
Date; Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 10:35 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Syd GILL
Labrador, Australia

From: kristine HOUSE <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 10:50 AM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

kristine HOUSE
LOS ANGELES, CA

From: Tim Ahearn <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 12:30 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Tim Aheamn
Jacksomville Beach, FL

From: Sandra Ginn <maill@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 5:45 PM
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to: lacsicepepetiion@gmai.com

Sandra Ginn
Cherokee, AL

From: Tajunia Luddy <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Mar 4, 2011 at 11:10 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Tajunia Luddy
Van Nuys, CA

From: Mike Duignan <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 5, 2011 at 6:45 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mike Duignan
Toledo, OH

From: Diana Ferreira <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 5, 2011 at 7:30 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Diana Ferreira
Pagos de Ferreira, Portugal

From: andrea fuentes <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 5, 2011 at 8:21 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

andrea fuentes
gila bend, AZ

From: Abigail Salls <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Mar 5, 2011 at 2:46 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Abigail Salls
Van Nuys, CA

From: Mike Wooleyhan <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 6, 2011 at 12:45 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

+
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MIKE vvooleynan
lexington, NC

From: Hana Willinger <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Mar 6, 2011 at 12:55 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

tlana Willinger
Tarzana, CA
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; ces Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@!acity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:29 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

wm—eer FOtWarded message ----—----

From. LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:14 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity.org, Paul.Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose Huizar@lacity.org

From: BOOKER BLEDSOE <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 4:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose COrdinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Soher living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources 1o people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
Hlegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences hawe no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1987 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
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We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provde to the City inciuding; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virfually no cost to the City and its residents. '
By affixing our names fo this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

BOOKER BLEDSQE
Pomona, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-suppering-guality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Anna Fierro <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 8:27 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Anna Fierro
Downey, CA

From: Dan Regan <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 11:35 PM
To: [acslcopepetition@gmail.com

Dan Regan
Westlake Village, CA

From: Maureen Masuda <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 6:55 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

Maureen Masuda
baltimore, MD

From: Eric Shannon <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 7:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Eric Shannon
San Pedro, CA

From: RUSS PASCALE <maii@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 10:08 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com
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RUSS PASCALE
CANOGA PARK, CA
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

'Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:29 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

e FOtwarded message ---—--

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:29 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@lacity. org, Paul. Krekorian@lacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: sophie Magaraci <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 5:11 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmait.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As presently constituted, this ordinance will hawe 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living fogether in mutual support (Scber Living)™.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences {(sober liing homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences havwe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
iikely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
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Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at htip.//www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

sophie Magaraci
arleta, CA

_ Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewabie at www_change.org/petitions/las-
 war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-s upporting-guality-sober-living-homes . To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.
From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, £d.Reves@lacity.org, Paul Krekorian@iacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org
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A

Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:29 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

——————— — Forwarded message —-————-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:27 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, Ed.Reyes@ilacity.org, Paul. Krekorian@ilacity.org, Jose.Huizar@lacity.org

-—-—- Forwarded message —-—-—-

From: sophie Magaraci <mail@change.org>

Date: Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 5:11 PM

Subject: in Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 o create and maintain,
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As presently constituted, this ordinance will have a disparate impact on groups of disabled persons, including
thase on parole and probation, seeking single family housing. We believe that this ordinance is supported by an
illegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1987 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include;

1) Community residences (sober living homes} are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
iikely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1} American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www. planning.org/policy/auides/adopted/commres. htm
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We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide fo the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

sophie Magaraci
arleta, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses{change.org and include a link to this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:15 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message -—----—--

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:54 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, counciimember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity. org, guadalupe. duran. medina@lacity.org

- Forwarded message —-——

From; bob ehrlich <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Feb 8, 2011 at 2:32 PM

Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and.the City Council the following:

Sober Iving homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

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

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
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can be downloaded at hitp://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
viclence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senvice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles fo reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

bob ehriich
tarzana, CA

Note: this emall was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters—opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-soberdiving-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 415 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

-——— Forwarded message —-——

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:53 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reves@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: in Support of Qualify Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: shawn barnard <mail@change. org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 3:46 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As presently constituted, this ordinance wili 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for *families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Livingy’. _

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 ndividual financial armangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commires. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober lhving homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost te the City and its residents.
By affixing our names {o this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

shawn barnard
los angeles, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters—opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Kimberlee Renslow <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 9:47 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kimberlee Renslow
Granada Hills, CA

From: Eric Thomas <maii@change.org>
Date: Sal, Feb 5, 2011 at 10:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Eric Thomas
Calabasas, CA

From: Scett Carroll <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:39 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Scott Carroll
Woadland Hills, CA

From: scott romsos <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:40 PM
To: lacslcepepatition@agmail.com

scott romsos
n. holiywood, CA

~ From: Maria Payes <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:53 PM
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To. lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Maria Payes
Chatsworth, CA

From: sharon hollander <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 1:.08 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

sharon hollander
Tarzana, CA

From: Robert Pearce <mail@change.org>
Date; Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 1:33 AM

To: lacsicepepetition@gmail. com

Robert Pearce
granada hills, CA

From: colin crane <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 3:12 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

colin crane
woodland hills, CA

From: Stephen Greene <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 8:36 AM

To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Stephen Greene
Elerbe, NC

From: Timothy p lawlor <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2017 at 9:33 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail. com

Timothy p lawlor
Beachwood, NJ

From: Shana Stuart <mail@change.org>
Date. Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 9:53 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com
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Shana Stuart
Kailua-Kona, Hi

From: Stu Locascio <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 11:52 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Stu Locascio
Panorama City, CA

From: Carla Spaulding <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 11:57 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Carla Spaulding
Agoura Hills, CA
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:18 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

~—-—— Forwarded message —-——-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpepetition@gmall.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:36 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Livng Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember. reyes@lacity.org, councilmember krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: shawn barnard <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 9:46 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 o create and maintain.
We wish fo bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the foliowing:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources 1o people in recovery from
addiction. Scber living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
ilegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober LivingY’.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will sewerely 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 with the findings of the 1897 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on nelghborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www. planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. him
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles {o reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

shawn barnard
los angeles, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters—opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality -sober-living-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Kimberlee Renslow <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 9:47 PM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Kimberlee Renslow
Granada Hills, CA

From: Eric Thomas <mail@change.org>
Date:; Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 10:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Eric Thomas
Calabasas, CA

From: Scott Carroll <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:38 PM

To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Scott Carroll
Woodland Hilis, CA

From: scott romsos <mail@change.org>
Daie: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:40 PM

To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

scoti romsos
n, hollywood, CA

From: Maria Payes <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 5, 2011 at 11:53 PM
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To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Maria Payes
Chatsworth, CA

From: sharon hollander <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 1:08 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

sharon hollander
Tarzana, CA

From: Robert Pearce <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 1:33 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Robert Pearce
granada hills, CA

From: colin crane <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 3:12 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

colin crane
woodland hills, CA

From: Stephen Greene <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 8:36 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Stephen Greene
Ellerbe, NC

From: Timothy p lawlor <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 8, 2011 at 9:33 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Timothy p lawlor
Beachwood, NJ

From: Shana Stuart <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 6, 2011 at 9:53 AM

To: lacslccpepstition@gmail.com
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Shana Stuart
Kailua-Kona, Hi

From: Stu Locascio <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 8, 2011 at 11:52 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Stu Locascio
Pancrama City, CA

From: Carla Spaulding <maij@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 8, 2011 at 11:57 AM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

Carla Spaulding
Agoura Hills, CA

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 4/4



3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: In Supp...

Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 418 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

e FOrWarded message ----—---

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:36 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity. org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, counciimember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe. duran. medina@lacity .org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Miike Norman <mall@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 4, 2011 at 1:49 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it to be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and fo the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
tlegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)’.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhiood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1987 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits soher living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are

. provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.

By affixing owr names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles {o reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituied and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Mike Norman
West Hollywood, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change. org/petitions/ias-
war-on-terders-—opposed-te-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporiing-quality-sober-livng-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Dan Sherman <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 4, 2011 at 2:01 PM

To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Dan Sherman
Santa Monica, CA

From: Autreo Valley <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 4, 2011 at 3:14 PM
To: lacsleepepetition@gmail.com

From: EMMA COOK <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 4, 2011 at 5:52 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

EMMA COOK
London, United Kingdom

noname

SR
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4118 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

------ - Forwarded message -—--—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:36 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity .org,
counciimember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: isabella Rael <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Feb 2, 2011 at 1:57 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it to be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and fo the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

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

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 multipie leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood propetties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properiies.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/5



3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mall - Fwd: In Supp...
(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Isabella Rael
Rio Vista, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-—--opposed-te-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-soberdiving-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Elona Williams <mail@change.org>

Date: Wed, Feb 2, 2011 at 9:598 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail. com

Elona Williams
Los Angeles, CA

From: Julia Lewis <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Feb 2, 2011 at 11:37 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Julia Lewis
Covina, CA, AL

From: Dean Nakanishi <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 3:27 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Dean Nakanishi
LA, CA

From: Cathy Wiilliamson <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 5:16 AM
To: lacsleepepetition@amail.com

Cathy Williamson
Lakewood, CA

From: Paul Dumont <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 5:26 AM

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ul... 2/5
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To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Paul Dumont
North Hollywood, CA

From; Dean McAdams <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 5:45 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Dean McAdams
Playa del Rey, CA

From: susan dumont <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 5:56 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

susan dumont
north hills, CA

From: Suzanne Schmidtke <mail@change.org>
Daie: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 9:20 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Suzanne Schmidike
Valley Village, CA

From: Julia Robinson Shimizu <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 9:27 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

fam a NAMESFV member, National Alliance on Mental llness - San Fermnando Valley and the parent of an adult
living with dual diagnosis; {severe mental illness complicated by substance abuse) My loved one lives with me,
but 1 will not lve forever. | know that sober Iiving homes are almost certainly a future home option for my loved
one. | care deeply about ensuring safe, affordable housing is available for those in need, now and in the future. No
one would want poorly operated, disruptive homes...not as a neighbor, not as a home for a loved one. |
understand the problem. | cannot agree with the proposed solution. If ALL sober living and group recovery homes
are eliminated, many individuals will be forced into homelessness and unfathomable suffering. | urge the City of
Los Angeles to dewelop a realistic and humane solution that eliminates problematic homes and operators while
maintaining housing options.

Julia Robinson Shimizu
North Hollywood, CA

From: Marilyn Eckert <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 9:40 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

https://mail.google.com/aflacity.org/?ui... 3/5
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Marilyn Eckert
Simi Valey, CA

From: heidi grotsky <mail@change,org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 10:45 AM
To: iacslccpepetition@gmail.com

heidi grotsky
woodland hills, CA

From: alison benson <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 10:65 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

alison benson
west hills, CA

From: Liz S8anchez <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 11:06 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Liz Sanchez
Chatsworth, CA

From: Lee Rose <meail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 11:07 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Lee Rose
Van Nuys, CA

From: Roy Schwartz <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 3:12 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Roy Schwartz
Los Angeles, CA

From: Gregory Sheaks <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 3:28 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@agmail.com

Gregory Sheaks
West Hills, CA
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From: suzi schor <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 3:38 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

suzi schor
woodland hills, CA

From: Dolores Encinas <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 5:41 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Dolores Encinas
West Covina, CA

From: Jonathan Chang <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 11:27 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Jonathan Chang
Tarzaha, CA

From: Pamela Meeker-Stolz <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 3, 2011 at 11:44 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Pamela Meeker-Stolz
North Hills, CA

From: Reid Stolz <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 4, 2011 at 12:33 AM
To: lacslcepeopetition@gmail.com

Reid Stolz

hitps://mail.gocgle.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 5/5
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@iacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:19 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message —-—--

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:35 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, counciimermber. krekorian@lacity, org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran.medina@|acity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quaiity Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Dawn Edwards <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 28, 2011 at 7:53 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring fo the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober [iving has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)'.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 indivdual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1} Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immaediately adjacent propetties.

3) Community residences have no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than membaers of the general population.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/3
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public sendces, reduced family and neighborhood
viclence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senvice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Dawn Edwards
chicago, IL

Note: this email was sent as part of a pstition started on Change.org, viewable at www, change, org/petitions/view/
las_war_on_renters - opposed_to_boarding house proposal and supporting guality _sober living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Thomas E. Chadwick <mail@change.crg>

Date: Fri, Jan 28, 2011 at 10:42 AM

To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Thomas E. Chadwick
Gastonia, NC

From: Natasha Leite de Moura <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Jan 28, 2011 at 9:21 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Natasha Leite de Moura
Rio de Janeiro, WA

From: Alan Ditmore <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 28, 2011 at 9:02 AM
To: iacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

NO ZONING! http:/Hinyurl. com/townBC2 htip://tinyurl. com/towncontraception hitp://tinyurl.com/opcensor

Alan Ditmore
Leicester, NC

From: Angie Starling <mail@change.org>
Date: Saf, Jan 29, 2011 at 1.40 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Angie Starling
Hickory, NC
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.crg> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:21 PM
To. Candy Rosales <candy .rosales@lacity.org>

~~~~~~~ Forwarded message —-———-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed 1o Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes @lacity .org, councilmember krekorian@lacity.org,
counciimember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Hilary Legge <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 2:02 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

- We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA ~ Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it to be
discriminatory against Scber Living Homes and 1o the families that such institutions help to create and maintain,
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family ernnvdronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support {Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 muttiple leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Cornmunity Residences (1) which include; _

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ul... 1/6
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(1) American Planning Association - Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downleaded at hitp://www.planning. org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.him
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and {o provide reasonable access {o treatment and recovery for all families.

Hilary Legge
Winchester, VA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/view/
las_war_on_renters - opposed to_boarding house proposal and supporting quality sober_living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition,

From: Bob Ramczyk <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 3:31 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Bob Ramczyk
Brown Deer, Wi

From: Nicholas Vrataric <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 3:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmall.com

Nicholas Vrataric
Santa Monica, CA

From: cartos leon <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 4:50 PM
To; lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

carlos leon
Aurora, L

From: Tulula Fanjoy <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 7:26 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Tulula Fanjoy
Casa Grande, AZ

From: Bryan D. Freehling <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:31 PM

hitps://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/6
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To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Bryan D. Freehling
Lahaska, PA

From: Faye Godwin <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:01 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Faye Godwin
Hillsborough, NC

From: Stephanie Malara <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:20 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Stephanie Malara
Carlsbad, NM

From: Carol Appel <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 12:10 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Carol Appel
los Angeles, CA

From: carol crunkbhorn <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 28, 2011 at 12:50 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

carol crunkhorn
New Zealand, FM

From: Jeffrey Miles <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 1:55 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Jeffrey Miles
Ojai, CA

From: Klaudio Negric <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 3:35 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

https?// méi l.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 3/6
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Klaudio Negric
Rijeka, IN

From: Peggy Acosta <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 28, 2011 at 7:16 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Peggy Acosta
Womelsdorf, PA

From: kristen davies <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 7:17 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

kristen davies
Chicago, IL.

From: Joan Borsten <mail@change.org>
Date; Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 8:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Joan Borsten
Malibu, CA

From: Kurt Frees <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 10:22 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kurt Frees
Cincinnati, OH

From: Paul Sant-Filh <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 28, 2011 at 4:10 PM
To: lagslccpepetition@agmail.com

Paul Sant-Filh
New York, NY

From: Linda F. Alvarez <mall@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 4:25 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Linda F. Alvarez
Chicago, It
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From: Tim Ayres <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 7:12 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmall.com

Tim Ayres
Los Angeles, CA

From: lauren g <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Jan 26, 2011 at 9:33 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

lauren g
monrovia, CA

From: Inge Lewis <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Jan 27, 2011 at 8:53 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Inge Lewis
Conway, SC

From: ana robles <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Jan 27, 2011 at 10:04 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

ana robles
No Ho, CA

From: Alexander Pere <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Jan 27, 2011 at 10:22 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Alexander Pere
Los Angeles, CA

From: Levin Manabat <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Jan 27, 2011 at 12:52 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Levin Manabat
Portland, OR

https://mail.googie.com/aftacity.org/?ui... 5/6
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michaei Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:21 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity . org>

~~~~~~~~~ Forwarded message -———-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Pefition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:34 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Crdinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember. reyes@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran. medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Peter Santana <mal@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 9:22 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Saober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years,

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

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 amangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include;

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences hawe no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/11
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded af http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide fo the Cily including, reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public sendces, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access 1o treatment and recovery for all families.

Peter Santana
Valley Village, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/view/
las_war _on renters - opposed to boarding house proposal and supporting quality sober_living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: JeFf Barber <mail@change.org>

Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 11:37 PM

To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

JeFf Barber
Burbank, CA

From: Lisa Ferraro <mail{@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 11:44 PM
To: lacsicepepstition@gmail.com

Lisa Ferraro
90031, CA

From: Shirin Amini <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 1149 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Shirin Amini
North Hollywood, CA

From: Cyndi Mears <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 12:00 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Cyndi Mears
Chicago, IL

From: juan pandeli <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 7:35 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

https://mail.googie.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/11
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juan pandeii
Granada Hills, CA

From: Ronda Dixon <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 9:46 AM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

Ronda Dixon
L.os Angeles, CA

From: Seth David <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 20111 at 9:46 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@amail.com

Seth David
Burbank, CA

From: Karen isaacson <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 10:068 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Karen lsaacson
mabieton, GA

From: michelie mcburnie <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 10:21 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

michelle mcburmie
Los Angeles, CA

From: Kali Capps <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 11:16 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Kali Capps
Riverside, CA

From: Kris Gutierrez <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 11:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kris Gutierrez

http's://mauil.goc;gle.cbm/a/lacity.org/?ui... 3/11



3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: In Supp...
Long Beach, CA

From: Madeline Ledgering <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 11:55 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Madeline Ledgering
Santee, CA

From: lke Wilder <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 2.01 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

ke Wilder
Compton, CA

From: Catherine Bond <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 2:40 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Catherine Bond
Santa Monica, CA

From: Jennifer Novis <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 5:56 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Jennifer Novis
Arcadia, CA

From: Amy Abrams <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 6:05 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Amy Abrams
Los Angeles, CA

From: Abby Aaronson <mail@change.org>
Date: Mon, Jan 24, 2011 at 10:00 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Abby Aaronson
North Hollywood, CA
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From: Andreia Capelo <malli@gchange. org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 3:20 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Andreia Capelo
Funchal, Portugal

From: George Martin <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 3:20 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

George Martin
Loule, Portugal

From: Elisabeth Bechmann <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 4:.00 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@amail.com

Elisabeth Bechmann
St. Pélten, Austria

From: Nicole Weber <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 6:05 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

Nicole Weber
Pasadena, MD

From: Cindy Brower <mail@change.org>
Pate: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 7:05 AM
To: lacsleccpepetition@gmail.com

Cindy Brower
Chicago, IL

From: J Colon <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 710 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

J Colon
Columbus, OH

From: Alan Haggard <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 7,10 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com
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Regards,

Alan Haggard
San Diego, CA

From: Anneke Hut <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 7.21 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Anneke Hut
Amersfoort, NY

From: Jason J Green <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 7:45 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gamail.com

Jason J Green
Spotsyhania, VA

From: Thomas Mayo <mail@change. org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:05 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Thomas Mayo
Gardena, CA

From: Carole 8arcinello <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:15 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Carole Sarcinello
Mosheim, TN

From: darius dirzinskas <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:25 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

darius dirzinskas
london, United Kingdom

From: Chase Gentry <mail@change.org>
Date; Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:26 AM
Jo: lacsiccpopetition@gmail.com
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Chase Gentry
Old Hickory, TN

From: Shelton Nakayama <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Shelton Nakayama
Van Nuys, CA

From: Brittany Brower <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 8:51 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Brittany Brower
Montgomery, 1L

From: simine khayat <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9,16 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@grmail.com

simine khayat
long beach, CA

From: rachel feldstein <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9:17 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

rachel feldstein
Culbver City, CA

From: Jim Mock <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9:31 AM
To: lagsicepepetition@gmail.com

Jim Mock
Medford, OR

From: Matthew Davison <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9,40 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmaii.com

Matthew Davison
Los Angeles, CA
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From: DONNA MOCK <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9:41 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

DONNA MOCK
MEDFORD, OR

From: Lynn Johnson <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 9:.42 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Lynn Johnson
LA, CA

From: Gail Tapp <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:03 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Gail Tapp
San Pedro, CA

From: Jocelyn Cortese <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:04 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Jocelyn Cortese
Pacific Palisades, CA

From: Virginia Levanas <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:13 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Virginia L.evanas

From: Bill Craig <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:14 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Bill Craig
Kempten, Germany

From: David Kleinknecht <mail@change. org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:14 AM

T basalamnanatitian/Acomail fnen

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 8/11




3/25/2011 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: In Supp...

EL IR O W W S LRI IR UL E QLM

David Kleinknecht
Los Angeles, CA

From: Gordon Marble <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:22 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

This ordinace will no aid the war on drugs. Ask anyone in recovery it is almost impossible to stay sober while
homeless.

Gordon Marble

From: Rick Tonsing <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:22 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Rick Tonsing
Fair Oaks, CA

From: Maxi Mock <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:31 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Maxi Mock
Medford, OR

From: james grizzell <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:43 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

james grizzell
venice, CA

From: Sharon McClendon <maii@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 10:53 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

Sharon McClendon
Los Angeles, CA

From: Parris 8. Wells <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 11:01 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com
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Parris 8. Wells

From: Jen Dunbar <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 11:11 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Jen Dunbar
Long Beach, CA

From: jermaine waters <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 11:41 AM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

jermaine waters
los angeles, CA

From: Judy Alexander <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 11486 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmaii.com

Judy Alexander

From: kris handelman <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 11:47 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

kris handelman

From: Achee Stevenson <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 12:01 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Achee Stevenson

From: Andrea Oefinger <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 20117 at 12:12 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Andrea Oefinger
Newtown, CT

From: Janica Torres <mail@change.org>

Nate Tie lan 25 2011 at 12-25 PM
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To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Janica Torres
Diamond Bar, CA

From: Ann Cawley <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 12:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Ann Cawley
Saint joseph, MQ

From: Michele Mercer <mail@change,org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 12:45 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Michele Mercer
Casa Grande, AZ

From: Alex Elliott <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 1:14 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Alex Elliott
London, United Kingdom

From: carlee trent <mail@change org>
Date: Tue, Jan 25, 2011 at 2:01 PM
Ta: lacslccpepstition@gmail.com

carlee trent
springfield, CH
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:22 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

—————— — Forwarded message ---——

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Pefition <|acsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:34 PM

Subject; Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

From: Cherie Lynnae Whitaker <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 8:06 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA - Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it fo be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
iHlegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommaodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekegping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 ieases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood propetties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties. _

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

hitps://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... i/4
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober liMng homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike cther social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we impilore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and fo provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Cherie Lynnae Whitaker
Simi Valley, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www,.change.org/petitions/view/
fas_war_on renters - opposed to bearding house proposal and supporting quality sober living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Samuel Lee <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 8:26 PM

To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Samuel Lee
Inglewood, CA

From: Wayne Baldaro <mail@change.org>
Date, Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 9:17 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Wayne Baldaro
Glendale, CA

From: John Miller <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 10:27 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

John Miiler
Bioomingdale, IL

From: Cristi Sturgill <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 12:26 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Cristi Sturgill
Mount Vemon, KY

From: Ruth Holtman <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 1:40 AM
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To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Ruth Hollman
L.os Angeles, CA

From; william lemley <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 1.45 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

william lemiey
van nuys, CA

From: Richard Alvord <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 2:38 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Richard Alvord
Robstown, TX

From: Mary Hubbard <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 3:46 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mary Hubbard
Detroit, M|

From: Catherine Mitcham <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 4,17 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Catherine Mitcham
Gracemere, Australia

From: Concerned Citizen <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 9:06 AM
To: Jacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Concerned Citizen
New City, NY

From: Michael Steele <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 9:16 AM
To: lacslcocpepetition@gmail.com
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Michael Steele
Morrice, M|
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: FW: Please support Quality Sober Living Environments!!

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:23 PM

To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@iacity.org>

---------- Forwarded message -~

From: Debra Bonnell <dbonnell@tarzanatc. org>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:08 PM

Subject, FW: Please support Quality Sober Living Environments !

To: "michael.espinosa@lacity.org” <michael. espinosa@lacity.org>, "councilmember Krekorian@lacity.org"
<gouncitmember. Krekorian@lacity.org>, "counciimember. Huizar@lacity.org" <councilmember. Huizar@lacity. org>,

"councilmember.reyes@lacity.org”" <councilmember. reyes@lacity org>

AWA RE,
Tarzana Chapter
18646 Oxnard Street.
Tarzana, CA, 91356
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Tor LA, City Council PLUM Committee Members
Legislative Assistant Michael Espinosa - michael.espinosa@lacity.org (to get e-mail officially posted)

Distriet 1 - Councilmember Ed Reyes 213 473 7001, councilmember.reves@lacity.org

District 2 - Councilmember Paul Krekorian 213 473-7002, councilmember. Krekorian@lacity.org

District 14 - Councilmember Jose Huizar 213-47 3-7 013, councilmember, Huizar@lacity.org

Subject: Community Care Ordinance - Council File No. 11-0262 — OPPOSED to Community Care Ordinance

From: Concerned residents of the City of Los Angeles and supporters of Quality Sober Living Homes

We, along with The Sober Living Network oppose the Community Care Ordinance, for a number of reasons. Detailed
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here below are the highlights of our objections and requests.

1. This ordinance will destabilize communities, increase homelessness and increase overall
crime in the City of Los Angeles:

o Homelessness will increase significantly

¥ Sober living homes are life-saving resources for thousands of newly sober people who rely on
supportive sober environments to become productive citizens.

= Approximately 95% of our sober living homes are in low density residential zones supporting
thousands of people each year. This ordinance will deny needed supportive housing to an
estimated 7,000 people annually, just in Network-affiliated homes..

¢ This number does not include those from quality sober living homes accredited by
other certifying organizations.

¢ Does notinclude the thousands of persons with mental health conditions also made
homeless.

o Crime increases when thousands of addicts, alcoholics and the mentally ill persons now currently in
stable and supportive housing are cast adrift in the community.

o This ordinance reverses the City’s positive directions in its partnerships to deal with housing for the
homeless in endeavors such as Home for Good.

2. Thisis not alegally sustainable ordinance—discriminatory intent is transparent and on the
record.

o Itviolates civil rights laws by seeking to ban types of households (small group homes) from low
density residential zones without inclusion of reasonable accommodation protocols for disabled
households.

o Itis notsupported by any data that objectively measured that these homes targeted by the ordinance
are indeed the homes that actually cause problems for communities.

o Thisis a new legal theory creating a conflict with California Supreme Court precedents.

o The City Attorney is defending this ordinance using incomplete and inappropriate case law:
= One case is currently on appeal to the gth Circuit Court of Appeals
» Precedents cited on the record are not applicable to disabled households,

= California Supreme Court case law was not addressed.

3. The potential financial risk to the City from litigation costs and penalties is significant.

o The Obama administration is taking an active role in pursuing housing civil rights violations that the
previous administration largely overlooked,

o Many member homes are already preparing legal remedies available to them:
o HUDIis actively encouraging providers to file complaints, at no cost to filers.

o The DOJ is actively monitoring several similar cases in Southern California..

4. This ordinance is unnecessary

o Focus of the Council should be on strengthening nuisance abatement protocols

https://mail.googie.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/4
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o City has current capability of successfully shutting down problem homes without this ordinance

o Even City code enforcement personnel state that group homes for persons with disabilities are not the
source of nuisance problems.

5. This ordinance is classist, favoring affluent over less affiuent communities.

o While claiming to protect low density residential communities it throw higher density residential
communities under the bus by shifting this perceived problem to those areas already taxed with a lack of
housing. Pushing perceived problems “downhill and east” is not good pelicy.

o (Claiming to preserve the “residential character” of low-density residential areas, the ordinance does
so by shifting a perceived problem to less affluent, denser neighborhoods already taxed with a lack of
housing. “Residential character” is often a code phrase for discrimination against people “not like us.”

6. Neighborhood groups will not be satisfied with the ordinance in its current form.
o Many endorsements demand changes which are even more discriminatory.
o Many ofthese changes are prohibited by existing California and Federal lgw.
Current and potential role of the Sober Living Network

Legal, ethical and cost-effective means exist to address legitimate neighborhood problems. We ask that the City
formally engage the Sober Living Network in seeking solutions. The Network performs several functions which are of
value to communities with respect to sober living homes, including addressing and mitigating problems. Our
activities include:

o Defined standards for homes in areas of health, safety, recovery support, management, ethics and
good neighbor policies,

o Enforcement of standards through annual inspections and complaint-driven grievance processes,
o Monthly meetings of member homes to share information and address problems,
o Listing of approved homes on our website,

We have afew specific requests for the City of Los Angeles:

1. The City needs to recognize the Sober Living Network as a legitimate accrediting agency for sober living
homes,

2. The City should assist us in implementing our Problem Home Information Line, a public service which
community residents may use to register compiaints about problem residences.

Thank you for your consideration

Concerned Citizen

CONFIDENTIALITY NCTICE:

This email message, including any attachments, is sclely intended for the official and confidential use of the
recipients to whom it is addressed. It may contain information that may be confidential, privileged, or otherwise
exempted from disclosure under applicable law.

[This emalil message and any attachments should not be disclosed to any persons without the express written consent of
the sender and at sender's regquest, all elactronic coples should be deleted angd all hand copies returned to the
sender. )

If you have received this message in error, be advised that any review, disclosure, use, dissemination, distribution,
or reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited. .

Please notify us immediately by reply email that vou received this message in error, and destroy this message,
inclueding any attachments.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

'Fwd' Please support Quality Sober Living Environments!!

1 message

M:chael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:24 PM
To: Candy Rosaies <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

---------- Forwarded message -

From: John Whitaker <jwhitaker@tarzanatc.org>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 4:33 PM

Subject; Please support Quatity Sober Living Environments!!

To: "michael. espinosa@iacity.org” <michael. espinosa@lacity.org>, "councilmember.reyes@iacity.org"
<councilmember.reyes@iacity .org>, "councilmember Krekorian@iacity. org” <councilimember. Krekorian@lacity org>,
“counciimember Huizar@lacity.org" <councilimember, Huizar@lacty .org>

A W.ARE,
Tarzana Chapter
18646 Oxnard Street.
Tarzana, CA, 91356
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To: LA, City Council PLUM Committee Members
Legislative Assistant Michael Espinosa — michael espinosa@lacity.org (to get e-mail officially posted)

District 1 - Councilmember Ed Reyes 213 473 7001, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org

District 2 - Councilmember Paul Krekorian 213 473-7 002, councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org

District 14 - Councilmember Jose Hulzar 213-473-7013, councilmember. Huizar@lacity .org

Subject: Community Care Ordinance - Council File No. 11-0262 — OPPOSED to Community Care Ordinance

From: Concerned residents ofthe City of Los Angeles and supporters of Quality Sober Living Homes

We, along with The Sober Living Network oppose the Community Care Ordinance, for a number of reasons. Detailed
here below are the highlights of our objections and requests.

1. This ordinance will destabilize communities, increase homelessness and increase overall
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crime in the City of Los Angeles:

o Homelessness will increase significantly

= Sober living homes are life-saving resources for thousands of newly sober people who rely on
supportive sober environments to become productive citizens.

» Approximately 95% of our sober living homes are in low density residential zones supporting
thousands of people each year. This ordinance will deny needed supportive housing to an
estimated 7,000 people annually, just in Network-affiliated homes..

e This number does not include those from quality sober living homes accredited by
other certifying organizations.

o Does not include the thousands of persons with mental health conditions also made
homeless.

o Crime increases when thousands of addicts, aleoholics and the mentally ill persons now currently in
stable and supportive housing are cast adrift in the community.

o This ordinance reverses the City's positive directions in its partnerships to deal with housing for the
homeless in endeavors such as Home for Good.

2. Thisis not alegally sustainable ordinance—diseriminatory intent is transparent and on the
record.

o Itviolates civil rights laws by seeking to ban types of households (small group homes) from low
density residential zones without inclusion of reasonable accommeodation protocols for disabled
households.

o Itis notsupported by any data that objectively measured that these homes targeted by the ordinance
are indeed the homes that actually cause problems for communities.

o This is a new legal theory creating a conflict with California Supreme Court precedents.

o The City Attorney is defending this ordinance using incomplete and inappropriate case law:
= One case is currently on appeal to the gth Circuit Court of Appeals
v Precedents cited on the record are not applicable to disabled households,

» California Supreme Court case law was not addressed.

3. The potential financial risk to the City from litigation costs and penalties is significant.

o The Obama administration is taking an active role in pursuing housing civil rights violations that the
previous administration largely overlooked.

o Many member homes are already preparing legal remedies available to them:
o HUDis actively encouraging providers to file complaints, at no cost to filers.

o The DOJ is actively monitoring several similar cases in Southern California..

4. This ordinance is unnecessary
o Focus of the Council shoild be on strengthening nuisance abatement protocols

o City has current capability of successtully shutiing down problem homes without this ordinance
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o Even City code enforcement personnel state that group homes for persons with disabilities are not the
source of nuisance problems.

5. This ordinance is classist, favoring affluent over less affluent comm unities.

o While claiming to protect low density residential communities it throw higher density residential
communities under the bus by shifting this perceived problem to those areas already taxed with a lack of
housing. Pushing perceived problems “downhill and east” is not good policy.

o Claiming to preserve the “residential character” of low-density residential areas, the ordinance does
so by shifting a perceived problem to less affluent, denser neighborhoeds already taxed with a lack of
housing. “Residential character” is often a code phrase for discrimination against people “not like us.”

6. Neighborhood groups will not be satisfied with the ordinance in its current form.
o Many endorsements demand changes which are even more discriminatory.
o Many ofthese changes are prohibited by existing California and Federal law.
Current and potential role ofthe Sober Living Network

Legal, ethical and cost-effective means exist to address legitimate neighborhood problems. We ask that the City
formally engage the Sober Living Network in seeking solutions. The Network performs several functions which are of
value to communities with respeet to sober living homes, including addressing and mitigating problems. Qur
activities include:

o Defined standards for homes in areas of health, safety, recovery support, management, ethics and
good neighbor policies,

o Enforcement of standards through annual inspections and complaint-driven grievance processes,
o Monthly meetings of member homes to share information and address problems,
o Listing of approved homes on our website.

We have a few specific requests for the City of Los Angeles:

1. The City needs to recognize the Sober Living Network as a legitimate accrediting agency for sober living
homes,

2. The City should assist us in implementing our Problem Home Information Line, a public service which
community residents may use to register complaints about problem residences.

Thankyou for your consideration

Concerned Citizen

John O, Whitaker, Jr., CATC

Tarzana Treatment Centers, Inc

CONFIDENTIALITY NQTICE:

This email message, including any attachments, is solely intended for the official and confidential use of the
recipients Lo whom it is addressed. It may contain information that may be confidential, privileged, or otherwise
exempted from disclosure under applicable law.

[This email message and any attachments should not be disclesed te any persons without the express written consent of
the sender and at sender's request, all electronic copies should be deleted and all hand copies returned to the
sender. ]

If you have received this message in error, be advised that any review, disclosure, use, dissemination, distribution,
oxr reproduction of this message or its contents is strictly prohibited.

Please notify us immediately by reply email that you received this message in error, and destroy this message,
including any attachments,
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:31 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity. org>

e FOrwarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:30 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes @lacity.org, counciimember.krekorian@lacity.org,
counciimember.huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe. duran. medina@lacity. org

e FOrWarded message -

From: Mervi Rantala <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Feb 12, 2011 at 11:50 AM

Subject: in Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2008-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penat institutions which will severely 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 muitiple leases or
cther individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1897 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
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can be downloaded at http://’www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public sendces, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senvice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names {o this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Mend Rantala
Tampere, FL

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-oppos ed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-guality-soberliving-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:31 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- FOrwarded message -~

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:30 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reves@iacity org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran. medina@lacity.org

From: Patrick M. Donovan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 2:07 AM
To: lacslccpopetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources fo people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
ilegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1} Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences hawe no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at htip://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres .him

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social sendice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and fo provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Patrick M. Donovan
Brooklyn, NY

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-guality-sober-iiving-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link fo this petition.

From: James Walker <mail@change.org>

Date; Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 4:48 AM

To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

James Walker
janesville, WI

From: jonee shady <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 1:41 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

jonee shady
Los Angeles, CA

From: Mary Truelove <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 8:05 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Mary Truelowe
Martinswvlle, IN
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

~ Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:31 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coatition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:27 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, counciilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe. duran.medina@lacity.org

From: Patrick M. Donovan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 2:07 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Pefition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
iHegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawve no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www. planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
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violence and other benefils. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Patrick M. Donovan
Brooklyn, NY

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporing-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: James Walker <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 4:48 AM

To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

James Walker
janesvlle, WI

From: jonee shady <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 1:41 PM
To. lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

jonee shady
L.os Angeles, CA

From: Mary Truelove <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 8:05 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mary Truelove
Marinsville, IN
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:32 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

~—-—— Forwarded message -—---—

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:26 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, counciimember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
counciimember.huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

From: Patrick M. Donovan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 2:07 AM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it o be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As presently constituted, this ordinance will have a disparate impact on groups of disabled persons, including
those on parcle and probation, seeking single family housing. We believe that this crdinance is supported by an
Hlegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 muitiple leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses,

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
ewen 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 crimes than members of the general population.

{1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at htip.//www. planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtuafly no cost {o the City and is residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Patrick M. Donovan
Brooklyn, NY

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-auality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: James Walker <maill@change.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 4:48 AM

To: lacslccpepstition@gmail.com

James Walker
janesville, WI

From: jonee shady <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 1:41 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

jonee shady
Los Angeles, CA

From: Mary Truelove <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 8:05 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Mary Truelove
Martinsyille, IN

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui. ..
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

T message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:32 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

e FOIWarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <|acslccpcpetition@amail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:24 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@iacity.org, councilmember.Krekorian@lacity.org,
councitmember.huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran medina@lacity.org

———ew Forwarded message -—-wun--

From: bob ehrlich <mail@change.org>

Date: Tue, Feb 8, 2011 at 2:32 PM

Subject: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 instifutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
iltegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of ne:ghborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
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can be downloaded at http://www. planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide o the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and cther public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senvice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

bob ehrlich
tarzana, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-—opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond,
email responses@change.org and include a link {o this petition.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2041 at 5:32 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity. org>

~-—w Forwarded message --—---

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepetition@gmail. com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:25 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Mse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember.huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran. medina@lacity.org

From: Mayra Wiessner <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 10, 2011 at 12:39 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

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

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1} Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://mwww.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commras. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
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reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public sendces, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Our mental heaith system is so terribly broken. Don't add another problem by squeezing cut sober living homes
from our communities. Part of the reason our jails are overcrowded is that so many of our mental health patients
who hawe no where to go end up there. Let's not add more to the system,

Mayra Wiessner
Rolling Hills Estates, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-propos al-and-supporting-guality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a fink to this petition.

From: Bertha Washington <mail@change.org~

Date: Thu, Feb 10, 2011 at 12:45 PM

To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Bertha Washington
La Verne, CA

From: Mary Harpel <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 10, 2011 at 12:58 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Mary Harpel
Sherman Oaks, CA

From: Mary Harpel <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Feb 10, 2011 at 12:58 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

https://mail.google.com/a/iacity.org/?ui...
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1T message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:33 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

-——— Forwarded message —-—-—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:32 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael. espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity .org, guadalupe.duran.medina@iacity.org

From: lrene Pazirandeh <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 13, 2011 at 10:05 PM
To: {acslccpepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA ~ Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find # o be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family environmenis and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 helieve that this ordinance is supported by an
illegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1897 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 | The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning. org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ul... 1/2
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

rene Pazirandeh
Pacific Palisades, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-oppos ed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-s ober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Fred Magenheimer <mail@change.org>

Date: Mon, Feb 14, 2011 at 7:55 AM

To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

Fred Magenheimer
Long Beach, CA

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 272
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. why

Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@iacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:32 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Fotwarded message -—--

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpepstition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:25 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes @lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran. medina@lacity.org

From: Patrick M. Donovan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 2:07 AM
To: lasslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Scber living homes provide housing and supportive family environments and resources {o pecple in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As presently constituted, this ordinance will hawe 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penatl institutions which will severely 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 muitiple leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Gu:de on
Community Residences (1) which include;

1)} Community residences (sober living homes) are a Eegitlma‘ie residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2} Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp.//www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are

https://mail.google.com/aflacity.org/?ui... i/2
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provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names tfo this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Patrick M. Donovan
Brookiyn, NY

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: James Walker <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 4:48 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

James Walker
janesville, W1

From: jonee shady <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 1:41 PM
To: lacsleepepetition@gmail.com

jonee shady
Los Angeles, CA

From: Mary Truelove <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 11, 2011 at 8:05 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mary Truelove
Martinsmlle, IN

hitps://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/2
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:33 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

e Forwarded message —-—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:31 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@iacity. org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

From: Nathaniel Zite <mail@change.org>
Date; Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 6:16 PM
To: lacsicepepetilion@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring 1o the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Saber living homes provide housing and suppottive family emdronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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
fllegitimate and discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2y Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Communily residences havwe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.him

We recognize and value the many benefits sober iiving homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/2
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reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are

provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents,
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
‘presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Whatever Happens Ks all GOD!I

Nathaniel Zito
Pasadena, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-oppos ed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-living-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Bill Whitaker <mail@change.org>

Date: Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 10:01 PM

To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Bill Whitaker
L.os Angeles, CA

From: Kevin Knox <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 23, 2011 at 11:40 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Kevin Knox

From: Marvin Southard <mail@change.org>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 10:25 AM
To: lacsleccpepetition@gmail.com

Quality sober living saved my son's life and put him on a poductive path. Please do not judge all programs by a
few bad apples.

Manin Southard

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/2
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:35 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

——————— - Forwarded message -

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5.35 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity. org, councilmember. reyes@lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity.org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran.medina@lacity.org

From: BOOKER BLEDSOE <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 4:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it to be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and fo the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support {Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
aven 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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association - Policy Guide on Community Residences, 19987 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these henefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

BOOKER BLEDSOE
Pomona, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las- -

war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-guality-sober-livMng-homes. To respond, email
responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Anna Fierro <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 8:27 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Anna Fierro
Downey, CA

From: Dan Regan <mail@change.org>
Date: Tue, Mar 1, 2011 at 11:35 PM
To: lacslcepepstition@gmail.com

Dan Regan
Westlake Village, CA

From: Maureen Masuda <mail@change.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 6:55 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Maureen Masuda
baltimore, MD

From: Eric Shannon <mail@change.org>
Date; Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 7:40 AM
To: lacslcopepetition@gmail.com

Eric Shannon
San Pedro, CA

From: RUSS PASCALE <mailCchange.org>
Date: Wed, Mar 2, 2011 at 10:06 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

RUSS PASCALE
CANOGA PARK, CA

htips://mail.googie.com/aflacity.org/?ui...
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:35 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

———- Forwarded message -—-—-—-

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:34 PM

Subject: Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Liing Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember krekorian@lacity.org,
counciimember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran. medina@lacity.org

From: angela duvall <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 10:01 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CRC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Scber living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)’.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1) Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general population.

(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at http.//www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres. htm

We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide o the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... /11
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violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

angela duvall
lawton, OK

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/las-
war-on-renters-opposed-to-boarding-house-proposal-and-supporting-quality-sober-liing-homes. To respond, email
responses @change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Amy Matheson <mail@change.org>

Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 10:21 AM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Amy Matheson
Fresno, CA

From: Martha Long <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 af 10:57 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Martha Long
Long Beach, CA

From: margaret hessling-wise <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11:06 AM
To: lacslcepcpetition@gmail.com

margaret hessling-wise
lake isabella, CA

From: Lisa Jacobsen <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11:16 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Lisa Jacobsen
Encino, CA

From: Margaret Dooley-Sammuli <mail@change.org>
Date; Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11:21 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Margaret Dooley-Sammuli
San Diego, CA
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From: Arthur Vinsel <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11,36 AM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Arthur Vinsel
San Pedro, CA

From: Regan Goodwin <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11.55 AM
To: lacslcepepetitiong@gmail.com

Regan Goodwin
Valencia, CA

From: Yvette Parra <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:01 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Ywette Parra
Long Beach, CA

From: Scott Barer <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:06 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Scott Barer
Woodland Hills, CA

From: Sabrina Navarette <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:10 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Sabrina Navarette
Gardena, CA

From: D Williams <mall@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:11 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

D Williams
San Pedro, CA

From: Catherine Bixier <mail@change.org>
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Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:11 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Catherine Bixler
Gardena, CA

From: LIC. SEAN A. E. ZULLO <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:15 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Good Recovery Homes work and are an asset to our community. The issue is with the problem homes. This is a
complex issue, and going the route of trying fo limit them by zoning code ordinances have been tried in other
cities without success. Look to other locations that have worked through this issue with success - they exist.

LIC. SEANA. E. ZULLO
Long Beach, CA 90804, CA

From: debra paddock <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:15 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

debra paddock
san pedro, CA

From: Isabel Velasco <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 12:35 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

isabel Velasco
Los Angeles, CA

From: Rory Moore <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 1:21 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Rory Moore
Pomona, CA

From; Mary ARmenta <mall@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 1:21 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Mary ARmenta
Long Beach, CA

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui...
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From: Donald Loftis <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 1:32 PM
To: lacslcocpepetition@gmail.com

Donald Loftis
Torrance, CA

From: susan oconnor <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 2:06 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

susan oconnor
los angeles, CA

From: Roxanna Natale-Brown <mail@change, org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 2231 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Roxanna Natale-Brown
San Pedro, CA

From: Bobbie Jordan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 2:36 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Bobbie Jordan
Gardena, CA

From: Dawn Mowery <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feh 25, 2011 at 2:50 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Dawn Mowery
Newhall, CA

From: desiree bradley-bray <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 2:55 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

desiree bradiey-bray
sylmar, CA

From: Candy Cargill-Fuller <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:01 PM

To: iacslcepepetition@gmail.com
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Candy Cargill-Fuller
Torrance, CA

From: Jose Saucedo <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:01 PM
To: lacslcepepetifion@gmail.com

Jose Saucedo
Hawthorne, CA

From: Julie Romero <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:05 PM
To: lacslcepepetifion@gmail.com

Julie Romero
reseda, CA

From: jack yoder <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:11 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

jack yoder
bakersfield, CA

From: Wichael Sullivan <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:20 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

Michael Sullivan
Lodi, CA

From: Yvonne Zavala <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:20 PM
To: lacslecpgpetition@gmail.com

Yvonne Zavala
los Angeles, CA

From: Edward Laurson <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 3:31 PM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail . com

Edward Laurson
| g WP ™S
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From: Jim Martinez <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Fab 25, 2011 at 3:55 PM
To! lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Jim Martinez
Carson City, NV

From: DANIEL DOLAN <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 4:01 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail com

DANIEL DOLAN
san pedro, CA

From: Donna Stanovich <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 4:06 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Donna Stanovich
Long Beach, CA

From: Gary Barbagallo <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 410 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Gary Barbagallo

From: Pearl Ake <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 4:11 PM
To: lacslecpepetition@gmail.com

Pearl Ake
Hawthorne, CA

From: Wendy Perez <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 4:25 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Wendy Perez
Gardena, CA

From: christina shipley <mail@change.org>
Frmt s e Db OE N4~ 2-NF DRA
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To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

christina shipley
Lohg Beach, CA

From: Elizabeth Black <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 5:15 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Elizabeth Black

From: Kathlene Q'Loughlin <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 5:55 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Kathiene O'Loughlin
Brooklyn, NY

From: chase wilson <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 6:41 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

i hate it when someone always want to take someone else's inventory and we all know that in truth they're only
taking their own instead. GOD forbid that some council member's own child is an addict and they dont
understand the significance of a sober living in any community... wow!ll ignorance of the facts is no excuse!

chase wilson
granda hills, CA

From; tiffany lizzi <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 6:45 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

tiffany lizzi
Van Nuys, CA

From: rebecca lee <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 8:50 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

rebecca lee
la mesa, CA

From: Christopher Wright <mail@change.org>
Flata Bri Kok 28 20114 & QN0 PAA
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To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Christopher Wright
Newhall, CA

From: Katherine Johnson <mail@change.org>
Date: Fri, Feb 25, 2011 at 11:45 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Katherine Johnson
Long Beach, CA

From: Pilar Wolfblack <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 28, 2011 at 12:15 AM

To: lacsicopepetition@gmail.com

FPilar Wolfblack
San Francisco, CA

From: Denise Vinole <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 7:35 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

My daughter is sober and healthy now. She is a productive and contributing member of society and she/we owe
this to the sober living home she lived in for a year that gave her the tools to do that

Denise Vinole
La Mesa, CA

From: Luis Lozano <mail@change.org>
Date; Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 8:35 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmeail.com

The proposed regulations will have a profound and negative impact on sober living homes and treatment programs
also. Sober Living homes and treatment programs offer a safe, low cost alternative for recovery and actually serwe
the communities they are located in.

Luis Lozano
Long Beach, CA

From: Francisco Hernandez <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 11:10 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Francisco Hemandez
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From: Christine Dare <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 11.20 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Christine Dare
Lomita, CA

From: Dustin Johnston <mail@change.org>
Date; Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 12:25 PM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Dustin Johnston
Torrance, CA

From: Bill Foster <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Feb 26, 2011 at 10:45 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Bill Foster
Los Angeles, CA

From: joe clunich <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 27, 2011 at 10:40 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

joe clunich
agua dulce, CA

From: Rachel Peake <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 27, 2011 at 11:10 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Rachel Peake
Northridge, CA

From: Randal Allen <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Feb 27, 2011 at 12:10 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmail.com

Randal Allen
Pico Rivera, CA

From: Patrick Taylor <mail@change.org>

Date Snn Fah 27 2011 at 72300 PM
https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 10/11
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To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Patrick Taylor
San Francisco, CA
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ﬁ,.ﬁ{%wm Candy Rosales <candy.rosaies@lacity.org>

Fwd: In Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and
Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@iacity.org> Thu, NMar 24, 2011 at 5:47 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

--—-—— Forwarded message -—-——

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslcepepetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 5:39 PM

Subject: Fwd: in Support of Quality Sober Living Homes and Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance
To: michael espinosa@lacity .org, counciimember.reyes @lacity.org, councilmember.krekorian@lacity. org,
councilmember. huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe.duran. medina@)lacity.org

Please realize that Quality Sober Living Environments are common means for after treatment recovery all over the
world. K passed, Los Angeles will be the FIRST city in the WORLD to deny the rights of recovering people. The
city which is the Base of Operations and founding City for Narcotics Anonymous, Cocaine Anonymous and
Crystal Meth Anonymous the largest and most popular 12 Step programs in the world of Recovery and are only
towered by the Mother of all 12-Step programs, AA which was founded in Akron, Ohio in 1835,

Los Angeles, please don't become the FIRST Bigoted city against those of us in Recowery!l The WORLD IS
WATCHING!

From: Jeff Christensen <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 8:36 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

From: Cherie Lynnae Whitaker <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 af 8:06 PM
To: lacslccpepstition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-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 wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober tiMng homes provide housing and supporttive family envronments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for ower 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for “families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)”.

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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.

hitps://mail.googie.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/4
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We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:
1) Community residences {sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.
2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
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 crimes than members of the general popuiation.
(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997; Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1997 . The full report
can be downloaded at hitp://www planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commres.him
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access to treatment and recovery for all families.

Cherie Lynnae Whitaker
Simi Valley, CA

Note: this emall was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/view/
las_war_on_renters - opposed_io_boarding_house proposal_and_supporting qualily_sober_living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition.

From: Samuel Lee <mail@change. org>

Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 8:26 PM

To: lacslecpepsatition@gmail.com

Samuel Lee
Inglewood, CA

From: Wayne Baldaro <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 8:17 PM
To: lacslccpepetition@gmait.com

Wayne Baldaro
Glendale, CA

From: John Miller <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 10:27 PM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

John Miller
Bloomingdale, 1L

From: Cristi Sturgill <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 12:26 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@amail.com

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/4
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Cristi Sturgill
Mount Vernon, KY

From: Ruth Hollman <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 1:40 AM
To: lacslcepepstition@gmail.com

Ruth Hollman
L.os Angeles, CA

From: william lemiey <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 1.49 AM
To: lacsiccpepetition@gmail.com

william lermiey
van nuys, CA

From: Richard Alvord <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 2:38 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Richard Alvord
Robstown, TX

From: Mary Hubbard <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 3:46 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Mary Hubbard
Detroit, M|

From: Catherine Mitcham <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 417 AM
To: lacslcepepstition@gmail.com

Catherine Mitcham
Gracemere, Australia

From: Concerned Citizen <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 9:06 AM
To: lacsicepepetition@gmail.com

Concemed Citizen

https://maii;googie.com/a/Iacity.org/?ui... 3/4
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New City, NY

From: Michael Steele <mail@change.org>
Date: Sun, Jan 23, 2011 at 8:16 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

Michael Steele
Morrice, MI

hitps://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 4/4
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance: and In
Support of QUALITY SOBER LIVING HOMES

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 6:03 PM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

——— Forwarded message -—----

From: LA County Sober Living Coalition CPC Petition <lacslccpcpetition@gmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 2:33 PM

Subject: Fwd: Opposed fo Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance: and In Support of QUALITY SOBER LIVING HOMES
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, counciimember.reyes@lacity.org. councilmember. krekorian@lacity.org,
counciimember.huizar@lacity.org, guadalupe, duran. medina@lacity.org

Forwarded conversation
Subject: Opposed to Proposed Brdng Hse Ordinance: and In Support of QUALITY SOBER LIVING HOMES

From: Jeff Christensen <mail@change.org>
Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 6:36 AM
To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

We here in this Petition,

Oppose Ordinance CPC-2009-800-CA — Council File 07-34-27 as currently constituted, and find it {o be
discriminatory against Sober Living Homes and to the families that such institutions help to create and maintain.
We wish to bring to the attention of the City Planning Commission and the City Council the following:

Sober living homes provide housing and supportive family emvironments and resources to people in recovery from
addiction. Sober living has been an integral, clinical part of recovery for over 75 years.

As 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 discriminatory intent, ignoring fair housing and reasonable accommodation case law for "families
of disabled persons living together in mutual support (Sober Living)".

This ordinance cannot justify its proposed redefinition of family, single housekeeping units, and reclassification of
penal institutions which will severely 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 muttiple leases or
other individual financial arrangements.

We, the undersigned agree with the findings of the 1997 American Planning Association, Policy Guide on
Community Residences (1) which include:

1} Community residences (sober living homes) are a legitimate residential use of property, and are not boarding
houses.

2) Community residences have no effect on the value of neighborhood properties, established by over 50 studies,
even for immediately adjacent properties.

3) Community residences hawe no effect on neighborhood safety. In fact residents of group homes are far less
likely to commit crimes than members of the general population.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/2
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(1) American Planning Association — Policy Guide on Community Residences, 1997 Adopted by Special
Delegate Assembly, September 21, 1997, Ratified by Board of Directors, September 22, 1897 . The full report
can be downloaded at http://'www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/commyes. htm
We recognize and value the many benefits sober living homes can provide to the City including; reduced crime,
reduced homelessness, reduced dependency on City and other public senices, reduced family and neighborhood
violence and other benefits. We also recognize that these benefits, unlike other social senice programs, are
provided at virtually no cost to the City and its residents.
By affixing our names to this document, we implore the City of Los Angeles to reject the proposed ordinance as
presently constituted and to provide reasonable access 1o treatment and recovery for all families.

Jeff Christensen
marina del Rey, CA

Note: this email was sent as part of a petition started on Change.org, viewable at www.change.org/petitions/view/
las war on renters - opposed to boarding house proposal and supporting _guality sober living homes. To
respond, email responses@change.org and include a link to this petition,

From: james m nordlund <mail@change.org>

Date: Sat, Jan 22, 2011 at 12:09 PM

To: lacslcepepetition@gmail.com

james m nordiund
Fargo, ND

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 2/2
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: Council File No. 11-0262 - OPPOSED to Community Care
Ordinance

1 message

Michae! Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Fri, Mar 25, 2011 at 8:05 AM
To: Candy Rosates <candy.rosales@iacity. org>

- Forwarded message -————

From: Group Home Ordinance <GroupHomeOrdinance@hotmail.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 10:31 PM

Subject: Council File No. 11-0262 - OPPOSED to Community Care Ordinance
To: councilmember.reyes@lacity.org

Cc: michael.espincsa@lacity.org

From: Bonnie Alexander
Sent; Thursday, March 24, 2011 9:54 AM

To: 'Ed. Reves ®lagitv.org'
Subject: Council File No. 11-0262 — OPPOSED to Community Care Qrdinance

Dear Mr. Reyes,

Sober living homes are life-saving resources for thousands of newly sober people who rely on supportive sober environments to become
productive citizens,

i can't tell you how many times a Sober Living facility saved my son’s [ife and kept him off the streets and out of jail. He is bipolar and when he
goes off his meds he turns to street drugs and al! that comes with it. He needs to be in a structured, caring envirenment with meals in a location
ciose to public transportation to continue working or going ta school at an afferdable price and these homes provide that and more.

Please don’t take these wonderful homes away from those who need the support and are asking for heip. 1t's 2 win win situation assisting those
affacted by this terrible disease and protecting LA citizens from crimes that could be avoided. Without them, Los Angeles’s homeless and crime
rate will be atan all time high,

Thank you for listening.

Bonnie Alexander

Loan Assistant

Santa Barbara Bank & Trust
Speciat Assets Group
30343 Canwood S5t Suite 100

Agoura Hills CA91301

7818-865-3259

F 818-865-3261
https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/2
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to which it is addressed and may contain information which is

privileged, confidential, and exempt from discleosure under applicable

law. If you are not the intended recipient, or an employee op agent

of the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

strictly prohibited. 1If you have received this communication in error

please notlfy us immediately by replying to postmaghter8pchbancorp,¢om.
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: Public Comment - Community Care CF 11-0262

1 message

Michae! Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Fri, Mar 25, 2011 at 8:05 AM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

—————————— Forwarded message -—-—--—-

From: Housing Rights <HousingRighis@live.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 10:15 PM

Subject: Public Comment ~ Community Care CF 11-0262
To: michael espinosa@lacity.org

¢ FOR CONSIDERATION IN OPPOSITION TO THE PROPOSED COMMUNITY CARE FACILITIES
ORDINANCE CF 11-0262

Catholic Health World

April 1,2011 Velume 27, Number 6
Sober housing gives addicts a better chance to succeed

The letter starts out like this:

"None of'us, myself included, had any idea where we would go after our inpatient treatment. When
Mercy (Recovery Center) asked me what my plan was after release firom detox, I responded 'l have
no idea, I have no place to go.' The answer was the same for S.G., P.W. and J.A. We just wanted to
2o to a safe place. We wanted to be around clean and sober people. We wanted the highest odds of
success.”

Because of a $1 million grant awarded last year to the Recovery Center at Mercy Hospital in
Portland, Maine, and its consortium partoers, successful recovery is a much stronger possibility for this
addict and others like him. The grant provides funding for residential-level treatment services in a safe,
sober living environment to those suffering from alcohol and other substance abuse, and engages a
collaborative team of social service agencies and providers to help these recovering addicts transition
back into the community.

Federal and state governments are cutting budgets for residential addiction services at a time when the
need for treatment is increasing. Some treatment facilities have closed because of financial losses.
Access fo residential beds is very imited n Maine.

"Previously, we found ourselves very firustrated because addicted patients would stay here for three
https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 1/4
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days in detox and then we would have to discharge them," explains Burma Wilkins, director of the
division of behavioral health at Mercy Recovery Center at Mercy Hospital.

"We knew that ofien we were discharging them back into the same environment, be it homelessness or
a very unstable home situation. It was dismal — it just seemed like a waste.

"But as a result of this grant, we have client-driven recovery plans in place designed to focus on
strengthening the physical, emotional, relational and spiritual health” of the recovering addict, she adds.

Opiate hot spot

Perhaps nowhere in the U.S. is the need greater for addiction recovery help than m Mame. A recent
report from the federal Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration shows that over
a 10-year period, Maine led the states in the percentage of admissions to substance abuse services for
addiction to "non-heroin opiates" — painkillers such as OxyContin, Percocet and Vicodin.

Admissions to licensed or certified substance abuse programs for opiate addiction treatment swelled in
Maine to nearly 10 percent in 2008 from 2.2 percent in 1998. The report also states that 386 of every
100,000 residents age 12 or older were admitted for treatment of painkiller addiction in Maine in
2008 — more than eight times the national rate of 45 per 100,000 people.

Wilkins and other health care providers say the state has had a mounting problem with doctors
overprescribing pain relievers and with patients getting prescriptions from more than one doctor. In
addition, drug smugglers have stepped up their efforts to meet the illictt demand.

Last September, with bipartisan help from the state's U.S. senators, Mercy Hospital, which is a
member of Newtown Square, Pa.-based Catholic Health Fast, received a $1 million earmark grant
from the federal substance abuse agency to expand capacity for residential services for recovering
addicts. Given the grant stipulations, including that no new facility be built, Mercy contracted with two
Portland-area residential treatment centers — Youth Alternatives Ingraham and Crossroads for
Women — to develop mnovative residential-level treatment services for the area.

The thinking is this: Why use an expensive building with 24-hour round-the-clock staffing for treatment
purposes, if patients can be discharged to a safe housing environment and given outpatient substance
abuse counseling and life training skills, and have the same or better chances of staying in recovery
from drugs and alcohol than in the more costly residential program?

"The use of peers who are in recovery to help clients get transportation, find AA meetings and share
their stories provides a level of hope and dignity that is powerful," says Wilkins. "The hope is that
through the collective power of this consortium, the current system of care will be transformed into a
patient-centric, collaborative and financially sustainable model."

Making a difference

Pat McKenzie is vice president of adult mental health services at Youth Aliernatives Ingraham, which
runs State Street House for homeless men with co-occurring mental health and addiction disorders.
She explains that as a result of the grant, Mercy can refer up to four men to State Street where they
typically stay for an average of 30 days as they continue to recover. If need be, these men can stay
longer as they look to secure permanent housing and a job.

https://mail.google.com/a/lacity.org/?ui...
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"One of the commitments we made 13 that they came to us homeless but we are not discharging them
back into that environment," says McKenzie. "We need to get them into stable housing, but they have
no money or resources. And there is a waiting kst for vouchers."

As part of the grant, Wikins at Mercy assembled an advisory board that brings together "everyone in
the community” who is in a position fo help substance abuse addicts and the homeless, says
McK enzie.

"Together, our focus is on a structured sober living plan that maintains the momentum of recovery," she
says. "We ask these men what it is they want and help them to establish a sense of where they want to
go. We look at the different domains in their Iife — physical health, spiritual health, fanuly, etcetera —

and look at their strengths in these areas and their needs.

"Then we have the men set an action plan, where we ask them, "What steps will you take this week?
Next week? The next 30 days?' Sometimes the plans need to be changed, and they are constantly
being reevaluated. But the idea is to start with a recovery-oriented, proactive plan that takes into
consideration their physical health, their mental health, their spiritual health, their relationships and their
working, plaving and learning selves. They examine their strengths in those areas and their needs. We
build on the body, mind and soul, treating not just the disease but the whole being," McKernvzie says.

Crossroads for Women adheres to a similar philosophy. That organization provides outpatient and
residential treatment for women with substance abuse issues. Crossroads is where Mercy refers
women after they go through detox at the hospital.

Through the grant program, Crossroads made a small cottage on its property available to house four
women. They typically stay for up to 30 days and go through Crossroads' intensive outpatient
program. Like the men at State Street House, the women at Crossroads are there voluntarily.

Shannon Trainor, clinical director at Crossroads, says what's so advantageous about the grant
program is that once the women are released from Mercy, there is a safe place for them to go for help
almost immediately.

"Typically, there is a three-to-six week wait for our residential treatment program,"” she says. "With the
grant program, we can provide a sober living option much sooner."”

Through the outpatient program, the women receive three hours of intensive therapy a day and
participate in life skills groups, working with community providers on issues ranging from domestic
violence to substance abuse counseling to vocational training.

While it's too early to determine the success ofthe grant program, McKenzie and Trainor are
encouraged.

McKenzie points to the letter from the State Street House resident as evidence that the program is
having a positive effect.

"We feel that we have a real advantage because of this program, that our long-term results will make
you all proud of the work you do, and the difference you make," he writes. "I know without a doubt ...
our lives will be changed forever for the better because of this opportunity.”

https://mait.gocgle.com/a/lacity.org/?ui... 3/4
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: No on the Sober Living Ordenence

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Fri, Mar 25, 2011 at 8:05 AM
To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

- Forwarded message -———

From: ike <recoweryzone@socal.ir.com>
Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 8:04 PM
Subject: No on the Sober Living Ordenence
To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org

My name is Claude Eichar and [ am a resident of Los Angeles county. | am writing to et you know that | am very
opposed to the Ordinance that is suppose to regulate sober living homes by reclassifying them as boarding
houses and outlawing them as businesses. Our economy has already made so many homeless and iIf this
ordinance passes many people many more will be kicked out of their homes. The bill is discriminatory in that it
only affects people in recovery. Most of the sober living homes do not cause problems for their neighbors and the
few that do can be addressed by the nuisance abatement law already in place. The law suits that this action will
bring will hurt us tax payers as well. Most sober living homes save lives, reunite families and recreate good
citizens. Help for people in recovery is very hard to find now and this ordinance will destroy the most effective tool
we hawe to fight drug and alcohol addiction. Please wte no on the Sober Living Ordinance.  Claude Eichar
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Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity.org>

Fwd: I'M OPPOSED TO THE COMMUNITY CARE
ORDIANCE!

1 message

Michael Espinosa <michael.espinosa@lacity.org> Fri, Mar 25, 2011 at 8:06 AM

To: Candy Rosales <candy.rosales@lacity .org>

—me—e FOrwarded message -----—-

From: Manny Rodriguez <mannyri@hotmail.com>

Date: Thu, Mar 24, 2011 at 7:58 PM

Subject: 'M OPPOSED TO THE COMMUNITY CARE ORDIANCE!

To: michael.espinosa@lacity.org, councilmember.reyes@lacity.org, councilmember. krekorian@lacity. org,

councilmember. huizar@lacity .org

Respective Offidals,

My name is Manny Rodrguez, a Los Angeles City resident and dtizen. I am opposed to any and all ordinances being
proposed regarding Community Cate. Below are my reason why

1. This otdinance will destabilize communities, increase homelessness and inctease overall crime in the City of Los
Angeles:

8. Homelessness will increase significantly

1 Sober living homes are life-saving resources for thousands of newly
sober people who rely on supportive sober envitonments to become produdive dtizens.

i Approximately 95% of our sober living homes ate in low density
residential zones supporting thousands of people each year. This ordinance will deny needed
suppozrtive housing to an estimated 7,000 people annually, just in Network-affiliated homes..

1. This number does not indude those from quality sober living homes acaredited by
other certifying organizations.

2. Does not indude the thousands of persons with mental health conditions also made
homeless.

b. Crime increases when thousands of addicts, alwholics and the mentally ill persons now aurrently in stable and

supportive housing are cast adsift in the community.
C. This ozdinance reverses the City’s positive directions in its partnerships to deal with housing for the homeless in

endeavors such as Home for Good.

2. This is not a legally sustainable ordinance—discriminatory intent is transparent and on the record.

a. Itviolates dvil rights laws by seeking to ban types of households (small group homes) from low density
tesidential zones without indusion of reasonable acommodation protools for disabled households.

D. Itis not supported by any data that objectively measured that these homes targeted by the ordinance are indeed
the homes that acually cause problems for communities.
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€. This is a new legal theory creating a conflia with Califormia Supreme Court precedents.
d. The City Attomey is defending this ordinance using incomplete and inappropriate case law:

& One asejs aurrently on appeal to the 9th Cirenit Coust of Appeals
fi. Precedents cited on the record are not applicable to disabled households.

i, California Supreme Court case law was not addsessed.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Manay Rodaguer
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