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Esteemed councilmembers, r<
©) o
-1 o b
@) cd
My name is Nt a // andl|am a resident of Downtowp Lo§ Angeles
Every day, | wi'ness tfje plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants. o P

ro
On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defnes nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belong.ngs, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
moi-e crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case wiil more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

1 Juaarauas M

(Signature) Cos y} OA qVO')V

CC: CD1 Gilbert CediNo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3 Bob Blumenfield, CD4 David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD1D- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Ea'rell, CD14- Jose Huizar, GDIS-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is Archer ,and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life tor residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health ana safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be aole to continue as they have on a
'arger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:
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(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curten D. Price Jr, CD13- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13 M:tch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is 1Q 1Q O rn teT -gz- , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Ange’es
Every day, | witrfess the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash Iming our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- nomeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address.
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(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3 Bob Blumenfield, CD4 David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Vlonica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9 Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- HerbJ Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CP12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is ONjjJEML 5 and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles’ homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining cur streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns nold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.
Sincerely, Address:
i -
' Q\5 o0. 7rh &T7jd Noo)tp

(Sign v
CC CDI Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-8ob Blumenfield, CD4 David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7

Monica Rodriguez, CDS- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D Price Jr, CD1C- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is . ana | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be aole to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity

Sincerely, Address:
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Iy \= —— ar N° ™N\T oL"QrrT

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cediilo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6~ Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- HerbJ Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD]4- Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is A [3.<k-ANv)aj/Wii <g_ 5 and i am a resident of Downtown Los Angeies.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The cur rent
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who ailes on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity

Sincerely, Address:

q1s u. 77

(Signature)

CC: CDI- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul KreKorian, CD3-BoD Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5 Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig

Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is A(ODftEkJ TAMNCA , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles
Every day, | witness the plight of | os Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve tc exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belong.ngs, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address-

ZIETI/O

(Signatu

CC. CDI Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bod Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD/-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- HerbJ Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is pus-(in , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with tne U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myseif to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity tc appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past This injunction claims >t will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

y-fx- N #707
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(Signature)

CC. CDI Gilbert Cedillo, CD2 Paul Krekonan, CD3-3ob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Heib J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Hu:zar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is eii&e ruiier . and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this wiil
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeies is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

o w ™ jfc lag

(Signature) ics anodesj ca 4Coiq

CC: CD3- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul KreKorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD/-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curten D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is fIvArl (Upti'4- 5 and i am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the waKe of homeiess individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitcheil injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, tnis proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns ovei health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:
Zir 1 & S7T>7t* «

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul KreKorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6 Nuiy Martinez, CD/-
Monira Rodriguez, CD8- Maraueece Harris-Dawson, CDS Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11 Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD 13- Mitch O'Farre!!, CD14 Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



tsteemed councilmembers,

My name is s and i am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very teal and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction wiii oniy serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, tne piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encamoments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:
2.1 T ~

/1©

(Signa )

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekoriart, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Vlartinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- loe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is _  'jskJfAIl 'M,ay.pv- , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the pJTght of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
ihose in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this oroliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, cur concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

4\

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedllio, CD2- Paul Krekorian CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury IVartinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, C38- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is InUXi s and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Eivery day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2.016, Mitchell v City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel tc fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

NP 7tk ST Lds%ks/A miH

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Biumenfiela, CD4 David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8 Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CDS- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, C.D12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CDJ4-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

N_
My name is di /(A’ ffu kr 5 and i am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On Marcn 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will oniy serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces, ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quahty of life for residents like myseif to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they nave on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

i r - -
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CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD/ Paul Krekorian, CL)3-bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is /.co\\upicul VJSJ| ~c’vyi) and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and tvohus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:
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(Signature)

CC: CD1 Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6 Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13 Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscainc



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight cf Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of nomeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than aHeviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage cf bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within puolic spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similarto
those in Skid Row will become per missible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alar mist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity

Sincerely, Address:

9/\

Ui\ YcfiY

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2 Paul Kiekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CDS- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CDJ.0- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CDJ.1- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CDJ3 Mitch O'Farrell, CD14 Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is R~ K&AJ- - , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that,, this proliferation of encampments will on’y serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no ionger alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to he homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:
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(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekonan, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CDS- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- lose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino



Esteemed councilmembers,

. , O\J _
My name is ) , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.

Every day, | withess the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity

Sincerely, Address:
-Tz-7 "T* I -
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CC CDI- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CDS Paul Koretz, CDG- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodi iguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CDS Curren D Price Jr, CD10 Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig

Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is 5 and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeies.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the M'tchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quaPty of life for residents iike myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation, subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles cftrash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale We have the opportunity to appear and ask them tc fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Addres?:_ 2 f
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(Signiuire)
CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekoiian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-

Monica Rcuriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13-Mitch O'Farrell, CDI*-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is s and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeies.
Every day, | withess the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2.016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

V- W, 7™ #££N6l

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Ceaillc, CD2 Paul Krekonan, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD/-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10 Hero J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD 15- Joe Suscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name ;s NJ™VA  CotevA u t*£L  and i am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles
Every day, i witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeies was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes iegal limits on the storage of oelongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate proDlem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible througnout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myselfto a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting tnem to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hoid for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely Address:

2.<Sfuj gg* -st L4-

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bot> Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6 Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farreli, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is 5 and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | withess the plight of Lcs Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address-

(Signature)

CC: CD1 Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D, Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12 Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is 5 and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | withess the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles cf trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns held for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v City cf Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rghts violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

ais vi. Sh no?-

(Signature) ~ dA - ?COI

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD/-
Monica Rodriguez, CDS- Marqueece Harris Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD1C- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is s and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good cf my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree thar is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
nas been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

(Signature

CC: CD] - Gilbert Cedillo, CD2 Paul KreKorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4 David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CDS- Curren D Price Jr, CD10- Herb j. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12 Gre:g
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-Jcse Huizsr. CD1S-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | withess the pligh4 of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, persona! belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their

humanity.
Yy

Sincerely, Address:

itIML UJIAJJ

(Signature

CC. GDI- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3 Bob Blumenfield, CD4 David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD 1-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8 Ma-queece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren O Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Gre’g
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Fa.'rell, CD14-Jose Huizai, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is ~ fiZAfIICTe|S L/= j and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alar mist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our cit'zens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address

£1*5

Lo*> / k>6j C/j

Vit

(Signature)

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekonan, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Roaiiguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CDJ.0- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14 Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name ts IAAszy- FELOK"™N4 j and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camp.ng within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation, subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typnus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likeiy be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which cur concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

Z.E&E m . ~7-" gr NMNMOSsS

(Signature) LOC, AMEjE«-eS CA

CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekonan, CD3-tsob Blumenfiela, CD4 David t. Ryu, CD5- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CDU- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Fameil, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscainc.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is F= I Mtl&y j and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. If the Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist, furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hoid for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate evil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

m v /tP

(Signature)

CC. CO1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2 Paul KreKorian, CL)3-boD Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD1C- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12 Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

'
My name is A /J ORElaJ /eSK , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v City of Los Angeles was filed with the U.S, District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacerbate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims.

To begin, the injunction neither defines nor restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similar to
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area. Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness and entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
more crime, more instability, and worse living conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
judge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, and the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

cS/S P- 77>&7. >4 ,6#H

(Signature) f<>0

CC: CD1- Gilbert Ceaillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, C03 Bob BlumenfieM, CD4 David E Ryu, CD5 Paul Koretz, CDS- Nury Martinez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D. Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.



Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is , and | am a resident of Downtown Los Angeles.
Every day, | witness vfle plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and | am ready to speak out for the
good of my community and ail of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v City of | os Angeles was filed with the U.S. District Court. The current
injunction removes legal limits on the storage of belongings within the legal right of way in Downtown,
and allows for the proliferation of homeless encampments and item storage on public sidewalks.

This case arose in the wake of homeless individuals speaking out about civil rights violations committed
against them by the city; which is a very real and unfortunate problem. However, the guidelines being
set by the Mitchell injunction will only serve to exacer bate the issues faced by the homeless
population, rather than alleviating them as the injunction claims

To begin, the injunction neither defines rior restricts the storage of bulky items, personal belongings, or
daytime camping within public spaces. Ifthe Mitchell injunction is settled, encampments similarto
those in Skid Row will become permissible throughout the Downtown area Obviously, this will
jeopardize the health, safety, and quality of life for residents like myself to a greater degree than is
already occurring. But further than that, this proliferation of encampments will only serve to
encourage homelessness ana entrench homeless individuals in their living situation; subjecting them to
moie crime, more instability, and worse livrng conditions.

Given the rapid spread of hepatitis and typhus, the piles of trash lining our streets, fires, and explosion
of encampments, our concerns over health and safety risks are no longer alarmist. Furthermore, any
ludge who rules on this case will more than likely be acquainted with these realities, ar.d the merit
which our concerns hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles Is settled, encampments will be able to continue as they have on a
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to fight this case- and go to the Supreme
Court if necessary- or hire outside counsel to fight on behalf of the City of Los Angeles, an option which
has been successful in the past. This injunction claims it will alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their
humanity.

Sincerely, Address:

nS ., U P/
(Signattfre)

r t

CC CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2 Paul Krekonan, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, C04- David E. Ryu, CDS- Paul Koretz, CD6- Nury Mart;nez, CD7-
Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Hams-Dawson, CDS- Curren D Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Borin, CD12- Greig
Smith, CD13- Mitch O'carreli, CD14 - Jose Huizar, CD15- loe Euscsino.



