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TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3 Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5 Paul
Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD/- Monica Rodriguez, CDB- 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.
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Esteemed councilmembers.

wh M - -Sh rr H—^ , and I am a resident of Downtown Los 
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak 
out for the good of my community and all of its inhabitants

My name is

On March 14, 2016, Mitcnell 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 ana 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 withm 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 spreaa of hepat:tis 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 v-olations- but a'lowing 
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence tc their rights, and a complete degradation of their 
humanity.

Sincerely,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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Esteemed councill umbers, , .

1'eSjMU j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 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,
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Price Jr, CD10- Herb J Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino
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Esteemed councilmembers, ,
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_________, and I am a resident of Downtown Los
eles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak

My name is
Angeles Every day, I witness the plight of Los 
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 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,

V
—
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Esteemed councilmembers,

, and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 Mitcheil 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 cn 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,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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Esteemed councilmembers, ,

CU/yl_gA/4 j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 r ights 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 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,

j/A-d (1 f^€^1 C
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\ vA - \ (p 6 ~ S 6
Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is , and I am a resident of Downtown Los
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of LosTtngeles' homeless population, and I 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, ercampments 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,

(

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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Jose Huizar, CD15- Joe Buscaino.

- David E. Ryu, CD5- Paul
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Esteemed councilmembers,

/7&3AJ QaxIin , and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments will be abie 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,

DTLA STAKEHOLDE R
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Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino
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Esteemed councilmembers,

*My name is V jr 
Angeles. Every day, JA/ 
out for the good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

On Match 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.

, and I am a resident of Downtown Los 
itness the plight of Los Argeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak

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 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 gnefeter offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their 
humanity.

Sincerely, * / j ■
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Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farreil, CD14- 
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.
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Esteemed councilmembers,

My name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak

j and I am a resident of Downtown Los

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 homeiess 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 foi 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,

/
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Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.
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Esteemed councilmembers,
A

j and I am a resident of Downtown Los 
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 aegree 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.

My name is

Sincerely,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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Price Jr, CD10 herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15 Joe Buscainc.
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Esteemed councilmembers,

LC j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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. 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 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 
Cojrt 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,
\
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BY:
TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-6ob Blumenfield, CD4- David £. Ryu, CDS- Paul
Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7 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, CD15-Joe Buscamo.
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Esteemed councilmembers,

41 y flt-t y h K_______________ , and I am a resident of Downtown Los
ss the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak

My name is 
Angeles. Every day, I witne
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 tneir 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,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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TO: 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- Curren D
Price Jr, CDlO- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CD11- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.

SS
Esteemed councilmembers, i .

My name is j } c/.-v i'_, lW 
Angeles. Every day, I witness the pligh of Los Ang

_________ , and I am a resident of Downtown Los
eles' homeless population, and I 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, 
rathei 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 longei 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 he able to continue as they have on a 
larger scale. We have the opportunity to appear and ask them to tight 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,

-'■27
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TO. CC CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blutn^nfieldrCD^ Dav-id 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, CDli- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13 Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.

\ \ w - S £
Esteemed councilmembers,

(yinflilie HamiVftn j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 verv 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 wili 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,

$wjui %nri»Hw
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TO: 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.

\ M - \C»SG - SS
Esteemed councilmembers,

£rg.f\(L>i\ do■&T\ j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 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,

~7
S''
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TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- Davi<fE".*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-
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Esteemed councilmembers,

Mo* ifle’xno and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 nealth, 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 net.

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,

r

7
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TO 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.

\ \ - s S
Esteemed councilmembers, r\

My name is ___ , and I am a resident of Downtown Los
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 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- o^ 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,

ZJX
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TO: CC; CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5- Pau1
Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7- Monica Rodriguez, CD8- Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9- Curren D.
Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CDil- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino

\v4 _ - S<5
Esteemed councilmembers,

nd I am a resident of Downtown Los" l"My name is
Angeles. Fvery day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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. Tne 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 ard 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.

fo 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 cr not.

If Mitchell v. City of Los Angeies is settled, encampments will oe 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,

DTLAfeTAKEHOLDER
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TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E Ryu, CD5- Pau 
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.

\t—v — \ s s
Esteemed councilmembers,

\(\c t-vMy name is
Angeles, Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak 
out for the good of my community and ail of its inhabitants.

On March 14, 2016, Mitchell v. City of Los Angeles was filec 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 iri 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 wiil alleviate civil rights violations- but allowing 
our citizens to be homeless is a far greater offence to iher rights, and a complete degradation of their 
humanity.

, and I am a resident of Downtown Los

fSincerely,

,i
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TO. 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, CDil- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15 Joe Buscainc

\<A- SS
Esteemed councilmembers,

iX c? r ' and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 entiench 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 acauainted 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,

Xl\
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TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, 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, 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 C a/q) W\Jj Cq-?
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Lod Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak 
out for the good of my community and all of its inhabitants.

j and I am a resident of Downtown Los

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 tne 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 auality of life for residents like myself to a gr eater 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 out 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,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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TO: CC: CD1 Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4:T3avfd"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
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Esteemed councilmembers,

V) j and I am a resident of Downtown Los 
day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I am ready to speak

My name is 
Angeles. Eve
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, 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,
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TO: 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- M.tch O'Farrel!, CD14- 
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino

\<4 - s5
Esteemed councilmembers,

a Or Li. j and I am a resident of Downtown Los£Y±AM CMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 iife 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 sett'ed, 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,

v

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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TO: 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, CD35-Joe Buscaino.

\vA- ^ S
Esteemed councilmembers,

Zs Qbk_ | fA feS S j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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. Obviousiy, 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 arid 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,

o

LAJif AKEHOLDERD l
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TO: 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.

\ <4- \ - s>$
Esteemed councdwembers,

My name is _ _, and l am a resident of Downtown Los
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 Dy 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 iining 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,

DTLA STAKEHOl D
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TO: 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.

\vj^- - Sf5
Esteemed councilmembers,

_, and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and 1 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 hold for every single Downtown resident- homeless or not.

If Mitchell v City of Los Angeles is settled, encampments wili 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,

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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BY:
TO 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, CDll- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15 Joe Buscaino.

\ *4 - \ - S S
Esteemed councilmembers, T) it and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 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,

L^2
DU - STAKEHOLDER
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BY:,
TO: CC: CD1- Gilbert Cedillo, CD2- Paul Krekorian, CD3-Bob Blumenfield, CD4- David E. Ryu, CD5 Paul 
Koretz, CD6- Nury Martinez, CD7 Monica Rodnguez, CDS Marqueece Harris-Dawson, CD9 Curren D 
Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CDil- Mike Bonin, CD12- Gre>g Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14- 
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.

\ - \ W - SS
Esteemed counlcilmember^,

YCX- and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 civH 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 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 nomeless is a far greater offence to their rights, and a complete degradation of their 
humanity.

Sincerely,

1

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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TO: 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- Curren D.
Price Jr, CD10- Herb J. Wesson Jr, CDil- Mike Bonin, CD12- Greig Smith, CD13- Mitch O'Farrell, CD14-
Jose Huizar, CD15-Joe Buscaino.

S.S
Esteemed councilmembers,

j and I am a resident of Downtown LosMy name is
Angeles. Every day, I witness the plight of Los Angeles' homeless population, and I 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 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,

\
7z

DTLA STAKEHOLDER
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Main Street between 17th and 18th - March 5, 2019
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Underpass between 16th and 17th March 5, 2019
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7th and Wall Street- March 5, 2019
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Essex & Pico Street- March 5, 2019
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l6th between San Pedro & Griffith- March 5, 2019
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