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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

herb <herb_borock@hotmail.com>
Sunday, December 6, 2020 4:12 PM
Council, City; Clerk, City
December 7, 2020 Council Meeting, Item #13: Downtown Streets Team Contract

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Herb Borock
P. O. Box 632
Palo Alto, CA 94302
December 6, 2020
Palo Alto City Council
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
DECEMBER 7, 2020 CITY COUNCIL MEETING, AGENDA ITEM #13
DOWNTOWN STREETS TEAM CONTRACT
Dear City Council:
The proposed contract includes funding for cleaning Downtown sidewalks.
Since 1953, it has been the responsibility of the owner or tenant of a
building to clean the sidewalk in front of their establishment (Palo Alto
Municipal Code Section 9.48.050):
9.48.050 Obligation to clean sidewalk.
The occupant or tenant, or in the absence of an occupant or tenant, the owner of any real estate in
Palo Alto in front of which there is a paved sidewalk shall keep the sidewalk free of dirt, debris and
litter. Sweepings from the sidewalk shall not be swept or otherwise made or allowed to go into the
street but shall be disposed of by the person responsible for the cleaning of the sidewalk.
(Ord. 1504 (part), 1953: prior code § 20.10)
A fee should be imposed on those responsible to pay the portion of the
contract that pays for cleaning sidewalks to replace scarce City funds
that could then be granted to other worthy projects.
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.
Sincerely,
Herb Borock
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Winter Dellenbach <wintergery@earthlink.net>
Sunday, December 6, 2020 3:10 PM
Council, City
Recommendations RE: Downtown Street Team

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
TO: City Council Members
From: Winter Dellenbach
Date: 12‐6‐2020

RE: Agenda Item #13 ‐ City Council Due Diligence and Downtown Streets Team: Recommendations for How to Proceed

The city's contract with Downtown Streets Team warrants it will perform in a "professional manner"...and that the
city has a right to "monitor' DTS services to determine if it complies with its Contract Agreement (see item staff
report).
The Contract Agreement includes WARRANTIES:
"CONTRACTOR expressly warrants that all services provided under this Agreement shall be performed in a
professional and workmanlike manner in accordance with generally accepted business practices and performance
standards of the industry and the requirements of this Agreement…"
The Contract Agreement includes MONITORING OF SERVICES:
"CITY may monitor the Services performed under this Agreement to determine whether CONTRACTOR’s work is
completed in a satisfactory manner and complies with the provisions of this Agreement."
The Contract also provides the city with a HOLD HARMLESS clause which is intended to protect the city from legal
liabilities should DTS be sued. A plaintiff could overcome the "Hold Harmless" provision if the city were negligent in
its exercise of due diligence or fiduciary responsibility by not reviewing the DTS investigation report.
Council’s ability and duty to review the Investigation Report is clear from the contract. To do otherwise may seriously compromise
the city.

City Council may allow one final opportunity for DTS to turn over its report to the city. If DTS agrees to provide the
report, then also do the following, setting two deadlines:

* Allow a short deadline for DTS to provide the investigation report, redacted for identifiers (not substance) if DTS
wants. Timing must be acceptable to the City Manager for review by the City Council (can review be done in Closed
Session?).

* Proceed with an interim contract while resolving the open issues. If need be, the interim contract would also
provide for time to consider alternative provision of DTS services.
1

* Set a second deadline for the City Council to determine whether the city should then proceed or not with a
longer‐term contract based on the investigation report and any other relevant
information.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Friday, December 4, 2020 3:00 PM
Council, City
Lait, Jonathan
PTC appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council,
Please appoint renters to the PTC to ensure representation of a group that accounts for nearly 50% of our
households and has been woefully underrepresented on PTC.
Every action the council takes now will be part of the picture HCD sees in assessing whether Palo Alto is
on a course to make a good faith effort
with regard to expanding housing and affordability.
I discuss this more in a following email.
Stephen Levy
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

carlin otto <carlinotto@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 6:51 PM
Council, City
Foothills Nature Preserve

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of my City Council:
Please protect Foothills Nature Preserve from becoming overused like Arastradero
Preserve. Once damage has occurred it takes many years to recover. Let’s avoid
the damage before it happens. Palo Alto ordinances currently allow 750 visitors
(rising to 1000 visitors) per day. These numbers of visitors will degrade this
precious open space. Foothills has not had this much use in over 60 years. Please
instruct the Parks and Recreation Committee to investigate and recommend a
sustainable number of daily visitors that will not negatively impact the
preserve. We need to have a new sustainable maximum in place before Foothills
officially opens to the general public.
During the last 20 years, the average daily visitor count at Foothills has been
416. To maintain Foothills in its current condition, the new maximum will need to
be close to this figure.

1

Carlin Otto
231 Whitclem Court
Palo Alto, CA 94306
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Minor, Beth
Monday, December 7, 2020 8:56 AM
Irina Beylin; Council, City
RE: Foothills Referendum

Hi Irina,
I am required to follow the Charter of the City and it states that the signature has to be done in front of the person
collecting signature, that cannot be done electronically. Additionally, the Registrar of Voters has no way to verify the
electronic signature against the signature they have on file.
Thanks and stay healthy.

BETH MINOR
City Clerk
(650)329‐2379 | Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org

From: Irina Beylin <irina.beylin@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 7, 2020 8:51 AM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Cc: Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: Foothills Referendum
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello City Council members,
We are circulating the Referendum to Rescind the Ordinance approved by the Council on 16 November.
In light of updated States COVID‐19 restrictions and rising COVID‐19 danger, we can't follow the city rules to collect
signatures in person. We are getting hundreds of Palo Alto residents' emails with requests for electronic signatures.
We are asking you to temporarily change the in person signature rule to electronic. As it would take time to set up an
electronic system, please extend the Referendum deadline until 23 December 2020.
We want to stop unsafe way of in person signatures as soon as possible and set up a safe
e‐signature way, it would be great if you get back with the answer today‐tomorrow.
Thank you for your help.
Irina Beylin
771 Ames Ave
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Irina Beylin <irina.beylin@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 8:51 AM
Council, City
Minor, Beth
Foothills Referendum

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello City Council members,
We are circulating the Referendum to Rescind the Ordinance approved by the Council on 16 November.
In light of updated States COVID‐19 restrictions and rising COVID‐19 danger, we can't follow the city rules to collect
signatures in person. We are getting hundreds of Palo Alto residents' emails with requests for electronic signatures.
We are asking you to temporarily change the in person signature rule to electronic. As it would take time to set up an
electronic system, please extend the Referendum deadline until 23 December 2020.
We want to stop unsafe way of in person signatures as soon as possible and set up a safe
e‐signature way, it would be great if you get back with the answer today‐tomorrow.
Thank you for your help.
Irina Beylin
771 Ames Ave
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara M. Beebe <barbara.m.beebe@gmail.com>
Saturday, December 5, 2020 6:52 PM
Council, City
Foothills Park referendum

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

City Council member Kuo's decision to potentially slow an action that should have been taken many years ago at a time
when we need more people from all residences outside to engage in healthy activities is a stunningly unempathetic and
uneducated move that undermines the potential we all have to make good decisions quickly for the betterment of all.
It's clear that Kuo doesn't feel or see the need for that betterment. Very disappointing.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lisa Dusseault <lisa.dusseault@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 6:11 PM
Council, City
Supporting the opening of Foothills Park

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I don't know what state this proposal or decision is currently in, but wanted to use my voice in supporting opening
Foothills Park to everybody, as soon as possible. I've heard there are calls for transparency in the process of opening up
the park. I believe we shouldn't demand increased scrutiny and process and overhead when we do the right thing or fix
a wrong, compared to how it was done in the first place.
Lisa Dusseault
2064 Edgewood Dr, Palo Alto, CA 94303
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 8:35 PM
Council, City
Shikada, Ed; Jonsen, Robert; Stump, Molly; Supervisor Simitian; AnnaEshoo@mail.house.gov;
anne.ream@mail.house.gov; Kou, Lydia; Greer.stone@cityofpaloalto.org
Assisted Living - COVID-19 - new cases

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Today, downtown Lytton Gardens informed residents at Assisted Living building, 649 University Avenue, Palo Alto, of
two new confirmed COVID‐19 cases among staff.
Last Friday, Webster House, 401 Webster Street, Palo Alto, reported three new confirmed cases, two residents and staff.
Both facilities are on same block and have same owners, Covia Communities.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 7:14 PM
Loran Harding; alumnipresident@stanford.edu; antonia.tinoco@hsr.ca.gov; beachrides; David
Balakian; bballpod; bearwithme1016@att.net; boardmembers; paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy
Lewis; Chris Field; Doug Vagim; dennisbalakian; Daniel Zack; Dan Richard; dlfranklin0@outlook.com;
eappel@stanford.edu; esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov; fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net;
fmerlo@wildelectric.net; grinellelake@yahoo.com; huidentalsanmateo; hennessy; Irv Weissman; Joel
Stiner; jerry ruopoli; kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; lalws4@gmail.com; leager;
margaret-sasaki@live.com; Mark Standriff; Mayor; nick yovino; newsdesk; david pomaville;
russ@topperjewelers.com; Steve Wayte; tsheehan; terry; vallesR1969@att.net
Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 4:08 PM
Subject: Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 4:01 PM
Subject: Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 3:41 PM
Subject: Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 2:11 PM
Subject: Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
2

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 2:03 PM
Subject: Fwd: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Tue, Dec 8, 2020 at 1:45 PM
Subject: Moderna MRNA stock price. Almost double since July 15, 2020Here's website
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

Tues. Dec. 8, 2020
I B Moderna MRNA at $85.50 on July 15, 2020 and was then beating myself up when it fell to $54.51 in September.
I should have used all of that "purchasing power" I have at Schwab to buy a lot more then because it closed today at
$169.92. If it ever gets clear up to $171.00, or $1.08 more per share, my investment will have doubled in value.
It climbed another $10.40 today, up another 6.52% today.
Of course, to really have scored with MRNA, we should all have sold our very nice Fresno houses way back in July,
2019 for $250,000 and B MRNA at $11.54 per share. At today's closing price, we could now buy a home for
$3,681,109.19. That buys something really palatial in Fresno, v. a tear‐down in Palo Alto. Several years ago, the average
in Atherton was $6.5 million. So with that MRNA play, we could now buy a very ordinary house in Atherton or a palace
in Fresno.
With that MRNA play, you could now buy three of these in Fresno:
10156 N Ponderosa Dr, Fresno, CA 93720 | MLS #551758 | Zillow
Or two of these: Worth looking at the pictures of this one:
11430 N Sloan Ave, Fresno, CA 93730 | 45 Photos | MLS #551162 ‐ Movoto
Pricing on this one is: $1,695,000 sales price. With 20% down, or $339,000 down, the monthly payment would
be $7,292, consisting of $5,901 P & I, $1,144 property tax, and $247 insurance. Only mid‐level managers in SV will be
able to swing something like this, but there are lots of them there.
Bring on high speed rail San Jose to Fresno. In essence, Fresno will then become Silicon Valley real estate. Will you
feel guilty when your Fresno home doubles and triples in value? You'll feel stupid for having fought HSR since 2008.
MRNA's website:
Moderna, Inc. | Home (modernatx.com)
3

The Pfizer vaccine could be approved as early as this Thursday, Dec. 10, 2020, and the Moderna vaccine could be
approved as early as a week later, on Thursday, Dec. 17, 2020.
L. William Harding
Fresno
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Bill Johnson <bjohnson@paweekly.com>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 3:17 PM
Owen Byrd
Jocelyn Dong; Sue Dremann; Carol Hubenthal; Eileen Richardson; Council, City
Your comments at last night's City Council meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Owen,
I was stunned by your statement at last night's meeting that "the Weekly got it wrong" and that we
had misreported the ruling in the unemployment appeal case against Downtown Streets Team.
Over the last year, neither you nor anyone else at Downtown Streets Team have informed us of any
errors in our reporting of this story, which cited the written findings of the Unemployment Insurance
Appeals Board. Your assertion that the Appeals Board decision did not address the issue of sexual
harassment, as you well know, is false.
I have no idea why you chose to attack the Weekly in your remarks, but by making this comment to
the City Council in a public forum broadcast on TV and the internet you have irresponsibly damaged
our journalistic reputation in the community. We depend on that reputation and public confidence in
our reporting for our survival.
I expect you to immediately and publicly retract your statement and correct the record with a written
apology to the City Council, city staff, Sue Dremann and the Weekly. This is a sad enough story
without your resorting to attempting to influence the Council's deliberations by incorrectly labeling
the reporting, which they appropriately assumed to be true, as inaccurate.
Sincerely,
Bill

William S. Johnson
Publisher, Palo Alto Weekly
President & CEO, Embarcadero Media
450 Cambridge Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94306
650.326.8210 650.223.6505 (direct)
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Terry Wen <terry_wen10@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 11:07 PM
Council, City
T4 at 165 universe ave

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi, I am the business owner of T4 at university ave. As you know the convid 19 really impact the small business
operation. Can city of Palo alto mandate the third party online order app to charge mo ore than 15 percent of
commission? Other cities like San Francisco and Santa Clara already has this policy.
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 10:43 PM
Council, City; Stump, Molly; Shikada, Ed; Greer Stone; Dave Price; Sara Tabin; Gennady Sheyner;
Roberta Ahlquist; rebecca@winwithrebecca.com; Steven D. Lee; Raven Malone; Human Relations
Commission; Cari Templeton; Joe Simitian; cindy.chavez@bos.sccgov.org; Bill Johnson; Winter
Dellenbach; Emily Mibach; Jeff Rosen
Ed Lauing; Binder, Andrew
Action item 13 dec 7, 2020 (DTS) contract extension.....

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
12/7/2020
Dear City Council:
Not a perfect resolution but a job extremely well done! Council members Kniss & Kou asked particularly relevant
questions.
Without hurting the members of street team ‐you did not attempt to cover up the sexual misconduct allegations, that
are extremely serious ones in my view. We still don’t have close to the answers we deserve re these allegations‐despite
Mr. Byrd’s protestations to the contrary.
Unlike Mr. Byrd’s suggestion ‐that the wage issues‐ in this case‐ that men are paid more then women ‐for the same jobs
at DST ‐is unrelated to the allegations of sexual harassment, is in my view, far from accurate.
To me failure to pay comparable wages to women goes to the core of the unequal treatment of women systematically .
If allegations re wage gender disparity are true‐ would the city really want to do business with the current administrators
at DST? I would think not! I would hope not. Sexual harassment directed at women is inextricably linked to the failure to
pay women comparable wages.

Critical we not be afraid to continue a serious investigation into these matters. I agree with Council Member Kou’s
comments that we must also inquire of the members of the streets team ( some of our most vulnerable‐citizens) who
clean our streets ‐whether they feel intimidated re reporting abuse or misconduct by members of the DST
administration.
Finally, once the city attorney Stump obtains the legal pleading re the various law suits pending or settled re the DST
matter ‐it is great that city attorney will provide a summary of the legal proceedings. However, in my experience, there
is no substitute for having the actual pleadings to review.
Please council members don’t be afraid to ask to see the full pleadings‐ should you wish to exercise your own
independent opinion of the nature and seriousness‐of the allegations made against the administration of DST.
Sincerely,
Aram James
7

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 5:47 PM
Richard Konda; Raj; Jethroe Moore; Ruth Silver Taube; Jeff Rosen; Molly O'Neal
New L.A. prosecutor to end cash bail -etc

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
New L.A. prosecutor to end cash bail
https://www.kron4.com/news/california/new‐l‐a‐prosecutor‐to‐end‐cash‐bail/
(Via KRON4 News)

Sent from my iPhone

8

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hellman-Tincher, Micaela <micaela.hellman-tincher@BOS.SCCGOV.ORG>
Monday, December 7, 2020 4:29 PM
Council, City
Shikada, Ed; Lait, Jonathan
231 Grant Educator Workforce Housing Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting
231 Grant Notice of Preparation.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Palo Alto Councilmembers,
Supervisor Simitian wanted to make sure I shared the attached notice of a scoping meeting with you for the teacher
housing project on Grant Ave. This is a very preliminary start to our public process.
Many thanks for being early and enthusiastic partners for this project. I’m working with your City staff on making sure
there are more opportunities for you to hear about the project at a future council meeting, and will continue to alert
you about community meetings in the future.
Many thanks,
Micaela

Micaela Hellman‐Tincher, Policy Director
County Supervisor Joe Simitian, District Five
Micaela.Hellman‐Tincher@bos.sccgov.org
408‐299‐5050
www.supervisorsimitian.com

From: Sifuentes, Melissa <melissa.sifuentes@faf.sccgov.org>
Sent: Friday, December 4, 2020 12:59 PM
Subject: 231 Grant Educator Workforce Housing Notice of Preparation and Scoping Meeting

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR
231 GRANT EDUCATOR WORKFORCE HOUSING
Project Owner/Proponent: County of Santa Clara - Facilities and Fleet Department (FAF)
Project Title: 231 Grant Educator Workforce Housing
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 132-31-074
Location: 231 Grant Avenue, Palo Alto, CA 94306
Greetings!
As the Lead Agency, the County of Santa Clara (County) will prepare an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) to evaluate the potential environmental effects of the proposed project referenced
above. The purpose of this meeting is for the County to obtain input about the environmental
9

topics that should be studied in the EIR. A brief description of the proposed project, its location,
and a summary of the potential environmental effects is in the attached Notice of Preparation
and on the project website at https://www.sccgov.org/231grant.
The project proposes demolition of the existing single-story building on the site and construction
of a four- story building that would contain approximately 110 residential units and related
amenities and approximately 1,200 square feet of “flex space” which could be utilized as a café
or other retail/commercial use. Approval of the project will require actions by the County of
Santa Clara, including approval by the County Board of Supervisors. There will be future
meetings at which the public will have the opportunity to provide comments about the project
unrelated to the scope of the EIR.
A virtual Public Scoping/Community Meeting to solicit comments on the Notice of Preparation will be
held on:
Date: Wednesday, December 16, 2020 from 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
Location: Join virtually here; Meeting ID: 926 3596 9172 / Password: 144062
** Please note this meeting will be recorded (audio and video).
A Notice of Preparation has been prepared in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) for your review. Please send your written comments by Wednesday, January
6, 2021 to:
County of Santa Clara Facilities and Fleets Department
Attention: Emily Chen
2310 North First Street, Suite 200 San Jose CA 95131
E-mail: Emily.F.Chen@faf.sccgov.org; Phone: (408) 993-4635
All the best,
Melissa Sifuentes
Public Communication Specialist

Facilities and Fleet Department
2310 North First Street, Suite 200
San Jose, CA 95131-1011
Main (408) 993- 4813
Cell phone (669) 207-9695
Email: melissa.sifuentes@faf.sccgov.org
NOTICE: The information contained in this e-mail message is intended only for the CONFIDENTIAL
use of the designated addressee(s) named above. Please delete this email if you are not the
intended recipient.
10

NOTICE: Draft documents attached to or statements that are set forth in this email shall not be
considered an offer by the County to enter into a contract. No drafts or statements shall be binding
on the County unless and until there is a separate written agreement, fully executed and delivered by
the authorized representatives of all parties to said agreement.
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County of Santa Clara
Facilities and Fleet Department
County Center at Charcot
2310 North First Street, Suite 200
San Jose, California 95131-1011
(408) 993-4600

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
231 GRANT EDUCATOR WORKFORCE HOUSING
Project Owner/Proponent: County of Santa Clara - Facilities and Fleets Department (FAF)
Project Title: 231 Grant Educator Workforce Housing
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 132-31-074
As the Lead Agency, the County of Santa Clara (County) will prepare an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for
the proposed project referenced above. The County welcomes your input regarding the scope and content of
the environmental information to be included in the EIR. A brief description of the proposed project, its location,
and a summary of the potential environmental effects is provided on the following pages.
The project proposes demolition of the existing single-story building on the site and construction of a fourstory building that would contain approximately 110 residential units and related amenities and approximately
1,200 square feet of “flex space” which could be utilized as a café or other retail/commercial use. Approval of
the project will require actions by the County of Santa Clara, including approval by the County Board of
Supervisors.
A Public Scoping/Community Meeting to solicit comments on the Notice of Preparation will be held on:
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 from 6:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.
The meeting will be held virtually. The meeting link and instructions for joining the virtual meeting are available
on the project website at https://www.sccgov.org/231grant.
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), comments on this Notice of Preparation are
due within 30 days of its receipt. However, an earlier response, if possible, would be appreciated. Please send
your response to:
County of Santa Clara Facilities and Fleets Department
Attention: Emily Chen
2310 North First Street, Suite 200
San Jose CA 95131
E-mail: Emily.F.Chen@faf.sccgov.org; Phone: (408) 993-4635
Prepared by:
Emily Chen, Senior Planner
Approved by:
David Barry, Chief of Facilities Planning Services

12/2/2020

Signature

Date
12/2/2020

Signature

Board of Supervisors: Mike Wasserman, Cindy Chavez, Dave Cortese, Susan Ellenberg, S. Joseph Simitian
County Executive: Jeffrey V. Smith

Date

231 GRANT EDUCATOR WORKFORCE HOUSING
Project Location
The project site is at 231 Grant Avenue in the City of Palo Alto (Figure 1). The project site is approximately 1.4
acres bounded by Park Boulevard, Grant Avenue, and Birch Street. The project site contains an approximately
6,800-square-foot office building completed in 1956 and an associated parking area. The site is owned by the
County and the existing office building currently houses the Santa Clara County Office of the Public Defender
(Figure 2).
An outdoor café and multifamily residential housing are adjacent to northeast boundary of the Project site at
the corner of Sheridan Avenue and Park Boulevard and a multistory office building is adjacent to southeast
boundary of the project site at the corner of Sheridan Avenue and Birch Street. The Santa Clara County Superior
Court building is west of the project site, across Grant Avenue. Areas to the east and west of Grant Avenue and
south of Birch Street in the vicinity of the project site are predominantly multifamily residential housing. Office
buildings and multifamily residential housing are north of the project site along Park Boulevard.
The project site is on County-owned property but within the incorporated area of the City of Palo Alto.

Project Description
The 231 Grant Educator Workforce Housing (the proposed project) is currently sponsored by the County of
Santa Clara, Facebook, the City of Palo Alto, and participating school districts in Santa Clara County.
The proposed project would demolish the existing 6,800-square-foot office building at the project site and
would construct a new four-story building, totaling approximately 112,000 square feet, on the site. The
building would be developed with 110 residential units. These units would be intended to serve teachers and
other full-time staff from participating school districts in Santa Clara County and from certain geographic
districts in southern San Mateo County. 1 Approximately 2,000 square feet of community space, including a
lounge, activity room and laundry, would be provided for residents’ use, as well as management offices and
approximately 1,200 square feet of “flex space” which could be utilized as a café or other retail or commercial
use.
An at-grade parking structure with double car stackers would provide 112 parking spaces and a secure bicycle
parking room would be provided with capacity for 134 bicycles. Approximately 5,600 square feet of open public
space would be provided within three outdoor plaza areas, each centered around an existing mature tree (palm,
camphor, and redwood, respectively) that would be retained as part of the project.
The project is anticipated to utilize modular construction methods; however, the use of traditional construction
methods will also be analyzed as an alternative to the proposed project.

Potential Environmental Effects of the Project
The EIR will identify the significant environmental effects anticipated to result from implementation of the
proposed project. As allowed by CEQA Guidelines §15063(a), an Initial Study has not been prepared for the
proposed project because an EIR will clearly be required. Due to the location of the project site in an urban area
that is not within or close to any farmlands or forestry resources, known mineral deposits, or wildfire hazard
areas, these environmental topics will not be addressed in detail in the EIR.

In the event units are not filled by school employees, then units may be offered to public safety employees or nonprofit
employees.
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The EIR will evaluate all other environmental issues contemplated for consideration under CEQA and the CEQA
Guidelines, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Aesthetics
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Energy
Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Land Use and Planning
Noise and Vibration
Recreational Resources
Population and Housing
Public Services
Transportation
Utilities and Service Systems
Tribal Cultural Resources

It is anticipated that the primary focus of analysis will be on the specific environmental topics outlined below.
Mitigation measures will be identified to reduce or avoid significant impacts, as appropriate.
Aesthetics
The project site currently contains a single-story office building and associated surface parking and landscaping.
The proposed project calls for the County to demolish this building, and to develop a four story building on the
site. The EIR will describe the existing visual setting of the project area and changes that are anticipated to
occur as a result of the proposed project. The EIR will also discuss potential light and glare issues from the
development and evaluate the project’s consistency with applicable zoning and design guidelines and other
regulations governing scenic quality and aesthetics.
Air Quality
The EIR will address the regional air quality conditions in the Bay Area and discuss the proposed project’s
impacts to local and regional air quality according to the 2017 Bay Area Air Quality Management District
guidelines and thresholds, focusing on temporary construction-related impacts such as construction vehicle
exhaust and dust, as well as operational impacts from traffic generated by project residents, employees and
visitors, and other operational emissions sources.
Biological Resources
The EIR will describe existing biological resources in the project vicinity and address any biological resource
effects associated with the project, including impacts to habitats and special-status species, including nesting
birds. The EIR will also address the loss of trees within the project site and the project’s consistency with tree
preservation ordinances of both the City of Palo Alto and the County.
Cultural and Tribal Cultural Resources
The existing office building on the project site was constructed in 1956. An historical resource evaluation has
been completed for the site (AECOM 2020), which found that the existing building is not eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places, California Register of Historical Places, County Heritage Resource Inventory, or the
City of Palo Alto Historic Inventory. Direct impacts to built historic resources are therefore not anticipated for
the project, although the EIR will identify any built historic resources in the vicinity of the project site that could
potentially be indirectly impacted by the project. The EIR will also discuss the potential for prehistoric and Native
American tribal cultural resources to be located in the project area.
Energy
The EIR will examine the potential for the project to result in excessive or inefficient use of energy and will
discuss any energy conservation measures included as part of the project.
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Geology & Soils
The project site is located within a seismically active region. The EIR will describe existing geological and soil
conditions at the site, and discuss possible impacts associated with seismic hazards and soil instability, as well as
potential impacts to paleontological resources.
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
The EIR will describe the regulatory context surrounding the issue of global climate change and will evaluate the
project’s greenhouse gas emissions and contribution to global climate change, in conformance with the
methodology of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and any other applicable criteria.
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
According to Regional Water Quality Control Board GeoTracker records, a regional plume of chlorinated
solvents, known as the California-Olive-Emerson plume, exists in groundwater in the project vicinity. The EIR will
describe existing hazardous materials conditions on and adjacent to the project site and identify any potential
contamination or other hazardous materials that could affect construction workers and/or nearby receptors,
such as residences, schools, daycare facilities, and open space/recreational areas. The EIR will also describe any
hazardous materials or emissions associated with project construction or operation, and their potential impacts.
Hydrology & Water Quality
The EIR will describe the existing hydrologic and drainage conditions at the project site, as well as changes in site
drainage and hydrological conditions that may result from the proposed project. The EIR will address the
possible impacts of the project on stormwater, surface water, and groundwater quality.
Land Use and Planning
The project site is located in an urban area within the City of Palo Alto. The EIR will describe the existing land
uses and zoning designations on and adjacent to the project site. Cumulative land use impacts that would occur
as a result of the proposed project would be analyzed, including impacts due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.
Noise and Vibration
The EIR will describe existing noise conditions in the project area and evaluate the potential for noise and
vibration generated by the project to exceed applicable noise standards and adversely affect sensitive receptors
in the area. Noise and vibration impacts from both construction-related sources and operational sources
(including project-generated traffic) will be analyzed.
Population and Housing
The project would construct up to 110 residential units. The EIR will assess whether the project would induce
cumulative unplanned population growth in the area or displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing.
Public Services and Recreational Resources
The EIR will discuss the availability of public facilities and service systems (including police and fire services,
parks, schools, and libraries) and recreational resources in the project area, and the potential for the project to
require the construction of new or expanded facilities or result in adverse physical impacts to existing facilities.
Transportation
The EIR will describe the existing transportation network and analyze the impacts of the project, including
whether the project would conflict with applicable transportation planning policies, result in a substantial
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increase in vehicle miles travelled, create a traffic safety hazard, or impact emergency access. Temporary
construction-related traffic impacts will also be analyzed.
Utilities and Service Systems
The EIR will describe the existing utilities serving the project area, including potable water supply, sanitary
sewer, storm drainage, and solid waste management services. The EIR will evaluate the proposed project’s
effects on these utilities.
Alternatives
The EIR will identify and evaluate a reasonable range of alternatives to the project that would feasibly attain
most of the project’s basic objectives, but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the project’s significant
effects. It is anticipated that one of the alternatives to be analyzed would include the use of traditional
construction methods rather than modular construction as proposed by the project. As required by CEQA, the
EIR will analyze a “No Project” alternative. Other alternatives that seek to reduce the significant environmental
impacts of the project will be identified. Alternatives discussed will be chosen based on their ability to reduce or
avoid identified significant impacts of the project while achieving most of the identified objectives of the project
(see CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6).
The EIR will identify the degree to which each alternative might avoid or substantially lessen one or more of the
project’s significant environmental impacts, whether the alternative could result in other or increased impacts,
and the degree to which the alternative would feasibly accomplish most of the project’s basic objectives. In
accordance with CEQA, the EIR will identify an environmentally superior alternative, based on the number and
degree of associated environmental impacts.
Cumulative Impacts
The EIR will include a discussion of significant cumulative impacts of the project when considered with other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects in the area. This section will cover all relevant subject
areas discussed in the EIR (e.g., air quality, noise, traffic), will specify which of the areas are anticipated to
experience significant cumulative impacts, and will determine whether the proposed project’s incremental
contributions are cumulatively considerable. Mitigation measures will be identified to reduce or avoid any
cumulatively considerable contribution from the project to significant cumulative impacts.
Other CEQA Sections
The EIR will also include other sections required by CEQA, including growth inducing impacts, significant and
irreversible environmental changes, significant unavoidable impacts, references, EIR preparers, and appendices.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Karen Harwell <karenharwell@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 1:28 PM
Council, City
Support for the State Water Resources Control Board's Bay Delta Plan

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of our Palo Alto City Council,
I strongly wish to support Council Member Scharff's motion, seconded by Vice
Mayor Filseth to support the State Water Resources Control Board’s Bay Delta
Plan to have 30-50 percent of unimpaired flow in the San Joaquin Valley to
enter the Delta from February to June and associated Southern Delta salinity
objectives, which passed 9-0.
We are living in a time when it is essential for us to respect and protect the sources of
our water. I am a life-long educator with a degree and graduate work in Earth Sciences
and my messages to our young people is to have our relationships be one of respect and
care for our Earth Community on which our lives depend and relate in all ways that are
reciprocal rather than just using - relating subject to subject rather than subject
to object.
With immense gratitude for your wisdom and approval, Karen Harwell
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Monday, December 7, 2020 1:08 PM
Loran Harding; David Balakian; beachrides; bballpod; Leodies Buchanan; bearwithme1016@att.net;
paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy Lewis; Chris Field; Doug Vagim; dennisbalakian; Daniel Zack; Dan
Richard; dlfranklin0@outlook.com; david pomaville; eappel@stanford.edu;
esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov; fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net; francis.collins@nih.gov;
fmerlo@wildelectric.net; grinellelake@yahoo.com; George.Rutherford@ucsf.edu; huidentalsanmateo;
Irv Weissman; jerry ruopoli; Joel Stiner; kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; lalws4
@gmail.com; leager; margaret-sasaki@live.com; Mark Standriff; Mayor; newsdesk; nick yovino;
russ@topperjewelers.com; Steve Wayte; tsheehan; terry; vallesR1969@att.net
Fwd: Time wasted by FDA in approving vaccines. What are they thinking?

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 12:51 PM
Subject: Fwd: Time wasted by FDA in approving vaccines. What are they thinking?
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Mon, Dec 7, 2020 at 12:38 PM
Subject: Fwd: Time wasted by FDA in approving vaccines. What are they thinking?
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sun, Dec 6, 2020 at 3:18 PM
Subject: Time wasted by FDA in approving vaccines. What are they thinking?
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Monday, Dec. 7, 2020
To all‐ Here is an expert from Johns Hopkins excoriating the FDA for taking all the time in the world, including time
off for Thanksgiving, in considering the Pfizer vaccine. I'll let recipients decide how angry that makes them. 100
Americans per hour are dying of Covid. Maybe they all had to fly back from the south of France before they could get
down to work. Lucky I'm not their boss. I'd have them prosecuted.
FDA to have emergency use authorization hearings for Pfizer, Moderna vaccines | Fox News Video
13

And here is a contentious interview by Chris Wallace of HHS Sect. Azar on Sunday, Dec. 6, 2020 asking when the
Pfizer vaccine will be shipped. The plan discussed in the link above was to consider the data Thurs. Dec. 17, 2020. Now,
after FDA Commissioner Dr. Stephen Hahn was summoned to the WH, it seems that the considering will be done on
Thurs. Dec. 10 instead. Azar says that if it is approved, the Pfizer vaccine will be shipped out within 24 hours. You have
to threaten these people with firing and prosecution to get them to work. They've never worked in private
industry. They laugh at the thought of 100 people per hour dying while they take an extra week to consider the vaccine.
I get 16,800 additional deaths in that time, 29% of Viet Nam.
HHS Secretary Azar: Coronavirus vaccine could be distributed 24 hours after approval | Fox News Video
LH
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amy Keohane <amykeohane@hotmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 11:15 AM
Council, City
RV's alongEl Camino

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi so now it seems the RV;s have doubled along El Camino and they are hanging stuff on fences and on
sidewalk. I know that Mtn View has banned rv's along city streets and I think Palo Alto needs to adopt
something. It looks like a 3rd world country we live in. These RV's don't move ever!!! You can't let the RV's
take over. Make parking illegal along El Camino. Do something !!!!
Amy Keohane
650‐346‐5306

15

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Angela Dellaporta <asdellaporta@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 7:51 AM
Council, City; citycouncil@cityofpaloalto.org
Proposed development in the NVCAP area

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council,
As a co-chair of the NVCAP Working Group, I was concerned to learn that two developments within the
NVCAP area have recently been proposed.
The members of the Working Group have spent over two years studying the NVCAP area, consulting with
residents of the surrounding neighborhoods, and working closely with city staff, to develop a proposal that we
hope will complement and enhance the quality of living in Palo Alto while adding much-needed housing to the
city. We volunteered our time expecting that our work would guide the City Council in making decisions
regarding the zoning and development of the NVCAP area.
Our neighbors have, in good faith, shared with us their fears, wishes and concerns regarding development in
this area, knowing that the Working Group would consider their comments seriously in the development of the
recommendations.
The developments that have recently been proposed, at 3241 Park Blvd and at 200 Portage Ave, are the
creation of, and reflect the interests of, the property owners. They do not reflect the opinions or interests of the
local residents. They do not reflect the thoughtful, careful, recommendations of the Working Group. In fact,
were they approved, they would sabotage almost every one of the suggestions of the Working Group, and
would severely limit the development options available to the city.
We hope that the City Council will not make decisions about the future of the NVCAP area based only on the
proposals of developers, but will instead focus on the proposals of the Working Group, which was created by
the City Council for that purpose.
Angela Dellaporta
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dave Warner <dwar11@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 6, 2020 2:43 PM
Council, City
Thank you Liz Kniss!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I’ve been a Palo Alto resident since 1985 and want to thank council member Kniss for her years of public service to our
school board, city council and county board of supervisors. Thank you!
Kind regards,
Dave Warner
Palo Alto Avenue
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Sunday, December 6, 2020 11:56 AM
Council, City
Nose, Kiely; Paras, Christine; Guagliardo, Steven; Shikada, Ed
economic outlook and city options

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Outlook

As Jerry Nickelsburg mentioned in recent days and weeks the short-term economic outlook for the region,
state and nation has weakened from what he thought in September. We will see his new forecast next
week.
But I also think the longer term outlook has brightened.
In our region and across the state and nation, the virus spread has exploded and just yesterday another
round of activity restrictions has been announced. it is hard to see that the restrictions will not extend
past the current expiration date.
The November national jobs report today was weaker than expected and unless a new stimulus package is
passed next week, millions will lose safety net support and many economists are now talking of a short
recession early next year.
So already there are three things for staff to check and report back on.
--stimulus efforts and details
--what Stanford is planning re reopening
--the UCLA and other year end forecasts.
It is hard for me to see any way that fiscal 2020-21 trends do not deteriorate.
But the vaccine if its effectiveness is real and we can distribute it quickly and with priorities brightens the
outlook for 2021-22 and beyond.
And the Biden election is also good news for our regional and state economy that improves with
immigration reform, a more welcoming attitude toward visitors, foreign students and plans for a high
investment economy.
Pandemic related versus long term trends
I think the hotel and tourist/visitor drop off is primarily related to pandemic restrictions and federal policy
that does not welcome visitors, immigrant and foreign students.
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I expect the outlook for travel, foreign and domestic, the return of college activity, graduations and sports
will improve substantially in 21-22 and more in following years back to normal and growth. I think a lot of
discretionary business meetings went virtual before the pandemic but that conventions and essential face
to face interaction will return.
On the other hand the council heard about two trends that may continue in some form even with a
vaccine.
The first is the growth of online shopping versus in store shopping. I expect in store retail to be in longterm decline even if we experience a bounce in the short term after the virus is under control. The shift in
shopping center offerings was well under way before the pandemic as in store retail gave way to other
kinds of mall activities.
NOTE
The long term trend is for Palo Alto to gain from the way online sales are allocated. Though our recent
share of county sales has dropped as SSC sales have fallen, in most prior years we gained 7% or so of
county online sales from having a HIGHER share of in store sales.
I expect the current system to benefit us fiscally in the long term.
The other trend to monitor is working from home. There could be a permanent shift after the virus is
controlled though I am uncertain as to the magnitude.
City Options
I am proud of the way council and the staff have stepped up to try and help local businesses.
I do think we are now in a tougher period made so by the expansion of activity restrictions and need well
beyond our resources.
I would be careful about over promising.
I do urge Palo Alto to join with others in making the case for a new large PPP program as I think the best
we can do is provide cash to pay rent and employees during these periods of restricted activity.
Stephen Levy
Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Heidi Yauman <heidi.yauman@icloud.com>
Sunday, December 6, 2020 11:51 AM
Karim Kahwaji
knguyen@cityofsunnyvale.ca.gov

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
dear Karim give me extra money for Christmas Robert Rocco stole my daughters Christmas presents and Angela’s
birthdY present and he falsified public records Penal cocd 115 and cost me $130 in groceries go wasted because of his
fraud at vagabond inn From Heidi YAumN
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Crystal Casey <caseycm2007@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 6, 2020 2:53 AM
Council, City
Outdoor dining

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members;
Covid is Not being spread at Palo Alto’s outdoor dining scene, which has been a lifeline for restaurants. We are on the
San Mateo County border, and SM County is not shutting down.
I don’t know what the process is, but this city needs to request an exception, probably from county, then maybe State.
But quickly before the infrastructure is torn down.
It is extremely unfair that Palo Alto business must share the misfortune of this huge county and especially at XMAS,
which of course will not see the usual activity, but I’m sure would see an increase in revenue.
I’ve been a few times to the restaurants and have never felt unsafe. Tables are distanced, it’s outdoors, people wear
masks, and waitstaff scurry to sanitize.
Remember that Palo Alto is the restaurant city of Santa Clara County.
Palo Alto does not have a reputation for supporting small business; please step up now!
Sincerely,
Crystal CASEY
2051 Wellesley St. Apt D
6507998582
Sent from my iPhone
Follow me on Twitter @SVgourmand
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Saturday, December 5, 2020 3:15 PM
Loran Harding; alumnipresident@stanford.edu; antonia.tinoco@hsr.ca.gov; beachrides; David
Balakian; bballpod; Leodies Buchanan; bearwithme1016@att.net; boardmembers; paul.caprioglio;
Council, City; Cathy Lewis; Chris Field; Doug Vagim; dennisbalakian; Daniel Zack; Dan Richard;
dlfranklin0@outlook.com; eappel@stanford.edu; esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov;
fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net; francis.collins@nih.gov; fmerlo@wildelectric.net; Steven Feinstein;
grinellelake@yahoo.com; George.Rutherford@ucsf.edu; huidentalsanmateo; hennessy; Irv Weissman;
jerry ruopoli; Joel Stiner; kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; lalws4@gmail.com;
margaret-sasaki@live.com; Mark Standriff; Mayor; newsdesk; nick yovino; david pomaville;
russ@topperjewelers.com; Steve Wayte; tsheehan; terry; vallesR1969@att.net
Fwd: Thought sure this was re Afghanistan. NO, it's re U.S. troops in Germany!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 5, 2020 at 2:28 PM
Subject: Fwd: Thought sure this was re Afghanistan. NO, it's re U.S. troops in Germany!
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 5, 2020 at 1:54 PM
Subject: Fwd: Thought sure this was re Afghanistan. NO, it's re U.S. troops in Germany!
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 5, 2020 at 12:46 PM
Subject: Thought sure this was re Afghanistan. NO, it's re U.S. troops in Germany!
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

Saturday, Dec. 5, 2020
To all‐
Congress is blocking moving U.S. troops out of Germany. I wonder if the Bundestag is moving German troops out of
Kansas.
22

US lawmakers move to block troop withdrawal from Germany | DW News ‐ latest news and breaking stories | DW
| 04.12.2020
Trump said maybe they'd go to Poland or Belgium. You want them right in the path of 20,000 Russian tanks if and
when Putin makes his move on western Europe. No fighting by Europeans since they are permanent wards of the
American taxpayers. Dtto for Japan and S. Korea.
I've said in the past that I could not fgure out how those governments get our Congress to bleed us white to pay for
this. I've turned it over and over in my mind and I still can't see how they do it.
New topic: Here is an interview of last night of Dr. Moncef Slaoui, the Chief Scientific Adviser to Operation
Warp Speed. This on Amanpour and Co. on Friday, Dec. 4, 2020. He has been all over the news in recent months. This
interview is current and thorough. Highly recommended: 19:31.
100 Million Vaccinated by February, Says Operation Warp Speed Chief Scientist | Amanpour and Company ‐
YouTube
He says re doses available of the Pfizer and Moderna vaccines in the U.S.:
December: 40 million doses, for 20 million people.
January: 60 million doses for 30 million people.
February: 100 million doses for 50 million people.
So 100 million Americans will be vaccinated by March 1. Then we could get two more vaccines in February‐ the J&J
and the Astrazenaca‐Oxford vaccines. So an extra 10 or 20 million doses could come in February. By June, all Americans
should be vaccinated.
By dumb luck, I own stock in PFE, MRNA, AZN, as well as NVAX, SRNE, LLY and GILD.
I paid $34.01 per share for 30 shares of PFE on July 7, 2020. Those 30 shrs pay a qtrly div. of $11.40 or annual
DIV. of $45.60. So that is a DIV yld of 4.47% at the price I paid. PFE closed at $40.34 on Friday, Dec. 4, 2020, for a gain of
19% in five months.
I paid $85.50 for shares of MRNA, Moderna, on July 15, 2020. It pays no DIV, but it closed at $157.26 on Thurs.
12‐3‐2020 and at $152.52 on Friday, 12‐4‐20. That Thurs. close gave me a gain of 84% in 4 1/2 months.
Now to get one of their vaccines into my arm.

L. William Harding
Fresno
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Heidi Yauman <heidi.yauman@outlook.com>
Saturday, December 5, 2020 9:57 AM
gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org
debra.ryan@scscourt.org; sixth.district@jud.ca.gov; supreme.court@jud.ca.gov; Karim Kahwaji; Susan
Davis
Fwd:

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Gary Goodman stay away from the court case and dont Interfere you caused many people to get injured and killed and
you did not stop the sheriffs from stalking us over the grand jury investigation into public guardian / case c1493022 you
are criminal leave us alone don’t ever speak to me
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Begin forwarded message:
From: Heidi Yauman <Heidi.Yauman@outlook.com>
Date: December 4, 2020 at 10:20:58 AM PST
To: "debra.ryan@scscout.org" <debra.ryan@scscout.org>
Cc: Susan Davis <susan.davis@ssa.sccgov.org>, Karim Kahwaji <karim.kahwaji@ssa.sccgov.org>,
"sixth.district@jud.ca.gov" <sixth.district@jud.ca.gov>, "supreme.court@jud.ca.gov"
<supreme.court@jud.ca.gov>, "gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org" <gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org>
Subject: Fwd:
Dear judge Debra Ryan the public defender is not supposed to be on my probate court case because of
George Abel collusion with Robert ridgeway and Larry kubo On the fake eviction from Markham
plaza please tEll Gary Goodman to leave me alone and not interfere with the Palo Alto case and take
the public defender off my probate case from Heidi Yauman
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Begin forwarded message:
From: Heidi Yauman <Heidi.Yauman@outlook.com>
Date: December 4, 2020 at 9:04:48 AM PST
To: Karim Kahwaji <karim.kahwaji@ssa.sccgov.org>
Cc: "debra.ryan@scscout.org" <debra.ryan@scscout.org>,
"gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org" <gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org>,
"robert.rocco@hhs.sccgov.org" <robert.rocco@hhs.sccgov.org>, Susan Davis
<susan.davis@ssa.sccgov.org>, "sixth.district@jud.ca.gov" <sixth.district@jud.ca.gov>,
"supreme.court@jud.ca.gov" <supreme.court@jud.ca.gov>, "cgg@scscourt.org"
<cgg@scscourt.org>
Dear Karim going to for breakfast and grocery shopping today and Investigators looked
at the papers and said that rules were applied differently for Santa Clara county and the
same for other counties with the fema money for project room key and maybe that’s
why Robert Rocco attacked us because Cary is 51 years old and last night there
were spooky men from the government creeping around i hope you have a nice day
from Heidi Yauman
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Neil Smith <neil.smith@gmail.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 5:10 PM
Council, City; UAC
Need to improve residents' broadband & fiber options during Covid-19

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I am writing today to try to understand why broadband and fiber options in Palo Alto are so poor.
After waiting a month, AT&T finally told me today that they were unable to obtain the required permit from the City of
Palo Alto to do the prerequisite engineering to deliver their fiber service to my home on Dana Avenue.
For the last nine months we have been victimized by Comcast who consistently deliver a level of service that makes
distance learning and video conferencing practically impossible most mornings.
Living within the practical epicenter of Silicon Valley and experiencing this depressing level of technological
backwardness is an embarrassment.
Has there been anything done by the City since the start of the pandemic to address this issue and/or do you have any
practical and timely suggestions as to how residents can contribute to solving this problem?
Regards,
Neil Smith
1432 Dana Ave, Palo Alto, CA 94301
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Friday, December 4, 2020 4:58 PM
Loran Harding; dennisbalakian; David Balakian; Daniel Zack; Dan Richard; dlfranklin0@outlook.com;
david pomaville; bballpod; Irv Weissman; Mark Standriff; Steve Wayte; Joel Stiner;
alumnipresident@stanford.edu; beachrides; Leodies Buchanan; bearwithme1016@att.net;
paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy Lewis; Chris Field; Doug Vagim; eappel@stanford.edu;
esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov; fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net; francis.collins@nih.gov;
grinellelake@yahoo.com; George.Rutherford@ucsf.edu; huidentalsanmateo; hennessy; jerry ruopoli;
kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; Pam Kelly; lalws4@gmail.com; leager; margaretsasaki@live.com; Mayor; newsdesk; nick yovino; russ@topperjewelers.com; tsheehan; vallesR1969
@att.net
Fwd: Expert at NW Univ. Sch. of Med tough on CDC! Politicians impact policy there.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Wed, Dec 2, 2020 at 12:16 PM
Subject: Fwd: Expert at NW Univ. Sch. of Med tough on CDC! Politicians impact policy there.
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>, Doug Vagim <dvagim@gmail.com>, dennisbalakian
<dennisbalakian@sbcglobal.net>, David Balakian <davidbalakian@sbcglobal.net>, Daniel Zack
<daniel.zack@fresno.gov>, <alumnipresident@stanford.edu>, beachrides <beachrides@sbcglobal.net>, bballpod
<bballpod@aol.com>, Leodies Buchanan <leodiesbuchanan@yahoo.com>, <bearwithme1016@att.net>, paul.caprioglio
<paul.caprioglio@fresno.gov>, city.council <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>, Cathy Lewis <catllewis@gmail.com>, Chris
Field <cfield@ciw.edu>, Dan Richard <danrichard@mac.com>, <dlfranklin0@outlook.com>, <eappel@stanford.edu>,
<esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov>, <fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net>, <francis.collins@nih.gov>, <grinellelake@yahoo.com>,
huidentalsanmateo <huidentalsanmateo@gmail.com>, Irv Weissman <irv@stanford.edu>, Joel Stiner
<jastiner@gmail.com>, <kwalsh@kmaxtv.com>, kfsndesk <kfsndesk@abc.com>, Mark Kreutzer
<mlkreutzer@yahoo.com>, leager <leager@fresnoedc.com>, <margaret‐sasaki@live.com>, Mayor
<mayor@fresno.gov>, <mthibodeaux@electriclaboratories.com>, Mark Standriff <mark.standriff@fresno.gov>,
newsdesk <newsdesk@ksee.com>, nick yovino <npyovino@gmail.com>, david pomaville
<pomaville165@sbcglobal.net>, <russ@topperjewelers.com>, Steve Wayte <steve4liberty@gmail.com>, tsheehan
<tsheehan@fresnobee.com>, terry <terry@terrynagel.com>, <vallesR1969@att.net>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Wed, Dec 2, 2020 at 11:59 AM
Subject: Expert at NW Univ. Sch. of Med tough on CDC! Politicians impact policy there.
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
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Wed. Dec. 2, 2020
To all‐ Last night, DW "The Day" from Berlin interviewed a Dr. Robert Murphy of the Institute for Global Health at
Northwestern University School of Medicine. He was endlessly critical of the CDC. At one time, it was a great agency, but
recently it has been shot through with politicians influencing its policies. He said the rejection of the German PCR test for
Covid last January was a big mistake. We said, "no, we'll develop our own test". Also, remember that the CDC then put
out a test that was no good. That cost them a month. Just terrible decisions by the CDC that have cost lives.
You don't hear such severe criticism of the CDC on U.S. media. But there was Dr. Murphy speaking to DW by Skype
on Dec. 1 and not holding back. Looks like maybe voters have ousted a bad gang here. Watch the whole thing. Murphy
flames the CDC leadership good near the end.
Imminent vaccine arrival promised | DW News ‐ latest news and breaking stories | DW | 01.12.2020
Trump called somebody to the WH yesterday and asked why the Pfizer vaccine isn't being rolled out. Head of
FDA, I think. The UK approved it for distribution there yesterday. Next week a U.S. committee will look at it, the news
says.
LH
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Friday, December 4, 2020 3:24 PM
Planning Commission
Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Lait, Jonathan
NVCAP, RHNA and planning for housing

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear PTC, Council and staff,
With regard to the NVCAP alternatives I support an expanded alternative 3.
It will produce the most housing and also the most open space.
Every action taken by the PTC and council will be a piece of the picture HCD can review to determine if
Palo Alto is making a good faith effort with regard to housing supply, diversity of types and affordability.
To date Palo Alto has presented a mixed picture with some recent housing approvals and also a spate of
letters complaining to MTC/ABAG and HCD about our housing allocation.
I believe the focus on the number of units is misguided and complaining before even trying to develop a
new Housing Element marks us as even trying to act in good faith.
I believe a better course is to act now to identify sites and policies that support an increase in housing and
affordability.
It is in this context that I believe the actions with regard to the San Antonio corridor will be viewed
favorably by HCD and actions to minimize housing goals on our largest potential housing site before even
inventorying sites and policies is a red flag.
We are asked to put forth a good faith effort and will be judged on that and how we review and process
project proposals and NOT on how many units are actually built, which will depend on market forces, the
economy and builder proposals.
In addition I believe the local discussion of "local control" is also a red flag to HCD.
Local control to me and I believe HCD means a city developing its own strategy for how best to make the
required good faith effort.
It does NOT mean the choice to ignore the RHNA and Housing Element guidelines just as it does not mean
Palo Alto can grant drivers' licenses to 10 year olds or sell alcohol to minors.
I repeat my encouragement to have HCD come and explain the Housing Element process and enforcement
tools.
Stephen Levy
P.S. I was on the technical advisory committee for HCD in implementing the new state requirements as
well as on the 2015 DOF committee on household formation rates in both cases with Dowell Myers of USC.
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I talked last week with Walter Schwarm and was reminded of what we were dealing with and the rationale
for our advice.
I will write a separate email responding to the email Gab Layton sent you recently.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Friday, December 4, 2020 3:16 PM
Fine, Adrian
Council, City; 'Pat Burt'; gstone22@gmail.com; Clerk, City
Re: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor

Dear Mayor Fine,
Thank you for responding. I agree: We must be, as you say, living in different worlds.
That said, I have read that you recently became a father, and I wish you and your family all the best in
the future.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151

From: Fine, Adrian <Adrian.Fine@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Sent: Thursday, December 3, 2020 6:09 PM
To: Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Subject: Re: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor
Hi Jeanne,
Mean spirited: beating somebody up and accusing them of accomplishing little... when you could just say “I support
DuBois and Kou/Tanaka”. Asinine allusions to national political leaders.
Misinformation: have you watched council member Cormack over the past two years? (next year will be her third, the
same as when I was chosen as vice mayor). She is regularly the most studied, informed, and probing of staff on a whole
range of issues. If you don’t see that in her questions and comments, then we’re living in different worlds.
As for her accomplishments, just a few that come to mind:
‐working with the vice mayor to launch a code of conduct and a handbook for the city’s boards and commissioners
‐working with the county and community to track and report back on Stanford’s GUP initiative
‐Serving on the San Francisquito JPA and BAWSCA where she has become the council’s expert on water policy, including
hiring a new exec director and securing funding for the Newell bridge replacement
‐Pushing city staff to reimagine communications, particularly around covid.
‐Dissenting on business support initiatives and forcing the majority of council to better understand and respond to our
economic issues
‐understanding, and leading, on the largest reductions to the city budget in our community’s history (please do watch
the 25+ hours of budget hearings and consider your email again)
‐focusing the discussion on community services at cubberley and working with the school district.
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Anyway, I could go on. I could bash on my colleagues, but that’s below me. Instead, I try to focus on the positives and
what everyone contributes to our community. Alison is far and away one of the most informed, professional, and
effective council members Palo Alto has had in a long time.
So I’ll ask again: who is leading this effort to besmirch CM Cormack (who earned more votes than DuBois Kou or
Tanaka)? If you’re unwilling to share, that’s your choice. But I think it just speaks to a politics that’s emerged in Palo Alto
which is unable to brook compromise and is focused on negatives and impacts, not possibilities and our community
future.
Adrian
On Dec 3, 2020, at 16:56, Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net> wrote:

Dear Mayor Fine,
Thank you for your response to my letter urging the members of the 2021 City Council
to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, to elect Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor, and to not
elect Alison Cormack to either position. I am told that you have sent the same email to
other concerned residents who wrote letters similar to mine.
You have characterized what I wrote as containing “mean spirited misinformation.” I
would appreciate it if you would tell me to what misinformation you are alluding. In
particular, is there any doubt that Ms. Cormack is only in her second year on Council,
that she has had no notable accomplishments during her tenure, and that she virtually
always goes along with the recommendations of senior City Staff? Also, please tell me
in what sense is it mean-spirited to call attention to these inconvenient truths?
I understand that you would like to see Alison Cormack in a leadership position on the
2021 Council, as she shares many of your views. Fair enough. But I trust you
understand that many residents, including those of us who have spent two years
watching Ms. Cormack thwart our efforts to establish a responsible wireless policy in
Palo Alto, do not want to see her role on Council elevated.
One more thing: I am told that her supporters say that Ms. Cormack really knows how
to run a meeting. Well so does Mitch McConnell. But does anyone who does not share
the senator’s policy preferences wish to see him lead the Senate? Of course
not. … My point is, ideas matter too. Indeed, they matter far more.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151
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From: Fine, Adrian <Adrian.Fine@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 7:02 PM
To: Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Subject: Re: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor

Thanks for sharing this note, Jeanne. I won't be on council next year, but I'm seeing a lot of
messages just like yours, and I'm wondering if there is a form letter being passed around? If so,
would you mind connecting me with that person/group?
I think there's some mean‐spirited misinformation going around, and I'd like to touch base if
they're willing.
Kind regards,
Adrian

From: Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 5:34 PM
To: tomforcouncil@gmail.com <tomforcouncil@gmail.com>; lydiakou@gmail.com
<lydiakou@gmail.com>; greg@gregtanaka.org <greg@gregtanaka.org>; Filseth, Eric (external)
<efilseth@gmail.com>; gstone22@gmail.com <gstone22@gmail.com>; patburt11@gmail.com
<patburt11@gmail.com>
Cc: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>; Clerk, City <city.clerk@cityofpaloalto.org>
Subject: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious
of opening attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,
I am writing to urge you:


To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;



To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been
reelected to second terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and



To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

My understanding is that Ms. Cormack is seeking a leadership position on Council. But
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are far more experienced, having served on
Council for two to four years longer than Ms. Cormack. Moreover, the residents of Palo
Alto have expressed their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to
second terms.
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during
their tenures on Council, not the least of which includes taking the lead in establishing a
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responsible wireless policy for the city. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has no such
accomplishments. Instead, she has done little more than rubber-stamp City Staff’s
recommendations, and, in the process—and in particular—repeatedly sided with the
telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
With so many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City
Staff’s increasingly high-handed behavior, Palo Altans need and deserve a Mayor and
Vice Mayor who, when need be, are prepared to challenge Staff, not cater to them.
For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either
Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

April Eiler <aprileiler42@gmail.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 3:12 PM
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; lydiakou@gmail.com; greg@gregtenaka.org; Filseth, Eric (external);
gstone22@gmail.com; patburt11@gmail.com
Council, City; Clerk, City
Mayor and Vice Mayor

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,

I am writing to urge you to elect Tom Du Bois Mayor and either Lydia Kou or Greg Tenaka Vice Mayor.
Palo Altans need a Mayor and Vice Mayor who are prepared to challenge City Staff, not to cater to them.
Sincerely,
April Eiler
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Exford, Tamiko <Tamiko.Exford@fema.dhs.gov>
Friday, December 4, 2020 1:49 PM
Exford, Tamiko
FW: Transitioning my support to you to Intergovernmental Affairs Specialist, Yampue Gontaye

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Greetings,
It has been my pleasure to serve you! Today is my last day to support you and the communities in your County for the
CalFires that led to the current Presidential Declarations, DR‐4558‐CA and DR‐4569‐CA. I hope I have been able to assist
you as well as your community as everyone continues to work on recovering from these fires.
Remember that your County Emergency Services is your first and best disaster response and recovery resource.
Intergovernmental Affairs [IGA] will continue to assist you as long as there is a need.
Beginning next week, Monday 12‐7‐2020 please call on IGA Yampue Gontaye for assistance.
Yampue will be working with you virtually.
Here is her contact information:
Yampue Gontaye
Intergovernmental Affairs Specialist | Office of External Affairs| DR-4558-CA
Mobile: (202)794-4743
email: yampue.gontaye@fema.dhs.gov
Best regards,

Tamiko Terry Exford
Tamiko Terry Exford
Intergovernmental Affairs Specialist | Office of External Affairs
DR4558-CA
Mobile: (202) 805-6531
Tamiko.Exford@fema.dhs.gov
Federal Emergency Management Agency
fema.gov
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Roberta Ahlquist <roberta.ahlquist@sjsu.edu>
Friday, December 4, 2020 12:13 PM
Council, City; Aram James; rebecca; Representative Anna G. Eshoo; Joe Simitian; Mark Mollineaux
Fwd: Two-Bedroom BMR Rental Units at Cherry Orchard

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Palo Alto needs to do its fair share to provide our workers with local housing. We do
not need any more expensive condos or luxury apartments. Other cities are doing their fair share.
Sunnyvale is another city working to help include service sector workers.
We hope that PA Council will work to get Sobrato to build BMR units at the Fry property.
WILPF Low‐income Housing Committee
Roberta Ahlquist

From: SVL: City of Sunnyvale Housing Division <housing@sunnyvale.ca.gov>
Date: Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 9:55 AM
Subject: Two‐Bedroom BMR Rental Units at Cherry Orchard

To help pr
priv acy , M
prev ented
download
from the In

To help protect y our priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Sunnyvale Below Market Rate (BMR)
Rental Program
Two-Bedroom BMR Units available at

Cherry Orchard
Apartments

To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

250 W. El Camino Real
Sunnyvale, CA 94086

BMR Rent: $2,151*
*rent pricing effective through 7/2021.
After that units will convert to market-rate

40

Two 2-bedroom units are available immediately through the City of Sunnyvale Below Market Rate
Rental Program. Lower-income applicants who currently live or work in Sunnyvale receive priority
to rent these units.
Visit Housing to learn more about Sunnyvale's Affordable Housing programs.

HOW TO APPLY


Verify that you meet the income limits based on your household size. Maximum
household size for a two-bedroom unit is five people.



Complete one Waiting List Application per household and email at
cherryorchard@irvinecompany.com, or call at 408-737-7785 (select option 2).

To help protect y our priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

CITY OF SUNNYVALE HOUSING DIVISION
456 W. Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 94086
408-730-7250 | TDD 408-730-7501
WEBSITE | EMAIL

City of Sunnyvale | Sunnyvale City Hall, 456 W. Olive Ave., Sunnyvale, CA 94086
Unsubscribe chuckjagoda1@gmail.com
Update Profile | About our service provider
Sent by housing@sunnyvale.ca.gov powered by
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Trusted Email from Constant Contact - Try it FREE today .

Try email marketing for free today!

‐‐
Chuck
‐‐
Chuck
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

susan chamberlain <suschamberlain@gmail.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 10:16 AM
Council, City; leConge Ziesenhenne, Monique
Sandra Slater; Mytels Debbie; Hilary Glann
City Priorities, Policy and Services meeting 12/8/20

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Diagram, logo, co mpan y n ame
Description automatically generated

2021 City Council Members:
As you begin setting City priorities for 2021, we understand that the economic, social, health
and safety impacts of Covid-19 will continue to command a great deal of your time and energy.
However, we want the encourage the Council to continue your focus on the critical priorities you
set in 2020, namely:
 Housing
 Sustainability in the context of climate change
 Mobility for all
Climate change will have even greater and much longer economic, social, health and safety
impacts on Palo Alto residents, so ensuring that we formulate a specific and actionable plan in
2021 to meet our 80 x 30 sustainability goals must be a top priority.
From our ongoing conversations with residents, we hear that this summer’s firestorms, heat
waves and air quality problems have heightened anxieties about current and future impacts of
climate change. Residents tell us that they want to take actions to address climate change, but
need education and assistance to transition away from fossil fuels in a thoughtful and cost
effective manner. Palo Alto Youth are also willing to dedicate their energy to support these
actions. Working together we can “build back” our economy, our infrastructure and our
community in a cleaner, greener, more resilient and more equitable manner.
We believe that having a public utility -- as well as anticipated Federal climate actions -provides Palo Alto with mechanisms and opportunities in 2021 to bend the curve on carbon
emissions. Additionally, if the Council evaluates expenditures and investments through the lens
of climate change, you can make decisions that support the long term health and safety of all
Palo Alto residents.
As the City continues to respond to Covid-19 through much of 2021, we must begin to apply
what we’ve learned from the pandemic to the climate crisis. We urge you to develop
communications that will help Palo Alto residents understand the nexus of these overlapping
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crises, particularly in the areas of safety, emergency preparation and health. Here are some of
our ideas:










Develop CPAU education and incentive programs to support residential and commercial
electrification. For example, programs that encourage solar and solar batteries can
provide both sustainable and disaster-resilient solutions for residents and businesses.
Continue to educate residents on the value of electric vehicles and provide incentives for
multi-family housing EV charging infrastructure. Electric vehicles address not only
transportation emissions and pollutants, but can also provide backup home batteries
during a power outage.
Enable housing to be built close to transit, supported by VTA and/or shuttle bus
services; continue to build safe bike routes in the City to provide options for more
residents to commute safely without their cars.
Ensure that the incentives and objectives of CPAU, the development department, public
works and other relevant teams are fully aligned with the S/CAP to ensure all City entities
are prioritizing a safe and cost effective transition from fossil fuels. Reducing natural gas
usage will not only reduce carbon emissions but will also reduce health risks from poorly
ventilated gas appliances, as well as earthquake safety risks from gas pipelines underlying
all our streets.
Recognizing the implications of sea level rise, particularly east of Middlefield in South Palo
Alto — including problems from salt water intrusion into the water table — collaborate
with other Bayside jurisdictions to develop a comprehensive plan to protect property
values within these neighborhoods.

Sincerely,
350 Silicon Valley Palo Alto Climate Team
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Christine SELBERG <christineselberg@gmail.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 9:36 AM
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; lydiakou@gmail.com; greg@gregtanaka.org; Filseth, Eric (external);
gstone22@gmail.com; patburt11@gmail.com
Council, City; Clerk, City
Mayor/Vice Mayor leadership

Cc:
Subject:

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,
Palo Alto is facing an important decision on its leadership. I am writing to urge you:


To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;



To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been reelected to
second terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and



To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

My understanding is that Ms. Cormack is seeking a leadership position on Council. But
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are far more experienced, having served on Council for
two to four years longer than Ms. Cormack. Moreover, the residents of Palo Alto have expressed
their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to second terms.
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during their tenures
on Council, not the least of which includes taking the lead in establishing a responsible wireless policy
for the city. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has no such accomplishments. Instead, she has done
little more than rubber-stamp City Staff’s recommendations, and, in the process—and in particular—
repeatedly sided with the telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
With so many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City Staff’s increasingly
high-handed behavior, Palo Altans need and deserve a Mayor and Vice Mayor who, when need be,
are prepared to challenge Staff, not cater to them.
For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either Lydia Kou or
Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Christine Selberg
281 Everett Ave
Palo Alto, 94301
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon McEntee <shannonrmcentee@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 7:52 PM
Council, City; Expanded Community Advisory Panel
Correction to comment

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council and XCAP members,
Adrian Fine was kind enough to let me know that there already IS a Caltrain stop at San Antonio. My apology for writing
without researching the situation.
Since there is a train stop there, I hope creating more housing along that corridor is a high priority and that our bus
networks serve it well.
Thank you!
Shannon Rose McEntee
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Aire Hjelle <AHjelle@thefishmarket.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 7:45 PM
Council, City
RE:
Federal WARN Act Notice; California WARN Act Notice

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

December 3, 2020
RE:

Federal WARN Act Notice; California WARN Act Notice

To Whom It May Concern:
This notice is being provided in compliance with the federal Worker Adjustment and Retraining Notification Act, 29
United States Code section 2102 et seq. (“WARN”), and the California Worker Adjustment and Retraining
Notification Act, California Labor Code section 1400 et seq. (“Cal-WARN”), both of which require official notice to
certain government units or officials of a pending plant closure or mass layoff that falls within statutory notice
requirements.
The pandemic’s economic impact has caused Fish Market Restaurants, Inc. (“Fish Market”) to incur unforeseeable
financial losses. The pandemic’s overwhelming economic impact has been sudden, rapidly escalating, and
unforeseeable.
This notice is to inform your agency that Fish Market intends to lay off employees at the following California
worksites:
1. The Fish Market Palo Alto, 3150 El Camino Real, Palo Alto, CA 93406
2. The Fish Market Santa Clara, 3775 El Camino Real, Santa Clara, CA 95051
3. Farallon Fisheries, 207 S. Maple Ave. South San Francisco, CA 94080
The worksite closure and layoffs will impact 107 employees (52 at our Palo Alto location, 54 at our Santa Clara, 1 at
our Farallon Fisheries facility.) Fish Market provided notice to its employees on the effective date of their layoff is
December 2, 2020.
Fish Market is providing as much advance notice of the present layoffs as possible under these unprecedented
circumstances. Unfortunately, 60-days’ notice of the present layoffs was impossible given the sudden onset of the
coronavirus pandemic and related government orders, including recent developments. Accordingly, Fish Market
provides this notice and notice to affected employees in compliance with Governor Gavin Newsom’s March 17, 2020
Executive Order, number N-31-20 as well as the Governor’s reopening plan.
None of the affected employees are represented by a union. Attached to this notice is a list of the affected job titles
and the number of affected employees in each job classification.
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For more information regarding the worksite closure, please feel free to contact me at the address indicated above. My
telephone number is (619) 232- 8862 x 313. The information provided herein represents the best information available
to Fish Market at the time this notice was issued.
Sincerely,

Dwight Colton
President
Fish Market Restaurants, Inc.
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Location
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Palo Alto
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Santa Clara
Farallon

Job Title
Back Oyster Bar
BARTENDER
Busser
Cook
Host
Manager
Market
Prep
Salad
Server
Support
Back Oyster Bar
BARTENDER
Busser
Cook
Host
Kitchen Manager
Manager
Market
Prep
Salad
Server
Supervisor
Support
Floor

# of Affected Employees
3
4
5
4
5
2
2
3
3
18
3
4
2
3
5
4
1
3
4
2
2
17
1
6
1
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Shannon Rose <shannonrmcentee@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 7:01 PM
Council, City
Fwd: Housing for Palo Alto

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council Members and XCAP Members,
I read the Palo Alto Weekly closely and I haven't seen any mention of creating a Caltrain stop at San Antonio
Road. Shouldn't we be promoting, or at least investigating, the possibility of a Caltrain stop at that important
intersection? Given the large housing projects recently constructed on San Antonio east of El Camino and the
new projects under construction or being planned on this corridor, this would seem to be an
excellent location. Unlike so many locations in Palo Alto, San Antonio Road has decent ingress and egress for
both Palo Alto and for Mountain View. There is already a good deal of multi‐unit housing in Mountain View in
that area. That should make it ripe for both new developments and the existing housing.
Would it be expensive? No doubt. Would it be worth it ‐‐ I think yes ‐‐ if it is technically/architecturally
feasible. I hope you will give it some thought.
Sincerely,
Shannon Rose McEntee

410 Sheridan Avenue

Palo Alto, CA 94306
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 4:56 PM
Fine, Adrian
Council, City; patburt11@gmail.com; gstone22@gmail.com; Clerk, City
Re: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor

Dear Mayor Fine,
Thank you for your response to my letter urging the members of the 2021 City Council to elect Tom
DuBois Mayor, to elect Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor, and to not elect Alison Cormack to
either position. I am told that you have sent the same email to other concerned residents who wrote
letters similar to mine.
You have characterized what I wrote as containing “mean spirited misinformation.” I would
appreciate it if you would tell me to what misinformation you are alluding. In particular, is there any
doubt that Ms. Cormack is only in her second year on Council, that she has had no notable
accomplishments during her tenure, and that she virtually always goes along with the
recommendations of senior City Staff? Also, please tell me in what sense is it mean-spirited to call
attention to these inconvenient truths?
I understand that you would like to see Alison Cormack in a leadership position on the 2021 Council,
as she shares many of your views. Fair enough. But I trust you understand that many residents,
including those of us who have spent two years watching Ms. Cormack thwart our efforts to establish
a responsible wireless policy in Palo Alto, do not want to see her role on Council elevated.
One more thing: I am told that her supporters say that Ms. Cormack really knows how to run a
meeting. Well so does Mitch McConnell. But does anyone who does not share the senator’s policy
preferences wish to see him lead the Senate? Of course not. … My point is, ideas matter
too. Indeed, they matter far more.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151

From: Fine, Adrian <Adrian.Fine@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 7:02 PM
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To: Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Subject: Re: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor

Thanks for sharing this note, Jeanne. I won't be on council next year, but I'm seeing a lot of messages just like
yours, and I'm wondering if there is a form letter being passed around? If so, would you mind connecting me
with that person/group?
I think there's some mean‐spirited misinformation going around, and I'd like to touch base if they're willing.
Kind regards,
Adrian

From: Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 5:34 PM
To: tomforcouncil@gmail.com <tomforcouncil@gmail.com>; lydiakou@gmail.com <lydiakou@gmail.com>;
greg@gregtanaka.org <greg@gregtanaka.org>; Filseth, Eric (external) <efilseth@gmail.com>; gstone22@gmail.com
<gstone22@gmail.com>; patburt11@gmail.com <patburt11@gmail.com>
Cc: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>; Clerk, City <city.clerk@cityofpaloalto.org>
Subject: Palo Alto's Next Mayor & Vice Mayor
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,
I am writing to urge you:


To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;



To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been reelected to
second terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and



To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

My understanding is that Ms. Cormack is seeking a leadership position on Council. But
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are far more experienced, having served on Council for
two to four years longer than Ms. Cormack. Moreover, the residents of Palo Alto have expressed
their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to second terms.
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during their tenures
on Council, not the least of which includes taking the lead in establishing a responsible wireless policy
for the city. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has no such accomplishments. Instead, she has done
little more than rubber-stamp City Staff’s recommendations, and, in the process—and in particular—
repeatedly sided with the telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
With so many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City Staff’s increasingly
high-handed behavior, Palo Altans need and deserve a Mayor and Vice Mayor who, when need be,
are prepared to challenge Staff, not cater to them.
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For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either Lydia Kou or
Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Arlene Goetze <photowrite67@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 12:43 PM
Gavin Newsom; Ro Khanna
Vaccines MUST be VOLUNTARY!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
From: Arlene Goetze <photowrite67@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 3, 2020, 12:05:47 PM PST
Subject: Vaccines MUST be VOLUNTARY!

Health Freedom Advocacy
Center
You can hold the government acxountable for protecting your ability
choose what is best for your health and the wellbeing of your children.

to

'\Virus is 99% cured.

It does NOT imperil the whole population.
It is unethical and immoral to mandate an experimental vaccine that has known
safety concerns and for which there is no liability.
Sent: Thursday, December 3, 2020, 08:49:12 AM PST
Subject: please-- ACT NOW: Tell your governor and local legislators that COVID-19 vaccines
must be voluntary! - Stand for Health Freedom
https://standforhealthfreedom.com/action/covid-vaccines-must-bevoluntary/?utm_campaign=Daily%20Newsletter%3A%20ThreeSpice%20Combo%20Improves%20Chronic%20Knee%20Osteoarthritis%20%28RAi8nW%29&utm_medium=e
mail&utm_source=Daily%20Newsletter&_ke=eyJrbF9lbWFpbCI6ICJibHl0aGVmYWlyanNqQGdtYWlsLmNvbSIs
ICJrbF9jb21wYW55X2lkIjogIksydlhBeSJ9

ACT NOW: Tell your governor and local legislators that COVID-19 vaccines must be voluntary!
* With round-the-clock media coverage of coronavirus, there is a strong and growing push for
Americans to widely accept the impending COVID-19 vaccine — even though the vaccine is
experimental and has known safety concerns. However, the U.S. public is currently divided
over whether to get the vaccine. In the latest poll from the Pew Research Center, which
surveyed more than 10,000 U.S. adults in September, about half of respondents (51%) said they
would definitely or probably get a coronavirus vaccine if it were available today.
* Amidst intense public pressure from government and community leaders, there are many people
asking, “Will I be forced to get the COVID-19 vaccine?” There are myriad reasons why
someone might choose to decline the vaccine. Among the most common are conscientious
objections, religious convictions, a history of prior vaccine injury and concerns over
safety, including the speed with which the vaccine is being developed and the lack of
long-term safety data.
* States across the country have drafted COVID-19 vaccination plans that utilize tracking systems,
outline incentives to ensure maximum uptake of the vaccine, and identify priority populations to
receive the vaccine. A July 2020 Johns Hopkins report urges local and state public health agencies to
explore bundling vaccination with other safety net services. “Bundling services (e.g., food security,
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rent assistance, free clinic services) that are already being provided to particularly vulnerable
populations in the context of COVID (e.g., older adults, low-income adults, Black and minority
communities) could be a way to build trust and streamline vaccine provision,” the report says.
* Such programs could ultimately result in the denial of crucial services for those
who choose to opt out of the vaccine, thereby stripping individuals of any
opportunity to make this medical decision for themselves. Even if the COVID-19 vaccine
is not mandated, some states could choose to limit the privileges of those who can’t
supply proof of vaccination. This, experts say, is a violation of human rights and
constitutional rights — especially since much of the population is not at risk from
harm from COVID but could easily experience harm from a fast-tracked, experimental
vaccine.
* Under U.S. Supreme Court law, in order to mandate a medical intervention there
must be an epidemic that imperils the entire population. According to the CDC’s own
data, most people have greater than a 97 percent chance of surviving COVID. In fact,
for those under 70, the survivability rate among those infected ranges from 99.5
percent to 99.9 percent. Moreover, the COVID-19 vaccine is not supposed to prevent
transmission; it’s merely supposed to lessen symptoms. As such, there is no basis
upon which to require the vaccine; it’s up to each person to decide how to care for
their own body based on their own judgment and unique physiology.
* It is unethical and immoral to mandate an experimental vaccine that has known
safety concerns and for which there is no liability. Under the PREP Act — which was
passed in 2005 and invoked in March of 2020 — vaccine and drug manufacturers, government
agencies, doctors and all others are 100 percent free from any and all liability (absent intentional
wrongdoing) resulting from harm caused by the coronavirus vaccine. Thus, no one will bear
responsibility if you or your family is harmed by the vaccine. Lastly, for those with deeply
held religious beliefs (or who lead a pharmaceutical-free life), vaccination violates their convictions to
abide by natural law and to walk in faith, not fear.
* Stand up for your basic human right for informed consent and to decline a
medical intervention!
Please tweet your governor and local lawmakers to urge them to make the COVID-19
vaccine voluntary, not mandatory. Let them know that the only one who stands to profit
from the COVID-19 vaccine is the pharmaceutical industry.
(and billionaires like Bill Gates, etc.)
Email CA governor: gnewsom67@gavinnewsom.com
gavin@gavinnewsom.com
Rev.

Ro Khanna:

info@rokhanna.com
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Exford, Tamiko <Tamiko.Exford@fema.dhs.gov>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 12:33 PM
Exford, Tamiko
FW: DR-4558-CA - EMBARGO - NR041 (One Week Left)
DR-4558-CA NR041 - Wildfire Survivors Have One Week to Apply for Federal Aid.docx; DR-4558-CA
NR041 - Wildfire Survivors Have One Week to Apply for Federal Aid.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dec. 3, 2020
DR-4558-CA NR 0041
Cal OES News Desk: 916-800-3943
FEMA News Desk: 916-718-8540
SBA: 916-847-2638

News Release
One Week Left
Wildfire Survivors Should Call FEMA Helpline or visit DisasterAssistance.gov by Dec. 11
SACRAMENTO, Calif. – Individuals and households with losses due to August/September wildfires in Butte,
Lake, Lassen, Mendocino, Monterey, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus,
Trinity, Tulare and Yolo counties have just one week remaining to apply for grants from FEMA or low-interest
disaster loans from the U.S. Small Business Administration. The deadline is Dec. 11.
These counties are included in federal Disaster 4558, declared initially Aug. 22 for seven counties and expanded
later.
FEMA awards help eligible survivors pay for rent, home repair/replacement and many other serious disaster‐related
needs, including replacement or repair of vehicles, funeral expenses, medical or dental expenses and miscellaneous
other costs. To be reimbursed by FEMA, survivors should photograph damage and save receipts for repair work.

Survivors should contact their insurers and file a claim for the disaster-caused damage before they register with
FEMA. Anyone with insurance should register with FEMA even if they aren’t yet certain whether they will be
eligible. FEMA may be able to help with costs that insurance doesn’t cover.
The agency can determine eligibility once an applicant’s insurance claim is settled—but there won’t be any
FEMA reimbursement for those who fail to register by the Dec. 11 deadline for those who suffered losses in
fires including the CZU Lightning Complex, SCU Lighting Complex, August Complex Fire, LNU Lightning
Complex, North Complex, Sheep, Dolan and SQF Complex.
There are three ways for survivors to register: online at DisasterAssistance.gov, with the FEMA Mobile App on
a smartphone or tablet, or by or by calling the FEMA Helpline at 800-621-3362 (TTY 800-462-7585) between 7
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a.m. and 8 p.m. PST. Those who use a relay service such as a videophone, Innocaption or CapTel, should
provide FEMA with the specific number assigned to that service when they register. Multilingual services are
available on the helpline and specialists can answer most questions about FEMA assistance and registration.
To register you will need the following information:
 Social Security number
 Insurance policy information
 Address of the damaged primary dwelling
 A description of disaster-caused damage and losses
 Current mailing address
 Current telephone number
 Total household annual income
 Routing and account number of your checking or savings account (for direct transfer of funds to your
bank account)
After you register online or with the FEMA app, you can create your own account. This will enable you to
check the status of your application, view messages from FEMA, update your personal information and upload
documents that may be necessary to determine your eligibility for aid.
If you are unable to upload your documents, mail them to FEMA at P.O. Box 10055, Hyattsville MD 207828055 or fax them to 800-827-8112.
U.S. Small Business Administration
Dec. 11 is also the deadline to apply for a disaster loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration. Grants
from FEMA are meant to give eligible survivors a start on their road to recovery. The primary source of
recovery funding for many, however, is a loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration (SBA), which
makes disaster loans to individuals and businesses of all sizes.
Survivors can find out more and apply for a loan at DisasterLoanAssistance.sba.gov/. For additional assistance,
contact the SBA’s Virtual Disaster Loan Outreach Center. Customer service representatives are available to
assist individuals and business owners, answer questions about SBA’s disaster loan program, explain the
application process and help each person complete their electronic loan application. The Virtual DLOC is open
5 a.m. to 5 p.m. PST daily. Call 800-659-2955 or email FOCWAssistance@sba.gov.
These services are only available for the California disaster declaration as a result of the wildfires and not for
COVID-19-related assistance.
For the latest information on wildfire recovery, visit https://www.fema.gov/disaster/4558 and follow the FEMA
Region 9 Twitter account at https://twitter.com/femaregion9.
###
All FEMA disaster assistance will be provided without discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex
(including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability, limited English proficiency, economic
status, or retaliation. If you believe your civil rights are being violated, call 800-621-3362 or 800-4627585(TTY/TDD).
FEMA’s mission: Helping people before, during, and after disasters.
The U.S. Small Business Administration is the federal government’s primary source of money for the long-term
rebuilding of disaster-damaged private property. SBA helps businesses of all sizes, private nonprofit
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organizations, homeowners and renters fund repairs or rebuilding efforts and cover the cost of replacing lost or
disaster-damaged personal property.
For more information, applicants may contact SBA’s Disaster Assistance Customer Service Center at 800-6592955. TTY users may also call 800-877-8339. Applicants may also email disastercustomerservice@sba.gov or
visit SBA at SBA.gov/disaster.
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Dec. 3, 2020
DR-4558-CA NR 0041
Cal OES News Desk: 916-800-3943
FEMA News Desk: 916-718-8540
SBA: 916-847-2638

News Release
One Week Left
Wildfire Survivors Should Call FEMA Helpline or visit DisasterAssistance.gov by Dec. 11
SACRAMENTO, Calif. – Individuals and households with losses due to August/September wildfires in
Butte, Lake, Lassen, Mendocino, Monterey, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano,
Sonoma, Stanislaus, Trinity, Tulare and Yolo counties have just one week remaining to apply for grants
from FEMA or low-interest disaster loans from the U.S. Small Business Administration. The deadline is
Dec. 11.
These counties are included in federal Disaster 4558, declared initially Aug. 22 for seven counties and
expanded later.
FEMA awards help eligible survivors pay for rent, home repair/replacement and many other serious
disaster-related needs, including replacement or repair of vehicles, funeral expenses, medical or dental
expenses and miscellaneous other costs. To be reimbursed by FEMA, survivors should photograph
damage and save receipts for repair work.
Survivors should contact their insurers and file a claim for the disaster-caused damage before they
register with FEMA. Anyone with insurance should register with FEMA even if they aren’t yet certain
whether they will be eligible. FEMA may be able to help with costs that insurance doesn’t cover.
The agency can determine eligibility once an applicant’s insurance claim is settled—but there won’t be
any FEMA reimbursement for those who fail to register by the Dec. 11 deadline for those who suffered
losses in fires including the CZU Lightning Complex, SCU Lighting Complex, August Complex Fire,
LNU Lightning Complex, North Complex, Sheep, Dolan and SQF Complex.
There are three ways for survivors to register: online at DisasterAssistance.gov, with the FEMA Mobile
App on a smartphone or tablet, or by or by calling the FEMA Helpline at 800-621-3362 (TTY 800-4627585) between 7 a.m. and 8 p.m. PST. Those who use a relay service such as a videophone, Innocaption
or CapTel, should provide FEMA with the specific number assigned to that service when they register.
Multilingual services are available on the helpline and specialists can answer most questions about
FEMA assistance and registration.
To register you will need the following information:
• Social Security number
• Insurance policy information

•
•
•
•
•
•

Address of the damaged primary dwelling
A description of disaster-caused damage and losses
Current mailing address
Current telephone number
Total household annual income
Routing and account number of your checking or savings account (for direct transfer of funds to
your bank account)

After you register online or with the FEMA app, you can create your own account. This will enable you
to check the status of your application, view messages from FEMA, update your personal information
and upload documents that may be necessary to determine your eligibility for aid.
If you are unable to upload your documents, mail them to FEMA at P.O. Box 10055, Hyattsville MD
20782-8055 or fax them to 800-827-8112.
U.S. Small Business Administration
Dec. 11 is also the deadline to apply for a disaster loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration.
Grants from FEMA are meant to give eligible survivors a start on their road to recovery. The primary
source of recovery funding for many, however, is a loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration
(SBA), which makes disaster loans to individuals and businesses of all sizes.
Survivors can find out more and apply for a loan at DisasterLoanAssistance.sba.gov/. For additional
assistance, contact the SBA’s Virtual Disaster Loan Outreach Center. Customer service representatives
are available to assist individuals and business owners, answer questions about SBA’s disaster loan
program, explain the application process and help each person complete their electronic loan
application. The Virtual DLOC is open 5 a.m. to 5 p.m. PST daily. Call 800-659-2955 or email
FOCWAssistance@sba.gov.
These services are only available for the California disaster declaration as a result of the wildfires and
not for COVID-19-related assistance.
For the latest information on wildfire recovery, visit https://www.fema.gov/disaster/4558 and follow the
FEMA Region 9 Twitter account at https://twitter.com/femaregion9.
###
All FEMA disaster assistance will be provided without discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex
(including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability, limited English proficiency,
economic status, or retaliation. If you believe your civil rights are being violated, call 800-621-3362 or
800-462-7585(TTY/TDD).
FEMA’s mission: Helping people before, during, and after disasters.
The U.S. Small Business Administration is the federal government’s primary source of money for the
long-term rebuilding of disaster-damaged private property. SBA helps businesses of all sizes, private

nonprofit organizations, homeowners and renters fund repairs or rebuilding efforts and cover the cost of
replacing lost or disaster-damaged personal property.
For more information, applicants may contact SBA’s Disaster Assistance Customer Service Center at
800-659-2955. TTY users may also call 800-877-8339. Applicants may also email
disastercustomerservice@sba.gov or visit SBA at SBA.gov/disaster.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Arlene Goetze <photowrite67@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 12:06 PM
Gavin Newsom; Ro Khanna
Vaccines MUST be VOLUNTARY!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Health Freedom Advocacy Center
You can hold the government acxountable for protecting your ability
choose what is best for your health and the wellbeing of your children.
Virus is 99% cured.

to

It does NOT imperil the whole population.

Sent: Thursday, December 3, 2020, 08:49:12 AM PST
Subject: please‐‐ ACT NOW: Tell your governor and local legislators that COVID‐19 vaccines must be
voluntary! ‐ Stand for Health Freedom
https://standforhealthfreedom.com/action/covid-vaccines-must-bevoluntary/?utm_campaign=Daily%20Newsletter%3A%20ThreeSpice%20Combo%20Improves%20Chronic%20Knee%20Osteoarthritis%20%28RAi8nW%29&utm_medium=e
mail&utm_source=Daily%20Newsletter&_ke=eyJrbF9lbWFpbCI6ICJibHl0aGVmYWlyanNqQGdtYWlsLmNvbSIs
ICJrbF9jb21wYW55X2lkIjogIksydlhBeSJ9

ACT NOW: Tell your governor and local legislators that COVID‐19 vaccines must be voluntary!
* With round‐the‐clock media coverage of coronavirus, there is a strong and growing push for Americans to
widely accept the impending COVID‐19 vaccine — even though the vaccine is experimental and has known
safety concerns. However, the U.S. public is currently divided over whether to get the
vaccine. In the latest poll from the Pew Research Center, which surveyed more than 10,000 U.S. adults in
September, about half of respondents (51%) said they would definitely or probably get a coronavirus vaccine if
it were available today.
* Amidst intense public pressure from government and community leaders, there are many people asking,
“Will I be forced to get the COVID-19 vaccine?” There are myriad reasons why someone might
choose to decline the vaccine. Among the most common are conscientious objections, religious
convictions, a history of prior vaccine injury and concerns over safety, including the
speed with which the vaccine is being developed and the lack of long-term safety
data.
* States across the country have drafted COVID‐19 vaccination plans that utilize tracking systems, outline
incentives to ensure maximum uptake of the vaccine, and identify priority populations to receive the vaccine.
A July 2020 Johns Hopkins report urges local and state public health agencies to explore bundling vaccination
with other safety net services. “Bundling services (e.g., food security, rent assistance, free clinic services) that
are already being provided to particularly vulnerable populations in the context of COVID (e.g., older adults,
low‐income adults, Black and minority communities) could be a way to build trust and streamline vaccine
provision,” the report says.
* Such programs could ultimately result in the denial of crucial services for those
who choose to opt out of the vaccine, thereby stripping individuals of any
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mary E Slocum <maryeslocum@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 3, 2020 8:22 AM
Tanner, Rachael
Antun Domic; City Mgr; Council, City; Gerhardt, Jodie; Guy Livneh; Kay Philips; Linda MacKenzie
Re: Safe Parking Permit Appeal

Dear Ms Tanner,
9:30 is perfect. You can call me at 650‐766‐0926.

On Thu, Dec 3, 2020 at 06:44 Tanner, Rachael <Rachael.Tanner@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
Hello Ms. Slocum,
Can I ask if you are also associated with Mr. Livneh and Ms. MacKenzie? I understand there are 2 congregations seeking
permits, and I don’t want to lump neighbors together if you are in fact not associated as a group.
I can speak with you this morning at 9:30 or at noon.
I can ring you at that time if that is alright.
Thank you,
Rachael
Sent via phone. Please excuse any typos or grammatical errors.
Rachael A. Tanner, MCP
Assistant Director, Dept. Of Planning & Development Services
250 Hamilton Ave | Palo Alto, CA 94301
D: 650.329.2167 | C: 510.254.4754
E: Rachael.Tanner@cityofpaloalto.org
From: Mary E Slocum <maryeslocum@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 2, 2020 9:18:26 PM
To: Tanner, Rachael <Rachael.Tanner@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: City Mgr <CityMgr@cityofpaloalto.org>; Gerhardt, Jodie <Jodie.Gerhardt@CityofPaloAlto.org>; Council, City
<city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>; Antun Domic <antundomict@gmail.com>; Linda MacKenzie
<lindajmackenzie@gmail.com>; Guy Livneh <guy.livneh@gmail.com>; Kay Philips <kphilips@sonic.net>
Subject: Re: Safe Parking Permit Appeal

Dear Ms Tanner,
Thank you for your reply. I do need to speak with you urgently regarding
the Safe Parking program as the date for appeals is so close, this Friday
afternoon. The neighbors of this Program have outstanding concerns
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that have not, to date, been answered by the Churches, and we have not
been able to speak to City representatives regarding these same issues.
Please let me know of your availability tomorrow (Thursday) for a call. I
can be available any time except 12:30‐2:30PM.
I'm attaching the notification card we received from the City.
Sincerely,
Mary Slocum
650‐766‐0926

On Wed, Dec 2, 2020 at 5:33 PM Tanner, Rachael <Rachael.Tanner@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
Dear Ms. Slocum,
The City Manager asked me to respond to your email message (below).
Thank you for inquiring about the Safe Parking permits issued by Planning and Development Services.
Thank you for contacting Jodie Gerhardt as requested in the notices that you received. She is the manager of our
Current Planning program. She and her staff review and issue permits, such as the Safe Parking permit.
In response your email message, I reviewed the notices for 3373 Middlefield Road and for 3505 Middlefield Road. I
found the notices to accurately describe the project so that a reasonable person could understand the nature of the
permits and determine if they would like to file an appeal.
I am happy that the notices reached you and directed you to the correct staff for further information. I am sorry the
link provided in the notice did not work. The proper link is https://paloalto.buildingeye.com/planning.
I also wanted to ensure you had the link to the Palo Alto Municipal Code, which describes the requirements for permit
issuance. You can read more here:
https://codelibrary.amlegal.com/codes/paloalto/latest/paloalto_ca/0‐0‐0‐57800.
If you are open, I would be happy to speak with you about your concerns with the safe parking program. I am also
happy to facilitate connection with the permit applicants, in the hope that dialogue may help resolve any issues and
address your concerns. Please let me know if you would be interested, and we can set up a time.
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If you still would like to appeal, please find more details on the Safe Parking program appeal process below. Appeals
must be filed by 5:30 pm on December 4, 2020.
How to File An Appeal: Should you or any other resident within 600 feet of the proposed safe parking location desire
to file an appeal of the permit, please follow the steps below.
1. Potential appellants must fill out the City’s appeal form (bit.ly/appealformPA, also attached), and email (1) the
completed form along with (2) a letter stating their reasons for the appeal to the Manager of Current Planning
(Jodie.Gerhardt@CityofPaloAlto.org) and Planning Support Staff
(Alicia.Spotwood@CityofPaloAlto.org& Vinhloc.Nguyen@CityofPaloAlto.org) within 14 days of the date the notice is
mailed. As the Palo Alto Municipal Code states, the Director of Planning and Development Services shall identify the
form for filing an appeal.
2. Staff will review the appeal for timeliness and completeness. They will contact you to collect the appeal fee, which
is currently $610.50. The fee can be paid online. If the appeal fee is not paid within 5 calendar days of the request, the
appeal will be considered withdrawn.
3. The appeal will be assigned to appropriate staff for next steps. The item will be placed on the City Council’s consent
calendar. If passed on the consent calendar, the permit issuance will be upheld. If 3 members of the Council vote to
remove the item from consent, another hearing will be scheduled.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Best,
Rachael Tanner

Rachael A. Tanner, MCP
Assistant Director, Department of Planning & Development Services
250 Hamilton Ave | Palo Alto, CA 94301
D: 650.329.2167
E: Rachael.Tanner@cityofpaloalto.org
Quality|Courtesy|Efficiency|Integrity|Innovation

From: Mary E Slocum <maryeslocum@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 2, 2020 11:36:07 AM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Cc: Antun Domic <antundomict@gmail.com>; Linda MacKenzie <lindajmackenzie@gmail.com>
Subject: Help with Appeal
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council members,

Neighbors around the Highway Church at 3373 Middlefield Road and other nearby churches recently received a City
notice re the Safe Parking Program. The notice was misleading, calling the project a construction project, and
contained only a broken link to program specifics. The notice stated that all appeals must be directed to the City
Clerk, however the City Clerk, Beth Minor, seems to know very little about how we should file an appeal pursuant to
PAMC Section 18.42.160(d)(3).

Our view is that the City needs to send a corrected notification to all neighbors and also set up a meeting with
residents near the churches to explain the program and answer questions. Jodi Gerhardt, who appears to be the
project planner, explained to another neighbor, Linda Mackenzie, that, "The City does not currently have a Community
Outreach Policy. As such, staff has little guidance on how Council and/or the public would like us to conduct
community meetings." Does this mean that the city takes no proactive stance to reach out to neighbors?

The neighbors of this Program need to know how we can appeal.

1. Is an email sufficient to file as an appeal given that City Hall is closed due to Covid? Or, does the appeal need to be
an actual letter?
2. Is there a fee involved in filing this appeal?
3. Are there any forms that need to be completed, along with the appeal letter/email?
4. What exact information is needed by the City Clerk in filing an appeal?

Thank you,
Mary Slocum
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

g kerber <hdtreading@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 9:03 PM
City Mgr; Council, City; Stump, Molly; Craig Gerber
350 SHERMAN

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
Mr. Shikada
For at least a year i was contacting city staff about chronic problems occurring at the 350 sherman st construction site
involving repeated violations of the cities municipal code by the contractor and subcontractors, construction workers, and
chronic early morning nuisances occurring on birch st. Whatever "efforts' were made by the staff were futile and did not
provide any relief for residents living near the site.
Tonight on my way home i had to pass the construction site on the corner of sherman and el camino. NIBI has made it
very difficult to turn onto sherman from el camino by obstructing one of the lanes on sherman, and has parked mobile
cranes on sherman near el camino for weeks. There are other ways for nibbi to park their cranes without creating a safety
issue at that corner. In additon nibbi has placed signs on saw horses on the sidewalk on sherman across from the site
which indicates that parking on that part of the street is not allowed and cars will be towed.
This parking prohibition is what i was seeking on birch st. but which the city staff was incapable or unwilling to
provide.This was a simple request and would have been very helpful but the staff was not helpful or responsive.
The conclusion that i reached after over a year of dealing with city staff was that it was futile to expect any effort to
address the numerous problems afflicting residents living near the site by the staff because the top priority of the staff was
the completion of the construction above anything else.
The residents living adjacent to the 350 site were not a top priority.
greg kerber
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Eunchae Hong <eh28379@pausd.us>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 5:10 PM
Council, City
Eric Bloom; kailalc2004@gmail.com
Palo Alto High School Housing Project

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council,
My name is Eunchae Hong and I am a sophomore at Palo Alto High School. In my history class, we were
assigned a project that has to do with housing. My group and I were asked to come up with a way to build a
shelter and we came up with the hypothetical idea of a portable and affordable cardboard shelter. The design is
attached to this email. The reason I am writing this email to you is because we were hoping that you could give
us some suggestions/feedback and ideas. A few questions we were hoping you could help us with were how to
distribute these shelters, the location/where people would be able to set up the shelters, your thoughts on our
specific design, and the idea in general. Please let us know your thoughts on this.
Thank you so much for your time and please contact me with any questions.
Sincerely,
Eunchae Hong
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Guy Livneh <guy.livneh@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 4:19 PM
Gerhardt, Jodie; Council, City; Clerk, City
Ira Livneh
Fwd: Plan on 3373 Middlefield - can't review any records of it
202020 middlefield project notice.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi,
I am submitting an appeal to the project planned on 3373 Middlefield with regards to the Safe Parking Program.
So far I didn’t even receive the information on the project, I receive a notice with a link to the internet that doesn’t
work, and didn’t receive an answer by mail, so I will state we were not even given the plan.
Because of the lack of answers given to us, and because the plan assigns to me 4 new neighbors living in trailers/cars a
few feet from my backyard, I do not feel I was given enough information and do not have confident in this project and I
do not plan to support it anymore. I respectfully ask that you might want to use some churches that do not border so
closely to houses.
Also, the message called this project :”construction”, setting people in trailers is not construction.
I would support the city in helping homeless people, but the solution should not be parking them a few feet from my
house, already my daughers had many issues with people leaving in the church in the past and I do not trust the current
process receives enough attention and it worries me a lot.

Thanks
Guy Livneh
716 Ames ave
Palo Alto,CA 94303

Begin forwarded message:
From: Guy Livneh <guy.livneh@gmail.com>
Subject: Plan on 3373 Middlefield ‐ can't review any records of it
Date: November 27, 2020 at 6:26:46 PM PST
To: jodie.gerhardt@cityofpaloalto.org
Dear Jodie,
I received a notice to my house on the housing project planned on the 3373 middlefield road that was
approved with conditions. Postmark is 11/20/2020
The website address provided on the form (attached) is not working.
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Also trying to search the project on the city of Palo Alto website didn’t yield any results.
I would appreciate to receive the project plans so I can review them, and get enough time (the 14 days)
to review the plan, since we could not see it yet.

Thanks so much
Guy Livneh
716 ames ave
Palo Alto,CA 94303
Telephone (650) 704 4895
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Dear Property Owner or Resident,

This is to notify you that the City has made a decision on a proposed
construction project within 600 feet of your property. The project
proposed for 3373 Middlefield Road has been APPROVED WITH
CONDITIONS by the City's Director of Planning and Community
Environment. The plans may have changed since the initial plan
submittal.

PROJECT: Request for a Safe Parking Program permit to allow
overnight parking of up to four (4) vehicles as incidental to the
existing religious institution. Environmental Assessment: Exempt
per CEQA Section 15301 (Existing Facilities). Zoning District: R-1
(8,000).

This Director's decision shall become final fourteen (14) calendar
days from the postmark date of this mailing (or on the next business
day if it falls on a weekend or holiday) unless an appeal is filed with
the City Clerk pursuant to PAMC Section 18.42.160(d)(3). If you have
any questions regarding the Director's decision, please do not
hesitate to contact the project planner Jodie Gerhardt at (650) 3292575 or by email at jodie.gerhardt@cityofpaloalto.org. To view the
project
plhns
please
go
to
http://www.cityofpaloalto.org/planningprojects

Planning Division
P.O. Box 10250
Palo Alto, CA 94303

LIVNEH GUY AND IRENA TRUSTEE
716AMESAVE
PALO ALTO CA 94303-4129
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Anne Lum <annelum@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 3:34 PM
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; lydiakou@gmail.com; Greg Tanaka; Filseth, Eric (external); gstone22
@gmail.com; patburt11@gmail.com
Council, City; Clerk, City
Do not elect Alison Cormack for Mayor or Vice Mayor

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,

I am writing to urge you:



To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;



To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been reelected to second
terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and



To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

My understanding is that Ms. Cormack is seeking a leadership position on Council. But
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are far more experienced, having served on Council for
two to four years longer than Ms. Cormack. Moreover, the residents of Palo Alto have expressed
their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to second terms.

Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during their tenures
on Council, not the least of which includes taking the lead in establishing a responsible wireless policy
for the city. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has no such accomplishments. Instead, she has done
little more than rubber-stamp City Staff’s recommendations, and, in the process—and in particular—
repeatedly sided with the telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
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With so many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City Staff’s increasingly
high-handed behavior, Palo Altans need and deserve a Mayor and Vice Mayor who, when need be,
are prepared to challenge Staff, not cater to them.

For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either Lydia Kou or
Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Anne Lum
Owner/Resident
781 Barron Avenue, Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda MacKenzie <lindajmackenzie@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 1:45 PM
Council, City; Clerk, City; Gerhardt, Jodie
Safe Parking Program

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello,
This letter serves as my appeal to the City Clerk re the Safe Parking Program.
Neighbors around the Unity Church, including myself, recently received a notice from the city re the city's "Safe Parking
Program." The notice was misleading, calling the project a construction project, and contained only a broken link to
program specifics. The notice stated that all appeals must be directed to the City Clerk within 14 days, however no
information was given about how to file the appeal. The City Clerk, Beth Minor, seems to know very little about how
neighbors should file an appeal pursuant to PAMC Section 18.42.160(d)(3) for this project. We have been directed to an
appeals form for "Appeals of final decisions on Architectural Review Board and Home Improvement Exceptions" which
carries a fee of $595 when filing the appeal. Jodi Gerhardt, the project planner, has also provided no information on the
appeals process.
My strongly‐held view is that the city needs to send a corrected notification to all neighbors living within 600 feet of the
churches involved in this project. The notice should identify the project for what it is‐‐a plan to house homeless folks
living in vehicles, NOT a construction project. In addition the notice should provide accurate links to program specifics
and updates, and clearly state the city appeals process for this program.
The city should also schedule a meeting with residents near the churches to explain the program and answer
questions. Jodi Gerhardt, who appears to be the project planner, explained to me that, "The City does not currently
have a Community Outreach Policy. As such, staff has little guidance on how Council and/or the public would like us to
conduct community meetings." This is a weak excuse. It's not that hard to conduct a community meeting to gain
neighborhood input. The churches seem to have had no trouble scheduling several zoom meetings with
neighbors. Why is this not a priority for the council and city planning department?
There are numerous unanswered questions that remain about the Safe Parking Program. The churches have not been
able to answer all neighbor concerns and questions. For some of us, there is a long history of working with these
churches on issues of homeless folks living in the parking lots. The city is asking us to accept homeless individuals and
families as our new neighbors, but is not giving our neighborhood the consideration that it deserves in pushing through
this program. Failure to cultivate the support of the neighbors surrounding these churches will ultimately doom the
program.
Linda MacKenzie
708 Ames Avenue
Palo Alto, CA. 94303
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Heidi Yauman <heidi.yauman@outlook.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 1:44 PM
gary.goodman@pdo.sccgov.org
debra.ryan@scscout.org; sixth.district@jud.ca.gov; supreme.court@jud.ca.gov; cgg@scscourt.org;
jeff.smith@ceo.sccgov.org; sharon.chatman@scscourt.org; robert.rocco@hhs.sccgov.org;
susan.davis@ssa.sccgov.org; abjpd1@gmail.com
Court case

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Gary Goodman stay away from court case and don’t interfere you are dangerous and you could have killed me
there are pictures of holly wites body cOvered with blood and a knife on the ground after you stopped her from getting
help she needed you cheated on c1493022 and civil grand jury investigation into public guardian and you covered up
Robert moss murder at Markham plaza 112cv226958 and bribery and you are caught from Heidi Yauman

Begin forwarded message:
From: Heidi Yauman <Heidi.Yauman@outlook.com>
Date: December 2, 2020 at 10:22:18 AM PST
To: Susan Davis <susan.davis@ssa.sccgov.org>
Cc: "debra.ryan@scscout.org" <debra.ryan@scscout.org>, "sixth.district@jud.ca.gov"
<sixth.district@jud.ca.gov>, "supreme.court@jud.ca.gov" <supreme.court@jud.ca.gov>,
"joe.simitian@bos.sccgov.org" <joe.simitian@bos.sccgov.org>, "cgg@scscourt.org" <cgg@scscourt.org>,
"jeff.smith@ceo.sccgov.org" <jeff.smith@ceo.sccgov.org>

dear Susan Davis I will call you today from hotel I am not comfortable with dishonesty and funny
business of lately with the fraud about vagabond and grand jury investigation . I will record call and
won’t say a lot without attorney you have been nice to me but strange things happening lately and I
must be safe we did not violate visitor policy at vagabond inn it was big fat fake fraud by Robert Rocco
from Heidi Yauman
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 12:17 PM
Loran Harding; Doug Vagim; dennisbalakian; David Balakian; Daniel Zack;
alumnipresident@stanford.edu; beachrides; bballpod; Leodies Buchanan; bearwithme1016@att.net;
paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy Lewis; Chris Field; Dan Richard; dlfranklin0@outlook.com;
eappel@stanford.edu; esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov; fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net;
francis.collins@nih.gov; grinellelake@yahoo.com; huidentalsanmateo; Irv Weissman; Joel Stiner;
kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; leager; margaret-sasaki@live.com; Mayor;
mthibodeaux@electriclaboratories.com; Mark Standriff; newsdesk; nick yovino; david pomaville;
russ@topperjewelers.com; Steve Wayte; tsheehan; terry; vallesR1969@att.net
Fwd: Expert at NW Univ. Sch. of Med tough on CDC! Politicians impact policy there.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Wed, Dec 2, 2020 at 11:59 AM
Subject: Expert at NW Univ. Sch. of Med tough on CDC! Politicians impact policy there.
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

Wed. Dec. 2, 2020
To all‐ Last night, DW "The Day" from Berlin interviewed a Dr. Murphy at Northwestern University School of
Medicine. He was endlessly critical of the CDC. At one time, it was a great agency, but recently it has been shot through
with politicians influencing its policies. He said the rejection of the German PCR test for Covid last January was a big
mistake. We said, "no, we'll develop our own test". Also, remember that the CDC then put out a test that was no good.
Just terrible decisions by the CDC that have cost lives.
You don't hear such severe criticism of the CDC on U.S. media. But there was Dr. Murphy speaking to DW by Skype
and not holding back. Looks like maybe voters have ousted a bad gang here.
Trump called somebody to the WH yesterday and asked why the Pfizer vaccine isn't being rolled out. Head of
CDC, I think. The UK approved it for distribution there yesterday. Next week a U.S. committee will look at it, the news
says.
LH
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mary Gallagher <livebuoyantly@gmail.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 1:46 PM
Roberta Ahlquist
Council, City; Aram James; rebecca; Representative Anna G. Eshoo; Joe Simitian; Mark Mollineaux
Re: Two-Bedroom BMR Rental Units at Cherry Orchard

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Roberta and Chuck,
Thank you for this information.
I am curious to know how the Sunnyvale bmr units are being financed.
What private-public partnerships--if any?
I found a few links to help me answer this question. Noting who the
management companies may offer some clues. Speculatively, the
management
companies seem to be a source of financing and are the owners. Once the
land
and/or the building is complete, the same companies then manage the
development,
lease the homes, collect the rent, and hire folks to make repairs.
https://sunnyvale.ca.gov/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?BlobID=22882
Irvine Company Apartment Communities
Cambridge Management Company
Sares-Regis
Essex Apartment Homes
Alliance Residential Company
Pacific Urban Residential Communities

1

Certainly, adding BMR units to the housing supply is one remedy to our
housing crisis.
My advocacy supports an affordable housing model where residents own
where they live
rather than rent. So, I have been researching who owns/purchased certain
properties,
what was paid to purchase a property, and what taxes are due.
Here are two links with housing grant resources.
https://www.hud.gov/grants/
https://www.grants.gov/learn-grants/grant-making-agencies/departmentof-housing-and-urban-development.html
I appreciate you listening to my thoughts and our advocating for affordable
housing. The acreage at the Fry's and
North Ventura parcels is a colossal 60 acres. I would prefer Palo Alto, and
perhaps ideally, HUD negotiate terms of sale with Sobrato to develop this
land as an eco village, a community of folks who want to live in a community
with permaculture practices, sustainable energy systems, and respect for our
environment as well as for our neighbors.
Be well.
In solidarity,
Mary
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On Fri, Dec 4, 2020 at 12:12 PM Roberta Ahlquist <roberta.ahlquist@sjsu.edu> wrote:
Palo Alto needs to do its fair share to provide our workers with local housing. We do
not need any more expensive condos or luxury apartments. Other cities are doing their fair share.
Sunnyvale is another city working to help include service sector workers.
We hope that PA Council will work to get Sobrato to build BMR units at the Fry property.
WILPF Low‐income Housing Committee
Roberta Ahlquist

From: SVL: City of Sunnyvale Housing Division <housing@sunnyvale.ca.gov>
Date: Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 9:55 AM
Subject: Two‐Bedroom BMR Rental Units at Cherry Orchard
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To help protect y our priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Sunnyvale Below Market Rate (BMR)
Rental Program
Two-Bedroom BMR Units available at

Cherry Orchard
Apartments

To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

250 W. El Camino Real
Sunnyvale, CA 94086

BMR Rent: $2,151*
*rent pricing effective through 7/2021.
After that units will convert to market-rate
Two 2-bedroom units are available immediately through the City of Sunnyvale Below Market Rate
Rental Program. Lower-income applicants who currently live or work in Sunnyvale receive priority
to rent these units.
Visit Housing to learn more about Sunnyvale's Affordable Housing programs.

HOW TO APPLY
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Verify that you meet the income limits based on your household size. Maximum
household size for a two-bedroom unit is five people.



Complete one Waiting List Application per household and email at
cherryorchard@irvinecompany.com, or call at 408-737-7785 (select option 2).

To help protect y our priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

CITY OF SUNNYVALE HOUSING DIVISION
456 W. Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale, CA 94086
408-730-7250 | TDD 408-730-7501
WEBSITE | EMAIL

City of Sunnyvale | Sunnyvale City Hall, 456 W. Olive Ave., Sunnyvale, CA 94086
Unsubscribe chuckjagoda1@gmail.com
Update Profile | About our service provider
Sent by housing@sunnyvale.ca.gov powered by
To help protect y ou r priv acy , Microsoft Office prev ented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
Trusted Email from Constant Contact - Try it FREE today .

Try email marketing for free today!

‐‐
Chuck
‐‐
Chuck

‐‐
Mary Gallagher, B.S.
Aquatics Professional
650-683-7102 (cell)

Copyright 2020
Security Alert Notice

The information contained in this e-mail is confidential information, presumed to be virus free, and intended only for use by the individual
or entity named above. Virus protection is the responsibility of the recipient. If the reader of this email is not the intended recipient,
dissemination or distribution is prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please delete the material from your computer.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Palo Alto Forward <palo.alto.fwd@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 7:44 AM
Planning Commission
North Ventura Coordinated Area Plan; Council, City; Fine, Adrian; Tanner, Rachael
December 9th Public Hearing on NVCAP
NVCAP PTC - Dec 9.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Templeton and PTC members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing choices and
transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are a broad coalition with a
multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Thank you to staff and the NVCAP Working Group members for your commitment to this critical area plan.
After reviewing all three alternatives in the staff report, we urge PTC to fully explore and expand Alternative 3.
Both the staff report and the findings of the Strategic Economics’ Financial Feasibility of NVCAP Alternatives
(Attachment D, pag 43) recognize that Alternative 3 housing intensity and variety, combined with mixed uses
(including office uses) and community benefits, is the most economically feasible. Intensification in NVCAP is
critical to Palo Alto demonstrating our willingness to meet regional housing goals. The decisions we make now
are going to constrain our planning in both the near and longer term future. The NVCAP is a critical long-range
plan that requires us to be thoughtful about the context and projected need.
Failure to exercise local control and select enough feasible sites to support the number of housing units
needed will likely result in state intervention. The City of Palo Alto met just 28% of our current regional housing
goals and will need to permit 10,050 new homes in the next cycle. At this stage we have the opportunity to
choose the best sites and community benefits, but we will lose local control if we continue to miss those goals.
The number of homes possible in this area plan is critical to meeting those goals while prioritizing climate
change and multi-modal transportation.
Land in Palo Alto is too scarce and development is too expensive to miss opportunities like this one. Every
neighborhood can responsibly make space for new neighbors. The NVCAP area is uniquely positioned as a
great site for new and varied housing. It is close to services, shopping, transit, and jobs, which would set new
families and low-income residents up for success. In order to ensure this happens, we must adjust our height
limits, parking policies, fees, and FAR to accomodate for more homes and make it economically feasible to
build. Lastly, without identifying dedicated funding and inventizing land dedication in our inclusionary zoning
policies to subsidize affordable housing construction we will not see the number of Extremely Low Income and
and Very Low Income homes we need.
Palo Alto Forward also supports the range of NVCAP Policy Strategies (Attachment E, p. 52). These policies
help create a strong community of opportunities. All of us want the study area to be vigorous, innovative,
inclusive, and flexible enough to respond to changing economic, social, and environmental conditions over the
decades.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board
cc: Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council Members
cc: NVCAP Working Group
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December 9, 2020
Re: December 9th North Ventura Coordinated Area Plan (NVCAP) Study Session
To: Planning and Transportation Commission (PTC)
Dear Chair Templeton and PTC members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing
choices and transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are
a broad coalition with a multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Thank you to staff and the NVCAP Working Group members for your commitment to this critical
area plan. After reviewing all three alternatives in the staff report, we urge PTC to fully explore
and expand Alternative 3. Both the staff report and the findings of the Strategic Economics’
Financial Feasibility of NVCAP Alternatives (Attachment D, pag 43) recognize that Alternative 3
housing intensity and variety, combined with mixed uses (including office uses) and community
benefits, is the most economically feasible. Intensification in NVCAP is critical to Palo Alto
demonstrating our willingness to meet regional housing goals.
The decisions we make now are going to constrain our planning in both the near and longer
term future. The NVCAP is a critical long-range plan that requires us to be thoughtful about the
context and projected need.
Failure to exercise local control and select enough feasible sites to support the number of
housing units needed will likely result in state intervention. The City of Palo Alto met just 28% of
our current regional housing goals and will need to permit 10,050 new homes in the next cycle.
At this stage we have the opportunity to choose the best sites and community benefits, but we
will lose local control if we continue to miss those goals. The number of homes possible in this
area plan is critical to meeting those goals while prioritizing climate change and multi-modal
transportation.
Land in Palo Alto is too scarce and development is too expensive to miss opportunities like this
one. Every neighborhood can responsibly make space for new neighbors. The NVCAP area is
uniquely positioned as a great site for new and varied housing. It is close to services, shopping,
transit, and jobs, which would set new families and low-income residents up for success. In
order to ensure this happens, we must adjust our height limits, parking policies, fees, and FAR
to accomodate for more homes and make it economically feasible to build. Lastly, without
identifying dedicated funding and inventizing land dedication in our inclusionary zoning policies

to subsidize affordable housing construction we will not see the number of Extremely Low
Income and and Very Low Income homes we need.
Palo Alto Forward also supports the range of NVCAP Policy Strategies (Attachment E, p. 52).
These policies help create a strong community of opportunities. All of us want the study area to
be vigorous, innovative, inclusive, and flexible enough to respond to changing economic, social,
and environmental conditions over the decades.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board
cc: Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council Members
cc: NVCAP Working Group

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kirsten Flynn <sustainablekir@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 11:53 AM
Council, City
my draft letter

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Honorable City Council,
I was pleased to be selected, and have been honored to serve as a member of the NVCAP working group. I have brought
my A game to this service, reading each packet, speaking to my neighbors to get their input, and attending all but one
meeting, study session, or presentation to the public. Our group has spent over two years, during difficult times,
studying the area, learning about traffic issues, hydraulic issues, density issues, and how planning translates to zoning,
and how zoning shapes the livability of a city.
I did this because I want to help create a plan that helps the neighborhood I love, the region I love, and the city where I
have lived my whole life, where I live and work, where my children work, where my 88 year old father, and my darling
in‐laws live.
I believe this group was approved by Council, because they wanted the input from stakeholders about what might serve
the citizens, business owners, and property owners of Ventura best. Also, I believe the goal was to take as our cues the
Comprehensive Plan‐ the overarching directional cue of where we want our city to go, and the city council priorities of
Housing, Mobility, and Sustainability.
It has been frustrating to see projects within the study area get approved, and start construction. Each project that
moves forward is a missed opportunity, a lot that cannot be developed in line with the plan that the working group,
after years of work, is due to present within the next few months.
Now a fairly low density project is being proposed for two different large sites within the study area. Approving the
proposal would create a missed opportunity that might doom any of our ideas reaching completion. It would eliminate
any plan to create access to the creek, as they bracket it on both sides. This project incorporates 7,861 square feet of
office space, exacerbating the jobs housing imbalance. But most distressingly, these projects throw a wrench in our
Working Groups attempt to create a viable plan, especially a plan that might meet affordable housing goals.
Please honor the Working Groups service by listening to what we propose, and wait to approve any projects at the
present time.
Respectfully,
Kirsten Flynn
Working group member
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ken Joye <kmjoye@gmail.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 7:19 PM
Council, City
CIP item for Boulware Park

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
At the December meeting of the Ventura Neighborhood Association yesterday, I heard about two presentations today
on the Boulware Park expansion.
We were able attend this evening‘s presentation and were pleased to see the plan presented by staff. We encourage
City Council to approve funding for the park expansion so that work can commence in 2021.
thank you for your attention to this improvement project,
Ken Joye
Ventura neighborhood

7

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 9:11 AM
Honky
General Flynn’s Emergency Message To America

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
AN AWESOME SPEAK
FOR WE THE PEOPLE
General Flynns message to America
http://targetfreedom.com/uncategorized/general-flynns-emergency-message-toy-america/
__._,_.___
Posted by: FREEDOM FIGHTERS FOR AMERICA
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 6:14 AM
Honky
Fraud Testimony Compilation from Michigan
(GREATEST HITS)

THIS MAKES THE ELECTION FRAUD ALBUM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Fraud Testimony Compilation from Michigan THANKS TO FORBIDDEN KNOWLEDGE

This is really unbelievable I have seen that it was millions of votes taken from Trump across America
like Rudy Giuliani said it was a "Bank Heist"

https://forbiddenknowledgetv.net/fraud-testimony-compilation-from-michigan/

This is spectacular!!!!! Wow! It's a priority! Common sense and impossible. UNBELIEVABLE!!!!!!!!

https://forbiddenknowledgetv.net/fraud-testimony-compilation-from-michigan/

2

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 8, 2020 4:45 AM
Honky
Political - Democrat Judge Picks Declars Congressional Winner

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

There is so much information on election fraud that this is a 3 part post.
Part 1: Mathematician exposes election fraud
Part 2: NY Judge takes it on himself to do unsupervised audit of mail in ballots. Eraces republican 30k vote lead to declare
democrat winner by 13 votes.
Part 3: Retired Michigan Secretary of State officer claims Detroit has never had an honest election in the 29 years she
worked for the state.
Unless you are mathematically inclined, this will likely go over your head. I'm kinda one of those.
The details of what he uncovered may still get your attention. It did me.

Mathematician Who Testified at Arizona Voter Fraud Hearing Claims Election Fraud
goes back to at least 2008 and feels he has discovered the algorithm used to swing
votes toward one party or another.
He claims it is so bad that he says every state election should be audited.
The problem is that in many cases, it cannot be done due to mixing good ballots with bad and no signature checks to
know which ballots were good or illegal.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VDf1j4IQz28&feature=youtu.be
22 Minutes

NY Judge takes it on himself to do unsupervised audit of mail in ballots. Erases republican 30k vote lead to
declare democrat winner by 13 votes.
A judge has no power to personally audit election results in secret. If the judge did this, it would mean that at 15 seconds
per ballot, it took him 7500 minutes or 125 hours or 5.2 days away non-stop 24/7 away from his paid job to accomplish
this.
Even if the judge were allowed to do audit the mail in ballots, his count is void absent both a democrat and republican vote
watcher verifying each vote.

Democrats face accusations of fraud in House race after 28,000-vote lead on election night
erased by judge and mail-in ballots
https://www.washingtonexaminer.com ^ | by Michael Lee | November 30, 2020 11:30 AM

3

A New York congressional race came down to a judge personally reviewing individual spoiled
ballots, resulting in the Democratic incumbent erasing his nearly 30,000-vote deficit to take a 13vote lead and declaring victory.
“In NY-22, the Democrat incumbent was trailing by almost 30K on election night,” said Hot Air
editor Jazz Shaw on Twitter. “The mail-in ballots got him close. Then a Democrat judge from
Syracuse ruled he would personally ‘review’ all of the spoiled ballots that had been rejected. Guess
what happened next.”
“The judge miraculously ‘found’ enough ballots that he felt were okay and the incumbent now
‘leads’ by 13 votes,” Shaw continued.
“This process and the integrity of our election are critical to our republic. This judicial review has
been fair, open, honest, and transparent, and I remain confident that voters’ voices will be heard,”
said Freshmen Rep. Anthony Brindisi of the results. “In January, I will be sworn in and continue to
work with both parties and stand up to anyone on behalf of all of New York’s 22nd district.”
Brindisi trailed Republican challenger Claudia Tenney by about 28,000 votes on election night in
New York’s 22nd Congressional District but closed that gap over the next few weeks to just 100200 votes as mail-in ballots were counted.
Despite Tenney’s slim lead, Owego County state Supreme Court Justice Scott DelConte issued an
injunction to block election officials certifying the results, setting the stage for Brindisi’s 13 vote
lead.
“BREAKING: sources on both Dem & GOP sides confirm that the final counts submitted by all 8
counties in #NY22 to NY Supreme Court Justice Scott DelConte will show Rep. Anthony Brindisi
(D) *ahead* of Claudia Tenney (R) by either 12 or 13 votes. Wow,” Cook Political Report editor
Dave Wasserman said on Twitter.
But Tenney’s campaign said they were not giving up the fight.
“Brindisi’s premature declaration of victory is further evidence that his team has no interest in
ensuring a fair process that preserves the integrity of the election and protects the rights of voters.
We will fight to ensure that all and only legal counts are counted — not jump to faulty
conclusions,” the Tenney campaign told the New York Post.
That patience paid off Monday, when the Herkimer County Board of Elections revised its final
count, netting Tenney 35 votes and putting her in the lead by 12.
With the razor-thin margin swinging back and forth, Wasserman doesn’t expect the result of the
race to be finalized anytime soon.
“Whiplash: now it's Claudia Tenney (R) back ahead of Rep. Anthony Brindisi (D) by 12 votes in
#NY22 after Herkimer Co. revises its count,” Wasserman said. “Legal fight far from over.”
4

Long History of Detroit Election Fraud in Detroit.
Retired Michigan Secretary of State officer claims Detroit has never had an honest election in the 29 years she worked for
the state.
Election laws not being enforced.

Michigan: Dr. Linda Lee Tarver (29 years @ MI SOS) Testimony - MUST WATCH
Michigan Senate Hearing on 2020 Election ^ | 12/1/20 | Dr. Linda Lee Tarver

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MCWE9Qi84I8&feature=youtu.be
36 Minutes

This testimony from Dr. Linda Lee Tarver, who worked for 29 years at the Michigan Secretary of
State is an absolute must-watch and the highlight of nearly eight hours of testimony from dozens
(and dozens) of witnesses to the election fraud in Michigan - particularly in Detroit (TCF Center).
Notably, she says there are **71 percent** of ballots that CANNOT be audited, and explains why.
Not that it should matter, but she's African American and talks extensively during her testimony
about how race and claims of "racism!" are frequently used any time there is a challenge to the vote
in a predominantly AA community like Detroit.
Incredibly sharp lady and extremely compelling testimony.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 10:13 PM
Honky
Sidney Powell: "The Entire FBI & Dept. of Justice need to be Hosed Out with Clorox and Firehoses!"
AND I TOTALLY AGREE

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Her most memorable line came at the end of the interview.
Sidney Powell: "The Entire FBI & Dept. of Justice need to be Hosed Out with Clorox and Firehoses!"
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 2:05 AM
Honky
Actual Surveillance Video of Criminal Vote Fraud
HONEST SUPPORT US

V ~ For Victory

THE CORRUPT FEAR US. THE

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

—————
To be removed from my address book, reply to this message with the word
remove or unsubscribe in the subject line.
To be added to my address book, reply to this message with the word add in the
subject line.
V ~ For Victory
THE CORRUPT FEAR US.
THE HONEST SUPPORT US

Actual Surveillance Video of Criminal Vote Fraud

http://targetfreedom.com/uncategorized/actual-surveillance-video-of-criminalvote-fraud/

This is actual Surveillance Video of the Criminal Act of Stealing the Election

Multiples URLs are provided because of massive censorship:
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https://www.bitchute.com/video/bL0yUxJBGgsd/

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=keANzinHWUA&fbclid=IwAR3jgMEaO_6Dpha
dli7nVOKLOtUwwr72OUr7KJLMcwTDNtl_bUFyNH8YqcI
https://twitter.com/TeamTrump/status/1334569329334083586
https://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2020/12/ruby-breaking-crooked-democratfilmed-pulling-suitcases-ballots-georgia-identified/

Cristina Laila reported on the explosive video that was revealed during the
Georgia ballot counting at the State Farm Arena where crooked Democrats
pulled out suitcases full of ballots and began counting those ballots without
election monitors in the room.

Trump’s legal team showed a video from the State Farm Arena tabulation center
when poll workers were told to leave at 10:25 PM.

Georgia poll supervisors told everyone that they were stopping the counting.
They told everyone to go home. The media left. The Republicans left.
BUT Four people stayed.
As soon as all observers were gone those four people removed suitcases full of
ballots from under a table and ran them through the tabulators with no observers
present. Apparently they were not aware that the surveillance cameras were
running.
This video is the “smoking gun” showing a crime being committed.

The state legislatures must certify the election or can refuse to certify the
election. If they certify a fraudulent election then they will be criminals and
traitors. Party affiliation cannot be the issue. This is life or death for our free
Republic.
8

The evidence that is seen in this surveillance video is so straight forward that it
is practically impossible to dispute. Attempting to dispute this evidence is
tantamount to confessing to treason. The only alternative to confessing to
treason would be to claim to be unbelievably stupid.

The reality of our time was once articulated by Sir John Harington when he said:
“Treason doth never prosper, what's the reason? For if it prosper, none dare call
it Treason.”
In our time Communist China is who makes treason prosperous. Communist
China is the largest criminal organization that the world has ever faced. There is
practically unlimited finances gained from drug dealing, copyright violation,
slave labor, human trafficking, prostitution, organ harvesting and many other
crimes. They have enough money to buy practically anything, or anyone, that
can be bought.

The fake news media has steered completely clear of any mention of the easily
provable fact that our votes were counted by a company owned by people who
are closely associated with Communists. This is particularly interesting in light
of the fact that they spent years, and cost the American taxpayers 40 million
dollars, with the completely baseless assertion of foreign manipulation of our
2016 elections, that is now known as the “Russian collusion hoax”. Where are all
of the news stories about foreign manipulation of our 2020 elections?
Lenin said:
“When the time comes for us to hang the capitalists, they will compete with each
other over the profits of selling us the rope.”

The Democratic Party, the American media, the major corporations, social media
and many colleges are now owned by Communist China.
We have the best politicians that money can buy.
Anyone who would sellout his country to Communists is a traitor, and should be
on the next plane to Gitmo.
9

Communists own our election tabulation system.
The electoral college will vote on December 14, 2020.
Unless the people wake up and take action NOW Communist China will be
running the American government. If Biden goes into the White House
Communist Chinese soldiers will be in our streets.

If this fraud is not reversed, and punished, America is no longer a free country.

General Flynn’s Emergency Message To America

http://targetfreedom.com/uncategorized/general-flynns-emergency-message-toamerica/

https://www.bitchute.com/video/XfVj3olMsC9A/

What is happening in America now, has happened in many other places, and
has been explained in the Communists own training manuals:

And Not a Shot Is Fired by Jan Kozak

http://americanistbookstore.com/products-page/books/and-not-a-shot-is-firedby-jan-kozak/

https://www.amazon.com/gp/offerlisting/057823663X/?f_collectible=true&ref_=olp_pc_skuc
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https://www.ebay.com/itm/324249056074

The Current Communist Attack on America
http://targetfreedom.com/uncategorized/current-communist-attack-on-america/

The Unseen Hand: by A. Ralph Epperson
http://americanistbookstore.com/products-page/books/the-unseen-hand/

12

Gen. McInerney Says It is Not Just Vote Fraud. It is TREASON, Punishable by
Death. He suggests that Trump should declare Martial Law
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https://www.bitchute.com/video/9RQXe0FzpeMt/

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jmZHlxt3xxY&feature=youtu.be&fbclid=IwAR
22PInemjabJ1JAyrJA0Up-dTeaUb5vmQpKWw-JpRp3TAiIUnCKIUqRhxw

Even though many of these suggestions are also dangerous steps, with regard
to the suspending of civil liberties, there is no doubt that there is a need for rapid
decisive action.
There is also no doubt that the arrest of these traitors could result in stopping
the whole Coup D’etat.
Many of these traitors will seek to avoid the death penalty by cooperating with
the prosecution of other traitors. We should certainly arrest traitors.
We should also certainly stop a traitor from overthrowing our government
through a fraudulent election.
We should stop that traitor from taking the power to give pardons to the other
traitors.
BUT we must STILL defend the constitutional rights of the American people.
We should never forget that a national emergency is the most common pathway
to tyranny.
We should never forget that taking power through crisis is the most common
tactic for creating tyranny.
We should all read And Not a Shot Is Fired so as to understand the tactic for
creating tyranny.

http://americanistbookstore.com/products-page/books/and-not-a-shot-is-firedby-jan-kozak/

We must not destroy freedom in the name of defending freedom.
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========
PLEASE PASS THIS MESSAGE ON
Thomas Jefferson said:
“The price of freedom is eternal vigilance.”
We add this:
“The battle for liberty is never won, and is never lost.
The battle for liberty always continues.
It is never too late, and it is never soon enough, to defend freedom.
No matter how enslaved we are, we always have hope.
No matter how free we are, we are never safe.
NOTHING EVER LIMITS THE GOVERNMENT, EXCEPT THE PEOPLE.
Any generation that fails to defend freedom will lose it.
The next generation will have to shed blood to gain it back.
When the defense of liberty becomes a crime, tyranny is already in force. At that
point failure to defend liberty makes slavery a certainty.
The day that government tries to disarm the people is the last good chance to
resist.” John Perna

=============
Please visit the ultimate resource for defending liberty.
CLICK HERE:
http://targetfreedom.com/
If you get a message that says “address is not valid” then copy and paste the
address into the address bar.
VISIT our Video Channel:
https://www.bitchute.com/channel/mSsEVbYu9aQo/
ALSO The Most Extensive Collection of Freedom Videos Ever Compiled:
http://targetfreedom.com/videos-to-watch/best-collection-of-freedom-videos/
John Perna
My email is:
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JPerna at sc.rr.com
which, if not censored, will show as:
JPerna@sc.rr.com
Are you looking for a book about defending liberty? Many rare and out of print
books are still available.
Look here:
http://americanistbookstore.com/
Then look here:
https://www.amazon.com/sp?&seller=A1AVPSERX4QF0E
Then click on the word “products”.
VISIT
Resist Subversives and Make America Great
Again https://www.facebook.com/groups/596275613899764/
and
https://groups.yahoo.com/neo/groups/ResistSubversivesMakeAmericaGreat/info

V ~ For Victory
THE CORRUPT FEAR US.
THE HONEST SUPP

__,_._,___
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 7, 2020 1:11 AM
Honky
[WhoDid911] Massive Gains For "Stop The Steal" Brings Victory Within Grasp

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

"Kick.The.NWO
"On today's live Election Countdown 2020 coverage, Harrison Smith breaks down how continuous
election fraud revelations and nationwide protests by patriots are turning the tide against the
Democrats and globalists determined to steal the election from the American people."
FULL SHOW 12-06-20 (109 min)
https://79days.news/watch?id=5fcd9fbc2a277a671fb3923d&list=5f47d479838dfb0597d3c06b
_
__._,_.___
Posted by: || <smacko9@comcast.net>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 2, 2020 8:46 PM
Honky
Trump: This may be the most important speech I've ever made, Georgia rally cips - Sidney Powell &
Lin Wood Hold Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Trump: This may be the most important speech I've ever made, Georgia rally cips - Sidney Powell &
Lin Wood Hold Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20

This may be the most important speech I've ever made.... - YouTube
46 min. video
Summary of Trump's speech at:
Trump: Election System ‘Under Coordinated Assault and Siege’

https://twitter.com/alexsalvinews/status/1334251110358372354
2 min. video clip from Trump's - This may be the most important speech I've ever made

Trump Calls for ‘Full Forensic Audit’ of Mail-In Ballots

Below are clips from Sidney Powell and Lin Wood Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20

‘ALL are at RISK of having been manipulated. I think that we will eventually find that the algorithm that
FLIPPED VOTES from Trump to Mr Biden was run ALL ACROSS THE COUNTRY.
https://twitter.com/DonnaWR8/status/1334274117508476929
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally

‘They want to know ‘Where’s your evidence?’ Oohhh, we’re going to show’em the evidence. There’s piles
of evidence. There’s mountains of evidence This election was a FRAUD on America. Donald Trump won
a massive landslide victory unparalleled in the HISTORY of this Country.’
https://twitter.com/DonnaWR8/status/1334236073162133504
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally

“We’re gonna send a message… It’s 1776 in America again, and you’re not gonna take our freedom...
We’re gonna send that message from Wills Park today all the way to Beijing China —we’re not gonna let
you take our county over."
18

https://twitter.com/LLinWood/status/1334263413971750915
2 min. video clip from Georgia rally

?????
https://twitter.com/alexsalvinews/status/1334251110358372354
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally

LIVE: Sidney Powell and Lin Wood Hold Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20 - YouTube
main part is from 21 min. to 67 min.
This may be the most important speech I've ever made.... - YouTube
46 min. video
Summary of Trump's speech at:
Trump: Election System ‘Under Coordinated Assault and Siege’
https://twitter.com/alexsalvinews/status/1334251110358372354
2 min. video clip from Trump's - This may be the most important speech I've ever made
Trump Calls for ‘Full Forensic Audit’ of Mail-In Ballots
Below are clips from Sidney Powell and Lin Wood Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20

‘ALL are at RISK of having been manipulated. I think that we will eventually find that the algorithm that
FLIPPED VOTES from Trump to Mr Biden was run ALL ACROSS THE COUNTRY.
https://twitter.com/DonnaWR8/status/1334274117508476929
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally

‘They want to know ‘Where’s your evidence?’ Oohhh, we’re going to show’em the evidence. There’s piles
of evidence. There’s mountains of evidence This election was a FRAUD on America. Donald Trump won
a massive landslide victory unparalleled in the HISTORY of this Country.’
https://twitter.com/DonnaWR8/status/1334236073162133504
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally

“We’re gonna send a message… It’s 1776 in America again, and you’re not gonna take our freedom...
We’re gonna send that message from Wills Park today all the way to Beijing China —we’re not gonna let
you take our county over."
https://twitter.com/LLinWood/status/1334263413971750915
2 min. video clip from Georgia rally
?????
https://twitter.com/alexsalvinews/status/1334251110358372354
1 min. video clip from Georgia rally
LIVE: Sidney Powell and Lin Wood Hold Press Conference in Atlanta 12/2/20 - YouTube
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main part is from 21 min. to 67 min.
__._,_.___
__,_._,___
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Friday, December 4, 2020 6:51 PM
Honky
BREAKING: Senator Mastriano DISCLOSES VICTORY PATH (ALL THE WAY TO THE SCOTUS IF
NECESSARY)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

BREAKING: Sen. Mastriano Discloses Trump Victory Path Following PA
Election Fraud Hearing
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Saturday, December 5, 2020 8:49 AM
Honky
[rightamerica] IN YOUR FACE NOW! Did you happen to catch that "BLUE SHIFT" phenomenon [sic]
i.e. "adjustments in vote tallies" metastasizing
7_Foley (309-362).pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Surely NOT to be confused with "swing shift" or "graveyard shift" ...
No need to retain Sherlock Holmes either, cuz this one
is a piece o' cake (as the saying goes) ...
[begin quote]

Building upon previous research on the “blue shift”
phenomenon, whereby adjustments in vote tallies during the
canvassing of returns tends to advantage Democratic
candidates, it is easy to imagine a dispute arising if this kind of
“blue shift” were consequential in the presidential race.
Using examples from both Pennsylvania and Arizona, two states
susceptible to significant “blue shifts” in previous elections,
the article shows how the dispute could reach Congress, where it
potentially might metastasize into a full-fledged constitutional crisis.
[end quote]
Sincerely yours,
/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.
Private Attorney General, Civil RICO: 18 U.S.C. 1964;
Agent of the United States as Qui Tam Relator (4X),
Federal Civil False Claims Act: 31 U.S.C. 3729 et seq.
All Rights Reserved ( cf. UCC 1-308 https://www.law.cornell.edu/ucc/1/1308 )
----- Forwarded Message ----22

From: Supreme Law Firm
Sent: Friday, December 4, 2020, 9:57:00 AM PST
Subject: "Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election: An Exercise in Election Risk Assessment and Management," by
Edward B. Foley, Loyola Univ. Chicago Law Journal

Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election:
An Exercise in Election Risk Assessment and Management
by Edward B. Foley

Loyola University Chicago Law Journal
Volume 51 Issue 2 Winter 2019
https://lawecommons.luc.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2719&context=luclj
also attached in .pdf format
also discussed here:
https://www.investmentwatchblog.com/in-september-2019-a-document-waspublished-that-details-the-2020-election-so-far-to-a-frighteningprecision-this-is-their-battle-plan/

In September 2019, a document was published that
details the 2020 election – so far – to a
frightening precision.
THIS IS THEIR BATTLE PLAN.
December 3, 2020 by IWB
Sincerely yours,
/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.
Private Attorney General, Civil RICO: 18 U.S.C. 1964;
Agent of the United States as Qui Tam Relator (4X),
Federal Civil False Claims Act: 31 U.S.C. 3729 et seq.
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Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election:
An Exercise in Election Risk Assessment
and Management
Edward B. Foley*
This Article considers the possibility that a major dispute over the
outcome of the 2020 presidential election could arise, even without foreign
interference or some other extraordinary event, but rather just from the
ordinary process of counting ballots. Building upon previous research on
the “blue shift” phenomenon, whereby adjustments in vote tallies during the
canvassing of returns tends to advantage Democratic candidates, it is easy
to imagine a dispute arising if this kind of “blue shift” were consequential
in the presidential race. Using examples from both Pennsylvania and
Arizona, two states susceptible to significant “blue shifts” in previous
elections, the article shows how the dispute could reach Congress, where it
potentially might metastasize into a full-fledged constitutional crisis. The
most frightening scenario is where the dispute remains unresolved on
January 20, 2021, the date for the inauguration of the new presidential term,
and the military is uncertain as to who is entitled to receive the nuclear codes
as commander-in-chief. In order to avoid this risk, Congress should amend
the relevant statute, 3 U.S.C. § 15.
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INTRODUCTION
It is Election Night 2020. This time it is all eyes on Pennsylvania, as
whoever wins the Keystone State will win an Electoral College majority.
Trump is ahead in the state by 20,000 votes, and he is tweeting “The race
is over. Another four years to keep Making America Great Again.”
The Associated Press (AP) and the networks have not yet declared
Trump winner. Although 20,000 is a sizable lead, they have learned in
recent years that numbers can shift before final, official certification of
election results. They are afraid of “calling” the election for Trump, only
to find themselves needing to retract the call—as they embarrassingly did
twenty years earlier, in 2000. Trump’s Democratic opponent, _________
(fill in the blank with whichever candidate you prefer; I will pick
Elizabeth Warren since at the moment she is the front-runner according
to prediction markets),1 is not conceding, claiming the race still too close
to call. Both candidates end the night without going in front of the
cameras.
In the morning, new numbers show Trump’s lead starting to slip, and
by noon it is below 20,000. Impatient, Trump holds an impromptu press
conference and announces:

1. See Who Will Win the 2020 Democratic Presidential Nomination?, PREDICTIT,
https://www.predictit.org/markets/detail/3633/Who-will-win-the-2020-Democratic-presidentialnomination (last visited Oct. 22, 2019) [https://perma.cc/KC2R-WAH8] (showing that would-be
bettors may wager thirty-nine cents per dollar of potential winnings should Senator Elizabeth
Warren win the Democratic nomination, while twenty cents must be wagered on former Vice
President Joseph Biden to win a dollar).
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I’ve won reelection. The results last night showed that I won
Pennsylvania by over 20,000 votes. Those results were complete, with
100 percent of precincts reporting. As far as I’m concerned, those
results are now final. I’m not going to let machine politicians in
Philadelphia steal my reelection victory from me—or from my voters!

Despite Trump’s protestations, the normal process of canvassing
election returns continues in Pennsylvania, and updated returns continue
to show Trump’s lead slipping away. First, it drops below 15,000. Then
10,000. Then 5,000. As this happens, Trump’s tweets become
increasingly incensed—and incendiary. “STOP THIS THEFT RIGHT NOW!!!”
“DON’T LET THEM STEAL THIS ELECTION FROM YOU!!!”
Protestors take to the streets, in Pennsylvania and elsewhere. So far,
the demonstrations, while rancorous, have remained nonviolent. Amid
police protection, the canvassing process in Pennsylvania has continued,
and Trump’s lead in the state diminishes even further.
Then, several days later, the lead flips. Now, Warren is ahead in
Pennsylvania. First by only a few hundred votes. Then, by a couple of
thousand votes. Although the AP and networks continue to declare the
race “too close to call,” it is Warren’s turn to take to the cameras declaring
victory.
Trump insists, by tweet and microphone, “THIS THEFT WILL NOT
STAND!!!” “WE ARE TAKING BACK OUR VICTORY.”
So begins the saga over the disputed result of the 2020 presidential
election.
This scenario is certainly plausible. Pennsylvania is, indeed, a pivotal
state in the 2020 presidential election—and potentially poised to be the
single state upon which the entire election turns. That role could also fall
to Wisconsin, or Florida again, or even Arizona. But it just as easily could
be Pennsylvania.2
Moreover, if the idea of a 20,000-lead on Election Night evaporating
entirely during the canvassing of returns seems implausible, think again.
Trump’s lead over Hillary Clinton in Pennsylvania did not disappear
completely, but it did drop by over 20,000 votes—23,659, to be precise—
between Election Night and the final, official certification of the result in
the state.3 Nor was that a fluke. In 2018, the Democratic candidates for
2. Analysis of which state(s) might be pivotal to the Electoral College outcome are based on
various political websites, including 538, Cook Political Report, and 270 to Win. See, e.g., 2020
Presidential
Election
Interactive
Map,
270TOWIN,
https://www.270towin.com/
[https://perma.cc/V73N-DL5L] (listing Arizona, Florida, Nebraska’s 2nd Congressional District,
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin as toss-ups).
3. Compare Presidential Results, WASH. POST, Nov. 10, 2016, at A43 (evidencing a 67,951vote margin between Mr. Trump and Secretary Clinton), with GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PA., CERTIFICATE OF ASCERTAINMENT OF PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS (Dec.
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both governor and United States senator in Pennsylvania increased their
leads over their Republican opponents by over 28,000 votes during the
equivalent canvassing period in that midterm election.4 Moreover, in
each of the three presidential elections before 2016 (2004, 2008, and
2012), the Democratic candidate gained over 22,000 votes in
Pennsylvania between Election Night and final certification of the official
results.5
Thus, it is not unreasonable to expect Trump’s Democratic opponent
in 2020 to gain on Trump by over 20,000 votes in Pennsylvania during
the period between Election Night and the final, official certification of
the canvass. The key question is whether this kind of gain simply extends
a lead that the Democratic candidate already has, comparable to what
occurred in two statewide races in 2018. Or whether, instead, it cuts into
a lead that Trump starts with on Election Night—and, if so, whether it is
enough of a gain for Trump’s Democratic opponent to overcome Trump’s
Election Night lead. In 2016, Hillary Clinton’s gain of 23,659 votes
during the canvassing process was not enough to flip Pennsylvania to her
column. Instead, it reduced a Trump lead of 67,951 in the state to “only”
44,292.6 But in 2020 a comparable gain for the Democrat could erase
entirely a 21,000-vote Election Night lead for Trump, converting the
result into a 2,500-vote margin of victory for the Democrat.
Pennsylvania is hardly aberrational in producing this kind of gain for
Democratic candidates during the canvassing process. Although this
phenomenon is still not widely understood by the electorate generally,
scholars and even the media have begun to take notice. In 2014, I
published an article entitled The Big Blue Shift to draw attention to this
development, hypothesizing that it is best explained as an unintended
byproduct of electoral reforms adopted in the wake of the 2000 fiasco,
12, 2016), available at https://www.archives.gov/federal-register/electoral-college/2016certificates/pdfs/ascertainment-pennsylvania.pdf [https://perma.cc/EJ37-V2SP] (proclaiming a
44,292-vote margin between the major-party candidates).
4. Compare U.S. Senate Results, WASH. POST, Nov. 8, 2018, at A26 (evidencing a 629,473vote margin between Senator Casey and Representative Barletta), with Official Returns Statewide:
2018 General Election, COMMONWEALTH PA. (Nov. 6, 2018) https://www.electionreturns.pa.gov/
General/SummaryResults?ElectionID=63&ElectionType=G&IsActive=0 [https://perma.cc/PFL8UVB2] (illustrating a 657,589-vote margin between the major-party candidates).
5. The Democratic vote swings were 22,790-, 23,863-, and 26,146-votes, respectively. Edward
B. Foley, A Big Blue Shift: Measuring an Asymmetrically Increasing Margin of Litigation, 28 J.L.
& POL. 501, 537 (2013) [hereinafter Big Blue Shift], available at http://files.www.
lawandpolitics.org/content/vol-xxvii-no-4/Foley_Color_116.pdf [https://perma.cc/NF3L-B9TV].
6. Trump’s final official total for Pennsylvania was 2,970,733, and Clinton’s was 2,926,441.
PA 2016 CERTIFICATE OF ASCERTAINMENT, supra note 3. According to the initial returns reported
in the Washington Post, Trump had 2,912,442, and Clinton has 2,844,491. Presidential Results,
supra note 3. The difference between Trump’s initial lead of 67,951 and his final victory margin of
44,292 is a shift towards Clinton of 23,659.
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most specifically the advent of provisional ballots and the increased use
of absentee voting.7 (One possible factor is that provisional ballots, which
became nationally mandated by the Help America Vote Act of 2002 and
which are necessarily counted during the canvassing process after
Election Night once their validity has been verified, tend to be cast by
voters of demographic groups who support Democratic candidates. But
while this factor undoubtedly contributes to the phenomenon, the number
of provisional ballots generally is not large enough to account for the
entirely of the “blue shift” phenomenon, and the remainder of the
explanation is still uncertain.) Whatever the exact causal mechanism—
we are still in the early stages of studying the phenomenon—this kind of
“overtime” gain by Democrats, after Election Night and before final
certification of the canvass, achieved national salience in the 2018
midterms.8
Indeed, this blue shift flipped the result of one major election: the
Arizona US Senate race. Martha McSally, the Republican candidate, held
a lead of 15,403 votes a day after Election Day.9 But by the time the
canvassing of returns was complete, her Democratic opponent, Kyrsten
Sinema had won by 55,900—a gigantic overtime gain of 71,303 votes
during the canvassing process.10
But most consideration of the blue shift in 2018 focused on Florida.
Both the United States Senate and governor’s races in that perennial
battleground ended up extremely close. A day after Election Day, the
Republican candidates were ahead in both, but by only 30,264 votes in
the Senate race and only 50,879 in the gubernatorial election.11 As the
7. Big Blue Shift, supra note 5.
8. See Edward B. Foley & Charles Stewart III, The Election Might Not End on Tuesday Night
— And That’s Okay, WASH. POST (Nov. 4, 2016), https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/theelection-might-not-end-on-tuesday-night—and-thats-okay/2016/11/04/b93e6ca4-a294-11e6-a44d
-cc2898cfab06_story.html?utm_term=.8906211a1be5 [https://perma.cc/U88Y-VCLV] (discussing
the phenomenon of the “overtime” vote ahead of the 2018 midterm general election); see also
Edward B. Foley & Charles Stewart III, Research Paper 2015-21: Explaining the Blue Shift in
Election Canvassing (Sept. 12, 2015) (unpublished manuscript) (on file with the Massachusetts
Institute of Technology Political Science Department), available at https://papers.ssrn.com/
sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2653456 [https://perma.cc/YDR9-APMU] (empirically analyzing the
“overtime” vote phenomenon).
9. U.S. Senate Results, supra note 4 (demonstrating McSally’s lead over her opponent the day
after the election).
10. Official results are available on the Arizona Secretary of State’s website. ARIZ. SEC’Y OF
STATE, STATE OF ARIZONA OFFICIAL CANVASS (Nov. 30, 2018), available at
https://azsos.gov/sites/default/files/2018%201203%20Signed%20Official%20Statewide%20Canv
ass.pdf. [https://perma.cc/V7WW-GHUV].
11. U.S. Senate Results, supra note 4 (evidencing the Republican Senate candidate ahead of his
Democratic opponent the day after the election); Governor Results, WASH. POST, Nov. 8, 2018, at
A27.
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blue shift started to erode these leads, Republicans became fearful that
their leads, like McSally’s in Arizona, might disappear completely.
Trump himself took to Twitter, proclaiming: “The Florida Election
should be called in favor of Rick Scott and Ron DeSantis in that large
numbers of new ballots showed up out of nowhere, and many ballots are
missing or forged. An honest vote count is no longer possible-ballots
massively infected. Must go with Election Night!”12
Ultimately, the GOP held on to win both these statewide races. The
Democratic candidate for Senate, incumbent Bill Nelson, gained 20,231
votes during the canvass, but that still left Rick Scott with a narrow
10,033-vote margin of victory.13 Likewise, the Democratic candidate for
governor, Andrew Gillum, gained 18,416, leaving Ron DeSantis with a
somewhat more comfortable 32,463-vote margin.14
Still, 2018 made this much clear: If the blue shift in a prominent
midterm election can cause Trump to tweet about sticking with the
Election Night tally in order to preserve a Republican lead, it is easy to
imagine him doing something similar in the context of his own reelection
effort in 2020. Thus, if Pennsylvania were to end up the pivotal state in
the presidential election, and if Trump were to have a narrow lead there
on Election Night, we can expect him to do whatever he can—tweeting
and more—to freeze that lead in place and prevent a blue shift from
erasing it.
We can endeavor to contemplate all the different ways Trump might
try to stop an Election Night lead from slipping away, whether through
litigation or otherwise. Fundamentally, however, it makes sense to focus
on the possibility that there remains a basic conflict over the outcome of
a pivotal state, like Pennsylvania. On the one hand, Trump keeps insisting
that only the Election Night results, which show him in the lead, are valid.
On the other hand, if the canvassing process does show that lead
evaporating, thereby putting Trump’s Democratic opponent ahead (or
even just potentially so), then the Democrats will insist that the results
shown by the canvass are the valid ones. The key question, then, is how
this basic dispute plays out—and ultimately gets resolved.

12. Michael Burke, Trump Says Florida Elections Should Be Called for Scott, DeSantis, HILL
(Nov. 12, 2018), https://thehill.com/homenews/administration/416183-trump-says-floridaelections-should-be-called-for-scott-desantis [https://perma.cc/H4L8-CW8S].
13. Compare U.S. Senate Results, supra note 4, with November 6, 2019 General Election:
Official Results, FLA. DEP’T ST. DIV. ELECTIONS (Nov. 6, 2018) [hereinafter Florida General
Election Results], https://results.elections.myflorida.com/Index.asp?ElectionDate=11/6/2018&
[https://perma.cc/R9AB-HUW8].
14. Compare Governor Results, supra note 11, with Florida General Election Results, supra
note 13.
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I. FROM NOVEMBER 3, 2020 THROUGH DECEMBER 14, 2020
A. What Could Happen
Despite protests and counter-protests, and lawsuits and counterlawsuits—each side accusing the other of attempting to steal an election
that is rightfully theirs—Pennsylvania’s election officials certify the
result as a miniscule 2,500-vote victory for Warren, based on the strength
of the “overtime” votes counted during the canvassing process. This
official certification, of course, is not technically that Warren herself has
won Pennsylvania’s electoral votes, but rather than the slate of
presidential electors pledged to Warren have won, based on the popular
vote, the right to serve as the state’s electors. Pennsylvania’s governor so
certifies pursuant to state law.15 Also, as required by Congress, the
governor sends this “certificate of ascertainment” to the National
Archives, thereby notifying the federal government who has been
officially appointed the state’s electors.16 These electors then meet on the
day appointed by Congress (Monday, December 14) and indeed cast their
20 electoral votes for Warren. These electors then dutifully transmit a
certificate of their votes to “the President of the Senate,” as well as
sending a copy to the National Archives, both submissions as specified
by Congress.17
But this is not all that happens in Pennsylvania during this time. At
Trump’s urging, the state’s legislature—where Republicans have
majorities in both houses—purports to exercise its authority under Article
II of the Constitution to appoint the state’s presidential electors directly.
Taking their cue from Trump, both legislative chambers claim that the
certified popular vote cannot be trusted because of the blue shift that
occurred in overtime. Therefore, the two chambers claim to have the
constitutional right to supersede the popular vote and assert direct
authority to appoint the state’s presidential electors, so that this
appointment is in line with the popular vote tally as it existed on Election
Night, which Trump continues to claim is the “true” outcome. The state’s
Democratic governor refuses to assent to this assertion of authority by the
state’s legislature, but the legislature’s two chambers proclaim that the
governor’s assent is unnecessary. They cite early historical practices in
15. See 25 PA. STAT. AND CONS. STAT. ANN. § 3166 (West 2019) (“[O]n receiving and
computing the returns of the election of presidential electors . . . the Governor . . . shall enumerate
and ascertain the number of votes given for each person so voted for, and shall cause a certificate
of election to be delivered . . . .”).
16. 3 U.S.C. § 6 (2018).
17. See 3 U.S.C. § 11 (2018) (“They shall forthwith forward by registered mail one of the
[certificates so made by them] to the President of the Senate at the seat of government.”).
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which state legislatures appointed presidential electors without any
involvement of the state’s governor.18 They argue that like constitutional
amendments, and unlike ordinary legislation, the appointment of
presidential electors when undertaken directly by a state legislature is not
subject to a gubernatorial veto.19
Although the governor refuses to certify this direct legislative
appointment of presidential electors, the Republican-pledged electors
who have been purportedly appointed by the legislature proceed to
conduct their own meeting on the day that Congress has specified for the
casting of electoral votes (again, Monday, December 14). At this meeting,
they cast “their” 20 electoral votes for Trump. They, too, purport to
certify these votes by sending a certificate to the President of the Senate
and a copy to the National Archives, according to the procedures
specified by Congress.
Thus, when Congress meets on January 6, 2021 to count the electoral
votes from the states, there are two conflicting certificates of electoral
votes from Pennsylvania. One submission, from the Democratic electors
and reflecting the governor’s certificate of ascertainment, records
Pennsylvania’s 20 electoral votes for Warren. The other, from the
Republican electors and reflecting the legislature’s purported direct
appointment, records Pennsylvania’s electoral votes for Trump.
And so, the controversy over Pennsylvania has reached Congress.
B. Analysis
It might seem far-fetched to think that the Pennsylvania legislature
would attempt to negate the popular vote of the state’s electorate in the
18. See EDWARD B. FOLEY, PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS AND MAJORITY RULE: THE RISE,
DECLINE, AND POTENTIAL RESTORATION OF THE JEFFERSONIAN ELECTORAL COLLEGE 16–26,
55–61 (2019) (recounting practices of state legislatures both before and after adoption of the
Twelfth Amendment).
19. One could consider the possibility that Pennsylvania’s governor, or judiciary, might attempt
to prevent the two chambers of the state’s legislature meeting for this purpose. For this analysis, I
shall assume that any such attempt would either not occur or not be successful. At the extreme, the
Republican members of the state legislature would likely be able to find a place to assemble, even
if it were not the official statehouse even if their meeting otherwise lacked the appearance of an
official session of the state’s legislative chambers. Even so, these Republican members of the state
legislature could purport to be engaged in an official legislative session, even if meeting in unusual
circumstances, and thus could purport to be appointing the state’s presidential electors pursuant to
the state legislature’s constitutional authority to do so. The Trump-pledged Republican electors
then could assert that they were meeting pursuant to this purported legislative appointment.
(Moreover, even if these irregular legislative sessions never occurred, the Trump-pledged
Republican electors might themselves meet, saying that they would have been appointed by the
state’s legislature if the legislature had not unlawfully been denied the opportunity to assemble, and
thus their electoral votes should be considered by Congress as valid as if the legislature has
successfully met to appoint them.)
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2020 presidential election. Even with Trump urging Republicans to make
this move, it might be too much of a power grab. One would hope that
American politics have not become so tribal that a political party is
willing to seize power without a plausible basis for doing so rooted in the
actual votes of the citizenry.20
Thus, ultimately, the likelihood of this scenario occurring may depend
upon how much doubt can be cast upon the officially certified canvass of
the popular vote—and thus the plausibility of the claim that the blue shift
in the overtime count amounts to a theft of an Election Night victory that
was rightfully Trump’s. If during the canvass itself, Trump can gain
traction with his allegation that the blue shift amounts to fraudulently
fabricated ballots—along the lines of his 2018 tweet about Florida—then
it becomes more politically tenable to claim that the legislature must step
in and appoint the state’s electors directly to reflect the “true” will of the
state’s voters, who otherwise would be deprived of the result they
mandated as reflected on Election Night. (In 2000, Florida’s legislature
was preparing to take this kind of step, which became unnecessary once
the Supreme Court halted the recount.)21
Unless and until we are in the midst of the situation itself, we can only
speculate the kind of allegations that might be raised in an effort to cast
doubt on overtime votes counted during the canvass. Presumably
provisional ballots would be attacked as ineligible for counting, as would
any absentee ballots not previously counted, because when one is ahead
and attempting to preserve a lead, the goal is to shut down the counting
process as much as possible. Heavily Democratic precincts would be
closely scrutinized for any voting irregularities. An effort might be made
to invalidate entire precincts, especially in urban areas, based on slight
discrepancies—as often occur for innocent reasons—between the number
of voters who sign the precinct’s pollbooks and the number of ballots cast
in the precinct.22 Drawing upon the historical legacy of improper
20. But there is increasing concern that both major political parties in the U.S. do not share a
commitment to conduct their electoral competition by means of a fair democratic process. See, e.g.,
Michael Tomasky, Do the Republicans Even Believe in Democracy Anymore?, N.Y. TIMES (July
1,
2019),
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/07/01/opinion/republicans-trump-democracy.html
[https://perma.cc/A5T4-ZK5J] (“[R]ather than simply playing the game, the Republicans are
simultaneously trying to rig the game’s rules so that they never lose.”).
21. Edward B. Foley, Bush v. Gore: The Court Stops the Recount, in ELECTION LAW STORIES
541, 542–43 (Joshua A. Douglas & Eugene Mazo eds., 2016).
22. There is some statutory and judicial authority in Pennsylvania that could be cited in an effort
to support such invalidation of the votes from entire electoral districts. See 25 PA. STAT. AND CONS.
STAT. ANN. § 3154 (West 2019); see also In re Dunmore Burrough Election, 42 Pa. D. & C. 215,
218–19 (Ct. Com. Pl. Lackawanna Cnty. 1941). Citing these sources here is not to endorse the idea
that, correctly understood, they properly would support any such invalidation of votes in 2020, but
rather only to observe that a litigant could endeavor to so cite them in an effort to prevail on this
point.
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practices conducted by big-city machine politicians, including in
Philadelphia, one can easily imagine Trump and his Republican
supporters pointing to any evidence that might support a narrative of
Philadelphian misdeeds undermining his victory. It would not take much
to set this tale spinning. Remember what happened in Florida in 2018,
specifically in Broward County: There, the local election administrator
acted improperly with respect to the handling of ballots, and that became
a potential basis for challenging the entire result statewide. If something
similar happened in Philadelphia, one can imagine that Republicans
would invoke it as grounds for discarding the results of the canvass and
substituting instead directly appointed presidential electors.
Undoubtedly, Trump would go to court in an effort to prevent
certification of the canvass based on the blue shift “overtime” vote. He
would certainly be in a more favorable posture if a judicial decree blocked
the counting of these extra votes and required, instead, that the canvass
be certified with a result showing Trump having won the popular vote in
the state. Even better, from Trump’s perspective, would be a court order
requiring the state’s governor to certify a popular vote victory for his
Republican slate of electors. Then there would be no need for the state
legislature to appoint the Republican electors directly, and no conflicting
submissions to Congress of two separate certificates of electoral votes
from Pennsylvania. Instead, the President of the Senate would receive a
single submission, based on this judicial decree, showing only Trump to
have won the state’s 20 electoral votes. Thus, Trump almost certainly
would try to obtain this kind of court decree, either from state or federal
court—or even both.
But Trump need not win in court in order to press his case to Congress.
As long as he gets the state legislature to appoint his presidential electors
directly, and those electors submit their purported electoral votes to the
President of the Senate—who happens to be his vice president, Mike
Pence—he has a fighting chance. His position is much weaker than if
Pennsylvania sends Pence only one certificate of electoral votes that
supports him. But Trump has no chance at all if Pennsylvania sends only
one certificate that supports Warren.23 Thus, if Trump cannot get a court
to block the governor’s certificate of ascertainment showing Warren’s
electors as duly appointed based on their popular-vote victory, then it is
imperative from Trump’s perspective that the state legislature purport to
supersede this popular vote with its own direct appointment of the state’s
23. This point assumes that the Democrats will control the House of Representatives, which
will vote to accept the 20 electoral votes from Pennsylvania in favor of Warren. Only if Mike Pence
could get away with nullifying those votes solely on his own (without any conflicting electoral
votes from the state in favor of Trump)—an exceedingly implausible scenario—could Trump
prevail in preventing Pennsylvania from giving Warren an Electoral College majority.
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presidential electors—and for Pence to receive from Pennsylvania a
second certificate of electoral votes, ones cast for Trump based on this
purported legislative appointment.
There is good reason to think that this purported legislative
appointment of electors would be invalid as a matter of state or federal
law, or both. To be sure, the federal Constitution unquestionably gives
state legislatures the authority to engage in direct appointment of
presidential electors. Moreover, it is also true that when exercising this
federal constitutional authority there is no need for the state legislature to
provide for gubernatorial involvement.24 Thus, one might think that the
two houses of the Pennsylvania legislature, without any legal obstacle,
could supersede a popular vote with direct appointment of electors. While
it might be undemocratic, it would not seem unlawful.
But that conclusion would be too quick. While it is undoubtedly true
that for future elections a state legislature could change the method of
appointing presidential electors from a popular vote to direct
appointment, there are at least two significant legal obstacles to consider
with respect to an attempt by a state legislature to assert direct
appointment authority after a popular vote to appoint electors has already
taken place.
First, insofar as this popular vote occurred pursuant to state legislation
enacted using ordinary state legislative procedures, including
presentment to the governor for possible veto, a strong argument can be
made that this method of appointing electors cannot be undone except by
a new state statute enacted using the same ordinary methods of
legislation. In other words, even if the state legislature wants to return to
a method of appointment with no gubernatorial involvement, the
legislature first would need to repeal—by ordinary legislative methods—
the statute that authorized appointment by means of a popular vote.
Second, the legislature would need to change in this appointment method
before, not after, electors had already been appointed by means of a
popular vote. The legislature is always free to make this move for next
time, but it cannot—at least not without violating the due process clause
of the Constitution—undo an appointment of electors already made.25
24. In the early days to the Republic, when state legislatures choose to appoint electors directly,
they debated whether to do so in joint sessions of both legislative chambers, or separate sessions,
but they did not view this legislative appointment as requiring gubernatorial assent. See FOLEY,
supra note 18, at 17.
25. See Roe v. Alabama, 43 F.3d 574, 580–81 (11th Cir. 1995) (first quoting Yick Wo v.
Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356, 370 (1886); and then quoting Curry v. Baker, 802 F.2d 1302, 1315 (11th
Cir. 1986)) (“The right of suffrage is ‘a fundamental political right . . . .’ If, however, ‘the election
process itself reaches the point of a patent and fundamental unfairness, a violation of the due process
clause may be indicated . . . .’”). For a discussion of the election that gave rise to this Roe v. Alabama
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While these legal arguments are powerful, they ultimately may not
matter. As we shall shortly see, what matters is whether or not Congress
receives a submission of electoral votes from a state, not whether that
submission is legally valid according to some standard that Congress
might not recognize as binding. Thus, the two houses of Pennsylvania’s
legislature may not be legally entitled to negate popular appointment of
the state’s presidential electors after that appointment has occurred. The
legislature may require concurrence of the governor before any such
move could be considered a valid rescission of the statute authorizing
popular appointment. Even so, if the two houses of the state legislature
purport to do this, and if the electors purportedly appointed meet and cast
their electoral votes—and, most importantly, if these electors send their
electoral votes to the President of the Senate—then the President of the
Senate has these electoral votes in hand. That is enough for Congress to
consider the votes and potentially accept those votes as the authoritative
electoral votes from Pennsylvania.
Also, it is worth noting that the strength of any argument against direct
legislative appointment of presidential electors may depend heavily on
the specific factual context in which such direct legislative appointment
is attempted. In a genuine emergency, for example, it would not raise
serious due process concerns for a state legislature to step in and appoint
presidential electors directly when otherwise the state would risk losing
its opportunity to participate in the presidential election altogether.
Indeed, Congress itself has explicitly recognized that “the electors may
be appointed on a subsequent day in such a manner as the legislature of
such State may direct” if and when “any State has held an election for the
purpose of choosing electors, and has failed to make a choice.”26 Thus, if
there were a successful cyberattack on Pennsylvania’s electoral
infrastructure, thereby preventing the state from appointing presidential
electors by means of a popular vote on Tuesday, November 3, there is

precedent, as well as related rulings in the litigation, see EDWARD B. FOLEY, BALLOT BATTLES:
THE HISTORY OF DISPUTED ELECTIONS IN THE UNITED STATES 267–77 (2016) [hereinafter
BALLOT BATTLES]. More recently, the American Law Institute (ALI) has developed principles for
the resolution of ballot-counting disputes that identifies this “due process” concern as a paramount
principle that all elections should follow. Specifically, section 201 of these ALI principles provides:
“Whenever the state’s rules and procedures for the counting of ballots have been prescribed in
advance of an election . . . those rules and procedures shall be followed as prescribed, unless doing
so would violate the U.S. Constitution or other federal law.” The Reporters’ Notes to Section 201
provide additional analysis of the relationship of the Roe v. Alabama due process precedent to this
basic principle. A.L.I., PRINCIPLES OF THE LAW, ELECTION ADMINISTRATION: NON-PRECINCT
VOTING AND RESOLUTION OF BALLOT-COUNTING DISPUTES § 201, at 77–78 (2019) (discussing
the Roe case in relation to principles of due process).
26.
3 U.S.C. § 2 (2018).
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little doubt that the state’s legislature could appoint electors directly as its
chosen method for a backup method of appointment.27
In this particular circumstance, moreover, the governor would have no
basis for standing in the way of this direct legislative appointment without
any gubernatorial involvement; nor would due process pose any obstacle.
Accordingly, as a matter of how persuasive a Trump effort at direct
legislative appointment of electors would be, it might well depend on how
successfully he could draw an analogy to a genuine emergency situation,
like a cyberattack. If he were unable to convince anyone that the blue
shift in the overtime count was anything other than the normal process of
canvassing election returns, his argument for direct legislative
appointment of electors would be correspondingly weak. Conversely, if
he was able to convince at least his own Republican supporters that the
blue shift was an electoral calamity comparable to a cyberattack, thereby
nullifying the validity of the canvass and the overtime count, his
argument that direct legislative appointment was necessary to fill the void
left by the invalid blue shift would strengthen correspondingly at least in
the eyes of his own supporters.
In any event, this analysis will proceed on the assumption that Mike
Pence, as President of the Senate, receives two sets of electoral votes from
Pennsylvania: one reflecting the count of the canvass, certified by the
governor; and the other reflecting the legislature’s assertion of its
authority to directly appoint the state’s electors.
II. FROM JANUARY 6, 2021, THROUGH JANUARY 20, 2021
A. What Could Happen
As January 6, 2021 approaches, the two parties take to cable news and
social media to test various arguments as to why their candidate is the
winner entitled to be inaugurated as president on January 20. Some
Republicans take the especially aggressive position that Mike Pence, as
President of the Senate, has the unilateral authority under the Twelfth
Amendment to decide which certificate of electoral votes from
Pennsylvania is the authoritative one entitled to be counted in Congress
and that he, accordingly, will count the certificate from the electors
appointed by the state legislature because the Constitution authorizes the
state legislature to choose the method of appointing electors.
These Republicans point to the historical pedigree of this position,
observing that Republicans made the same argument during the disputed
27.
See id. (“Whenever any State has held an election for the purpose of choosing electors,
and has failed to make a choice on the day prescribed by law, the electors may be appointed on a
subsequent day in such a manner as the legislature of such State may direct.”).
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election of 1876 and that at least some recent law journal scholarship has
supported this position.28 Unembarrassed by the apparent conflict of
interest caused by Mike Pence simultaneously being a candidate for
reelection and arbiter of the electoral dispute, these Republicans observe
that Thomas Jefferson was in essentially the same position during the
disputed election of 1800 and yet the Twelfth Amendment left this
provision in place when Congress rewrote the procedures for the
Electoral College afterwards. While it is true that an incumbent VicePresident might have a direct personal stake in the electoral dispute to be
resolved, the Republicans argue, at least the glare of the spotlight is
focused on whatever the vice president does in this situation, and
everyone will be able to judge whether the vice president acted honorably
or dishonorably in resolving the dispute.
Other Republicans offer an alternative argument, which would still
lead to Trump’s reelection. They contend that, under the proper
interpretation of the operative federal statute—the Electoral Count Act of
1887—Pennsylvania’s electoral votes must be discarded because both
conflicting submissions of electoral votes from the state purport to be
timely and authoritative under state law.29 Because neither submission
has inherently higher status from a federal vantage point, according to
this alternative argument, both submissions in effect cancel each other
out, and there are no electoral votes from Pennsylvania to be counted.
Moreover, this argument continues, Pennsylvania’s failure to appoint
electors in a manner capable of recognition by Congress alters the
arithmetic for determining which candidate won an Electoral College
majority. Because Pennsylvania did not validly appoint any electors, only
a total of 518 electors were appointed (the usual 538 minus
Pennsylvania’s 20). Trump won an undisputed 260 Electoral College
votes apart from the controversy over Pennsylvania. Because 260 is a
bare majority of 518, these Republicans contend that Trump has secured
“a majority of the whole number of electors appointed,” within the
meaning of the Twelfth Amendment, and thus must be recognized as the
duly elected president for a second term.
Democrats will have none of this. They contend that the constitutional
argument that would give Mike Pence the power to declare himself and
Trump reelected is preposterous and that, to the contrary, Congress has
the authority to enact a law to govern the resolution of a dispute over the
proper electoral votes from a state. The Electoral Count Act of 1887 is
28. Vasan Kesavan, Is the Electoral Count Act Unconstitutional?, 80 N.C. L. REV. 1653, 1688–
90, 1699–1701 (2002).
29. 3 U.S.C. § 15 (2018).
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that law, they argue. They further contend that, properly interpreted, the
statute requires the certificate bearing the governor’s signature to be
accepted by Congress as authoritative.30 Even if one chamber of
Congress wishes to repudiate the validity of that gubernatorial certificate,
the Electoral Count Act requires its votes for Warren to be counted as
long as one house of Congress considers it valid.31 The Democrats
observe that Speaker Nancy Pelosi already has made clear that on
January 6 a majority in the House of Representatives will vote to accept
electoral votes from Pennsylvania as certified by the state’s governor and
thus America should be preparing for the inauguration of Elizabeth
Warren as its next president on January 20.
As a fallback position, other Democrats argue that if the dispute over
Pennsylvania remains unresolved on January 20, then no candidate shall
have been “qualified” for either president or vice-president within the
meaning of the Twentieth Amendment. Therefore, they argue, under the
succession statute enacted by Congress, Nancy Pelosi, upon resignation
as Speaker, is to serve as acting president until such time as the dispute is
resolved and a president shall have “qualified” as recognized by
Congress. While Pelosi herself has made abundantly plain her preference
that Warren be recognized and inaugurated as the duly elected president,
she is prepared to assume the responsibilities of acting president for as
long as necessary, which is for as long as Republicans refuse to
acknowledge the lawfulness and legitimacy of Warren’s election. Since
Republicans cannot prevail in this contest, these Democrats argue, they
should acquiesce in Warren’s election and thus avoid the extra
complications associated with Pelosi operating as an Acting President.
Republicans, in turn, scoff at these arguments made by Democrats.
They continue to claim that Trump is the one duly elected. They and
Trump himself assert that the country must move forward toward the
inauguration of Trump’s second term on January 20.
B. Analysis
The procedures for handling a disputed presidential election that
reaches Congress are regrettably, and embarrassingly, deficient. The
country was spared the agony of having to suffer the invocation of these
procedures in 2000. The dispute over that year’s presidential election did
not last all the way to Congress. Instead, Al Gore refused to carry that
dispute forward—despite the contrary urging of his advisers, including

30. For further details of this statutory analysis, see infra pp. 351–61.
31. Id.
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Ron Klain—after the United States Supreme Court ruled against him in
Bush v. Gore.32
There is absolutely no guarantee, however, that a disputed presidential
election in 2020 would not reach Congress. Indeed, as explained above,
the analysis here is premised on the assumption that Trump easily could
take a dispute over an outcome-determinative blue shift in the overtime
count all the way to Congress. Trump could do so by having the state
legislature send a second certificate of electoral vote, ones supporting
him, to “compete” in Congress against a conflicting certificate of
electoral votes from the same state, these other ones supporting his
Democratic opponent based on the blue shift count in overtime. Thus, as
part of an effort to prepare for the risk of a disputed presidential election
in 2020, it is imperative to consider how the embarrassingly deficient
procedures might operate if they were actually called into play.
The Constitution itself says remarkably little relevant to this topic, and
what it does say is shockingly ambiguous. Here is the applicable text of
the Twelfth Amendment:
[T]he President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and
House of Representatives, open all the certificates and the votes shall
then be counted;—
The person having the greatest number of votes for President, shall be
the President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of
electors appointed; and if no person have such majority, then from the
persons having the highest numbers not exceeding three on the list of
those voted for as President, the House of Representatives shall choose
immediately, by ballot, the President.33

The first thing to observe about this constitutional language is that the
critical sentence is written in the passive voice: “the votes shall then be
counted.” Here, thus, is the first frustrating ambiguity. It could be the
“President of the Senate” who does the counting; or, after the President
of the Senate has finished the role of “open[ing] the certificates” then the
whole Congress, in this special joint session, collectively counts the
electoral votes.
Either way, this language contains no provision for what to do in the
event of a dispute, whether with respect to the “certificates” to be
“open[ed]” or with respect to the “votes” contained therein. It certainly
says nothing about what to do if the President of the Senate has received
two conflicting certificates of electoral votes from the same state, each
32. See generally Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98 (2000) (per curiam); see also id. at 110 (“Because
it is evident that any recount . . . will be unconstitutional . . . we reverse the judgement of the
Supreme Court of Florida ordering a recount to proceed.”).
33. U. S. CONST. amend. XII.
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certificate purporting to come from the state’s authoritatively appointed
electors. As the distinguished jurist Joseph Story observed early in the
nineteenth century, this crucial constitutional language in the Twelfth
Amendment appears to have been written without imaging that it might
ever be possible for this sort of dispute to arise.34
Despite its ambiguity, or perhaps because of it, the peculiar passivevoice phrasing of this crucial sentence opens up the possibility of
interpreting it to provide that the “President of the Senate” has the
exclusive constitutional authority to determine which “certificates” to
“open” and thus which electoral votes “to be counted.” This interpretation
can derive support from the observation that the President of the Senate
is the only officer, or instrumentality, of government given an active role
in the process of opening the certificates and counting the electoral votes
from the states. The Senate and House of Representatives, on this view,
have an observational role only. The opening and counting are conducted
in their “presence”—for the sake of transparency—but these two
legislative bodies do not actually take any actions of their own in this
opening and counting process. How could they? Under the Constitution,
the Senate and the House of Representatives only act separately, as
entirely distinct legislative chambers. They have no constitutional way to
act together as one amalgamated corpus. Thus, they can only watch as the
President of the Senate opens the certificates of electoral votes from the
states and announces the count of the electoral votes contained therein.
This interpretation of the Twelfth Amendment is bolstered, moreover,
by the further observation that the responsibility to definitively decide
which electoral votes from each state are entitled to be counted must be
lodged ultimately in some singular authority of the federal government.
If one body could decide the question one way, while another body could
reach the opposite conclusion, then there inevitably is a stalemate unless
and until a single authority is identified with the power to settle the matter
once and for all. Given the language of the Twelfth Amendment,
whatever its ambiguity and potential policy objections, there is no other
possible single authority to identify for this purpose besides the President
of the Senate.
This role could have been vested in the chief justice of the United
States, as is the constitutional authority to preside over the trial of an
impeachment of the president. Or disputes of this nature could have been
referred directly to the Supreme Court, as a singular corporate body, for
definitive resolution there. But the Constitution does neither; nor does it
make any other such provision. Thus, according to this argument, the
34. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 72 (“It seems to have been taken for granted that
no question could ever arise on the subject.”) (citations omitted).
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inevitable implication of the Twelfth Amendment’s text is that it vests
this ultimate singular authority, for better or worse, in the President of the
Senate. Subject only to the joint observational role of the Senate and
House of Representatives, the President of the Senate decides
authoritatively what “certificates” from the states to “open” and thus what
electoral votes are “to be counted.”
Whatever each of us personally thinks of this interpretative argument,
it is necessary to acknowledge that it has a significant historical
pedigree.35 It routinely had its advocates in the years leading up to the
disputed election of 1876. During that intense dispute, it was
conveniently invoked by Republicans, since the President of the Senate
was one of their own at the time.36 After the resolution of that ugly
dispute, the argument was resurrected by some during the congressional
debates that led to passage of the Electoral Count Act of 1887, including
the claim that this Act is unconstitutional because it interferes with the
exclusive authority vested in the President of the Senate to determine
which electoral votes from the states to count. That claim was repeated
after passage of this Act.37 Indeed, it has been repeated recently—and
forcefully—in a law review article written after Bush v. Gore in
contemplation of what might transpire if and when another disputed
presidential election ever reaches Congress.38 Trump and his supporters
would almost certainly invoke this argument if and when it was to his
advantage to do so.
For as long as this argument has been made, however, it has had its
vociferous detractors. The Necessary and Proper Clause, the
counterargument goes, gives Congress ample legislative authority to fill
the gaps and clarify the ambiguities that exist in the text of the Twelfth
Amendment itself.39 It would be unseemly (or worse) to leave the
exclusive power to resolve disputes over the electoral votes of a state in
the hands of the Senate president—especially when the Senate president
is one of the candidates directly involved in the dispute, as has been the
case multiple times, including Gore in 2000 and Nixon in 1960. Thus, it
should be clear that Congress may invoke its Necessary and Proper
Clause power to enact a statute that provides for an alternative
mechanism for resolving a dispute over the electoral votes from a state.
35. For a discussion of this history, see generally Nathan L. Colvin & Edward B. Foley, The
Twelfth Amendment: A Constitutional Ticking Time Bomb, 64 U. MIAMI L. REV. 475 (2010).
36. Not the vice-president of the United States, who had died, but Thomas Ferry, President pro
tempore.
37. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 151–60 (recounting the historical debates
surrounding whether or not the Electoral Count Act of 1887 is constitutional).
38. See generally Kesavan, supra note 28.
39. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 125–32 (discussing the arguments and
counterarguments surrounding the textual ambiguities of the Twelfth Amendment).
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According to this counterargument, the Electoral Count Act of 1887, as
imperfect as it may be as a policy and legislative drafting matter, is an
entirely appropriate exercise of this Necessary and Proper power as a
matter of constitutional authority. Thus, there can be no constitutional
objection to the procedures set forth in this Act on the ground that they
deprive the Senate President of what otherwise would be exclusive
authority to resolve this kind of dispute.
It is fair to say that this counterargument, on behalf of congressional
power under the Necessary and Proper Clause, has had more adherents
throughout history than the argument on behalf of exclusive
constitutional power lodged in the President of the Senate. We shall
momentarily turn to the Electoral Count Act of 1887 as an exercise of this
Necessary and Proper Clause power, on the assumption that it is
constitutionally valid no matter its statutory deficiencies. Nonetheless, it
must be recognized that the argument on behalf of exclusive Senate
President authority has never been thoroughly vanquished. How could it
be unless and until there is a new constitutional amendment superseding
the ambiguity of the Twelfth Amendment on this point? Thus, one must
prepare for the possibility that this constitutional debate will recur, if and
when the outcome of a presidential election potentially turns on which
side of the argument prevails.
Before turning to the statute, there is another constitutional provision
to consider. The Twentieth Amendment provides:
If a President shall not have been chosen before the time fixed for the
beginning of his term, or if the President elect shall have failed to
qualify, then the Vice President elect shall act as President until a
President shall have qualified; and the Congress may by law provide for
the case wherein neither a President elect nor a Vice President elect
shall have qualified, declaring who shall then act as President, or the
manner in which one who is to act shall be selected, and such person
shall act accordingly until a President or Vice President shall have
qualified.40

This provision contemplates the possibility that the time for
inaugurating the new president—at noon, on January 20—may arrive
without a new president having yet “been chosen.” The most
straightforward textual way this might occur is if it is abundantly clear to
all that no candidate has received a majority of electoral votes. In that
event, under the Twelfth Amendment the House of Representatives is
supposed to elect a president by means of a special procedure in which
each state’s delegation to the House has one vote. But the Twelfth
Amendment provides that an absolute majority of all states “shall be
40. U.S. CONST. amend. XII.
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necessary to a choice” and thus it is possible that the House will have
failed to achieve this choice by the required majority vote before noon
arrives on January 20. In this case, if the Senate has successfully
exercised its parallel authority under the Twelfth Amendment to elect a
new vice president (when no vice presidential candidate received an
Electoral College majority), then this provision of the Twentieth
Amendment makes clear that the vice president newly elected by the
Senate under the Twelfth Amendment becomes “acting president” until
such time as the House of Representatives manages to elect a president
by the required majority vote.
But what if the Senate has also failed to perform its function under the
Twelfth Amendment and has not yet elected a vice president? In this case,
it would seem that the Twentieth Amendment invokes the statutory line
of succession that Congress has the power to adopt—although the
Amendment does so somewhat ambiguously by switching to the word
“qualified” from the previously used “chosen”: “the Congress may by
law provide for the case wherein neither a President elect nor a Vice
President elect shall have qualified.”41 Presumably, then, if all agree that
no new president or vice president has yet been elected under the Twelfth
Amendment by the time noon on January 20 arrives, then“[t]he Speaker
of the House of Representatives shall, upon his resignation as Speaker
and as Representative in Congress, act as President.”42 Assuming that
Nancy Pelosi is reelected Speaker on January 3, 2021, then she would be
in the position to become acting president if no new president or vice
president has been elected by noon on January 20.
But what if it is disputed whether or not a new president has been
“elected,” “chosen,” or “qualified” within the meaning of the Twentieth
Amendment? Suppose Republicans claim that President Trump has been
reelected, while at the same time Democrats argue that either Warren has
been elected or, if not, then no one has (at least not yet). Thus, according
to the Democrats, under the Twentieth Amendment it devolves to Nancy
Pelosi, upon resignation as Speaker and from the House, to act as
president.43 The Twentieth Amendment does not seem to speak
41. U.S. CONST. amend. XX.
42. 3 U.S.C. § 19 (2018). I put aside the arguments made by the Amar brothers that it is
unconstitutional for the Speaker of the House to be in the line of presidential succession. See
generally Akhil Reed Amar & Vikram David Amar, Is the Presidential Succession Law
Unconstitutional?, 48 STAN. L. REV. 113 (1995). Even if that argument is sound with respect to the
circumstance of a presidential death (in the middle of the president’s term), it would seem
inapplicable with respect to the operation of the Twentieth Amendment, which does not limit whom
Congress may choose to act as President in the event of no “qualified” President-elect and Vice
President-elect.
43. Republicans would be claiming that Pence had been reelected as vice president. Democrats
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specifically to this circumstance. It seems to assume that either it is clear
that there is a new president-elect to be inaugurated at noon on January
20, or it is clear that there is not (and equally clear that there is no new
vice president), in which case the need for an acting president is
unambiguously triggered. The Twentieth Amendment does not seem to
contemplate that it might be unclear, and thus disputed, whether there is
a newly elected president to be inaugurated or, instead, whether an acting
president is required for the time being.
How might this particular kind of ambiguity or dispute arise? For that,
we turn to the astonishingly messy language of the Electoral Count Act
of 1887.44
1. The Electoral Count Act
The key section of the Act is codified as 3 U.S.C. § 15. This section is
itself a monstrosity, amounting to a virtually impenetrable maze of 807
words. It starts innocuously enough, requiring the opening and counting
of electoral votes from the states—as required by the Twelfth
Amendment—to commence at 1:00 p.m. on January 6, with both the
Senate and the House of Representatives present in “the Hall of the House
of Representatives” and the President of the Senate serving as “their
presiding officer.”45 The section then provides that the opening and
counting of each state’s electoral votes will proceed state-by-state in
alphabetical order. If there is only one submission of electoral votes from
a state, the operation of the statute is acceptably straightforward and
comprehensible: this submission must count according to electoral votes
contained therein unless both houses of Congress, acting separately,
agree to reject those electoral votes.46
The section’s interpretative difficulties arise only if there are two or
more conflicting submissions of electoral votes from the same state. To
be sure, there is no difficulty under the section if both chambers of
Congress agree to accept the same submission as the authoritative one
would be disputing this as well, arguing instead that either Warren’s running mate had been elected
or that there was no new vice president yet, thereby requiring the responsibility of acting president
to devolve upon Nancy Pelosi.
44. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 150–77 (analyzing the statute’s genesis and
legislative history).
45. 3 U.S.C. § 15 (2018).
46. This is why Trump cannot prevail if there is only one submission of electoral votes from
Pennsylvania, and those are for Warren—as long as the Democrats retain control of the House
(since it will be the new House sworn in on January 3, 2021). Only by Pence, as still President of
the Senate on January 6, willing to declare the clear operation of the Electoral Count Act, 3 U.S.C.
§ 15, entirely irrelevant in this situation, could Pennsylvania’s electoral votes not count for Warren
in this situation. But, as indicated earlier, that seems so far-fetched to beyond the stretch of
imagination.
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containing the valid votes to be counted. As one portion of this section
puts it, “those votes, and those only, shall be counted which the two
Houses shall concurrently decide were cast by lawful electors appointed
in accordance with the laws of the State.”47
Thus, in the 2020 scenario we are contemplating—where the President
of the Senate has received two submissions from Pennsylvania, one with
the governor’s certificate and the other based on the purported legislative
appointment—if both the Senate and the House accepted the electoral
votes bearing the governor’s certificate as the proper ones (because they
were cast by electors duly appointed pursuant to an accurate count of the
state’s popular vote according to the canvassing and other electoral laws
of the state), the controversy would end in terms of what the statute
provides. True enough, as a political matter, the fight may remain
unsettled depending on exactly the nature of the Senate’s vote. If only a
few renegade Republicans—like Mitt Romney and Lisa Murkowski—
joined all the Democrats to concur with the acceptance of the Warren
electoral votes from Pennsylvania, thereby agreeing with the Pelosi-led
vote in the House to do the same, Mike Pence might be tempted to assert
a constitutional prerogative to supersede the provisions of the Electoral
Count Act and, despite this joint agreement of the two congressional
chambers, declare the legislatively appointed electors to be the
authoritative ones from Pennsylvania.48 But if Mitch McConnell leads
the Republican-controlled Senate to agree with the Democraticcontrolled House that the governor-certified electoral votes from
Pennsylvania are the valid ones, it would seem impossible as a practical
matter for Pence to prevail on his constitutional claim that he is entitled
to overrule this bicameral (and bipartisan) determination of which
electoral votes from Pennsylvania to count. For this reason, it makes all
the difference in the world how Mitch McConnell chooses to lead the
Republican conference in the Senate if this kind of situation occurs.
But what if the Senate and House disagree? What if, in other words,
the Pelosi-led House votes to accept the electoral votes for Warren, while
simultaneously the McConnell-led Senate votes to accept the electoral
votes for Trump? Here is where the statutory morass of 3 U.S.C. § 15
becomes an interpretative quagmire. As scholars have recognized ever
47. 3 U.S.C. § 15.
48. The political tenability of a fight in this circumstance might depend on the mood of the
country. If Trump’s so-called “base” voters are relatively acquiescent in the outcome, then it would
seem politically infeasible for Pence to override the judgment of both the House and the Senate
even if the Senate’s vote (like the House’s) is mostly made up of Democrats. But if the Republican
base is especially agitated, then it might embolden Pence to try to make this kind of move, knowing
that he would have the support of Mitch McConnell and other Republican leaders—although he
would lack the support of the Senate institutionally.
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since the adoption of the Electoral Count Act in 1887, its opaque and
contorted text is susceptible to two different understandings of what is
supposed to happen in this inherently fraught situation—a circumstance
for which statutory clarity, rather than ambiguity, is acutely required.49
This point is not to say that the two alternative interpretations are equally
valid, or would appear so to a disinterested tribunal endeavoring to be
genuinely nonpartisan in resolving a dispute of this kind. It is only to say
that the two alternative interpretations are at least superficially tenable,
with advocates for each among scholars and in the historical record. Thus,
in an actual dispute either side would be able to invoke one of these
alternative interpretations to support its position in the particular
controversy at hand.
We can easily see how Democrats could forcefully apply this point and
argue that, once the Senate and House have diverged on which
submission of electoral votes from Pennsylvania should be counted, the
operation of 3 U.S.C. § 15 requires that the submission bearing the
governor’s certificate is the one that must be accepted. The Democrats
would quote this sentence in the statute: “But if the two Houses shall
disagree in respect of the counting of such votes, then, and in that case,
the votes of the electors whose appointment shall have been certified by
the executive of the State, under the seal thereof, shall be counted.” The
Democrats would also cite a comprehensive post-2000 law review article,
The Conscientious Congressman’s Guide to the Electoral Count Act of
1887, which makes the case for counting the electoral votes in the
submission from the state that bears the governor’s signature is the
correct reading of the statute.50
It is harder, but not impossible, to make the counterargument that the
proper reading of the statute as applied to this specific situation requires
the rejection of both submissions of electoral votes from Pennsylvania.
This counterargument takes the position that a gubernatorial certificate
does not act as a tiebreaker when two (or more) certificates of submission
of electoral votes from the same state claim “safe harbor” status under
another section of the Electoral Count Act of 1887.51 Those who
followed, or have studied, the saga of the 2000 presidential election will
remember this statutory section described as the “safe harbor provision.”
This section purports to bind Congress when a state has settled a dispute
over its own electoral votes by a specified deadline—six days before the
scheduled meeting of the electors—and according to rules existing in
49. See generally A.L.I., supra note 25 (identifying this “due process” concern as one that
should be of utmost importance in all elections).
50. See generally Stephen A. Siegel, The Conscientious Congressman’s Guide to the Electoral
Count Act of 1887, 56 FLA. L. REV. 541 (2004).
51. 3 U.S.C. § 5 (2018).
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state law prior to the day for appointing electors by means of a popular
vote in the state. Several scholars, including one from the Congressional
Research Service, assert that when multiple submission of electoral votes
from the same state all claim “safe harbor” protection, none can be
counted—not even one bearing a gubernatorial certificate—unless both
houses of Congress agree upon which submission is entitled to this “safe
harbor” status.52 These scholars quote a separate portion of the
impenetrable text of 3 U.S.C. § 15:
[I]n case there shall arise the question which of two or more of such
State authorities determining what electors have been appointed, as
mentioned in section 5 of this title, is the lawful tribunal of such State,
the votes regularly given of those electors, and those only, of such State
shall be counted whose title as electors the two Houses, acting
separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by the decision of
such State so authorized by its law . . . .

This language, these scholars contend, means that both Houses must
agree to count electoral votes claiming safe-harbor status when other
electoral votes from the same state are also making the same safe-harbor
claim. In support of their contention that the electoral votes bearing the
governor’s signature cannot be counted in this situation, as long as one
chamber of Congress objects, these scholars offer this reasoning:
If the Houses cannot agree on the authoritative determination . . . no
vote from the state in question is counted. This result follows regardless
of the governor’s action. Congress in this case looks to the executive
certificate only as evidence of the decision reached by a tribunal
authorized by the state legislature. If the decision of the authorized
tribunal cannot be made out, then there is no valid return for the
governor to certify.53

This interpretation of the statutory language may not be especially
convincing; readers can judge for themselves. The important point is that
that this interpretative reasoning exists, both in law review literature and
Congressional Research Service analysis. It is available to be championed
when doing so serves a partisan purpose. It cannot be dismissed as
nonexistent, however much one might wish that to be the case.
In the context of the specific scenario under consideration, one can see
how the electoral votes bearing the governor’s signature would claim
safe-harbor status. This would be especially true if the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court affirmed them as the lawful electoral votes of the state
and did so in a decision issued at least six days before Monday, December
52. Memorandum from Jack Maskell, Legislative Att’y, Am. L. Div., Cong. Research Serv. 9
(Jan. 2, 2001) [hereinafter Congressional Research Service Memorandum] (on file with author); L.
Kinvin Wroth, Election Contests and the Electoral Vote, 65 DICK. L. REV. 321, 343 (1961).
53. Congressional Research Service Memorandum, supra note 52, at 8–9 (quoting Wroth, supra
note 52).
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14. As part of this safe-harbor claim, the state supreme court would assert
that it was acting pursuant to statutory authority adopted prior to Tuesday,
November 3, the day for appointing the state’s electors by means of a
popular vote.
It is more difficult to see how an argument for safe-harbor status could
be made for the electoral votes cast by the electors purportedly appointed
by the state legislature directly, sometime after Tuesday, November 3, in
response to the blue shift. It would seem that this kind of retroactive
legislative move is precisely the kind of change in law that is not
supposed to receive safe-harbor status.
And, yet, it is not entirely impossible to make the contrary argument,
especially if the state legislature acts to make its direct appointment of
electors before the safe-harbor deadline of six days before Monday,
December 14. This argument would depend, again, on the claim that the
state legislature was responding to an emergency analogous to a
cyberattack. Surely, if there were a cyberattack—this argument would
go—a direct legislative appointment of electors would be entitled to safeharbor status if made within the requisite deadline, in order to avoid
depriving the state of an opportunity to participate in the presidential
election. This direct legislative appointment would occur pursuant to
residual emergency authority that existed in state law prior to Tuesday,
November 3. There is always such residual legislative authority in the
context of a genuine emergency, this argument might add. Because the
state legislature viewed the blue shift during the canvass as a theft of the
popular will of the state, comparable to a cyberattack and thus an
equivalent emergency, the direct legislative appointment of electors is
entitled to safe harbor status in the one emergency situation as much as
the other.
This argument might not seem especially strong, but it is enough to
claim that under 3 U.S.C. § 15 neither of Pennsylvania’s electoral vote
submissions may be counted when the House has voted to count one and
the Senate has voted to count the other. Because it is an argument that in
this context supports Trump’s claim to reelection, one would expect
Republicans to make it in the run-up to January 6. The argument depends
on the further proposition that, once it is determined that Pennsylvania
has failed to appoint any electors capable of being recognized as
authoritative by Congress, then Trump has a majority of votes from all
electors authoritatively appointed: 260 of 518. One would thus expect
Republicans to make that claim as well.54 Thus, January 6 approaches in
54. This issue is also debatable, as has been recognized at least since the congressional debates
on the Electoral Count Act. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 150–77 (discussing the
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this hypothetical scenario, the speculative chatter on cable and Twitter is
that if the House and Senate divide over which electoral votes from
Pennsylvania to accept, then Mike Pence as President of the Senate will
proclaim that neither counts and will use that proclamation as the basis
for declaring Trump re-elected by a majority of electors appointed.
Anticipating this move, Democrats in turn explore ways to prevent it.
They argue that if the House refuses to continue participating in the
procedure specified in 3 U.S.C. § 15 after Pence makes this erroneous
and unlawful proclamation regarding Pennsylvania, then the opening of
certificates and the counting of electoral votes from all remaining states
cannot continue. They quote the very last sentence of 3 U.S.C. § 15: “No
votes or papers from any other State shall be acted upon until the
objections previously made to the votes or papers from any State shall
have been finally disposed of.”55 With the process stuck at Pennsylvania,
and the count incomplete, there is no president-elect, the Democrats
argue. Nor is there a vice president-elect. This means, they say, Nancy
Pelosi is entitled to serve as acting president for as long as the stalemate
remains, by virtue of the Twentieth Amendment.
Nonsense, Republicans retort. Democrats cannot trigger the Twentieth
Amendment simply by walking out of the procedure for counting
electoral votes under 3 U.S.C. § 15, these Republicans respond. They
point to the very next section of the statute: “Such joint meeting shall not
be dissolved until the count of electoral votes shall be completed and the
result declared.”56 Mike Pence, as President of the Senate, therefore can

legislative history of the Electoral Count Act). The other side of this argument is that the
denominator does not change, despite a state’s failure to appoint electors able to be recognized as
authoritative by Congress. The Constitution itself does not directly speak to this point, and the
Electoral Count Act did not attempt to resolve this debate. Richard Posner addressed this issue in
his book on Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98 (2000) (per curiam), arguing that it was one of many reasons
that justified the Court’s involvement in that disputed election. See generally RICHARD A. POSNER,
BREAKING THE DEADLOCK: THE 2000 ELECTION, THE CONSTITUTION, AND THE COURTS (2001).
Note: if the denominator-does-not-change side of the debate were to prevail, it would mean that no
candidate receives a majority of electoral votes, and the election goes to the House of
Representatives pursuant to the special one-vote-per-state procedure.
55. 3 U.S.C. § 15 (2018).
56. Id. § 16. Demonstrating a legislative intent that the electoral count be completed, this
section continues:
[N]o recess shall be taken unless a question shall have arisen in regard to counting any
such votes, or otherwise under this subchapter, in which case it shall be competent for
either House, acting separately, in the manner hereinbefore provided, to direct a recess
of such House not beyond the next calendar day, Sunday excepted, at the hour of 10
o’clock in the forenoon. But if the counting of the electoral votes and the declaration of
the result shall not have been completed before the fifth calendar day next after such first
meeting of the two Houses, no further or other recess shall be taken by either House.
Id.
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simply resume the process, with the next state (Rhode Island) and proceed
to the end (Wyoming) even if the only members of the House and Senate
remaining to watch are Republicans. In this way, the process of counting
electoral votes under 3 U.S.C. § 15 could end with this basic dispute still
remaining. Republicans would claim that Trump has been reelected, by
virtue of Mike Pence’s assertion to this effect pursuant to his
understanding of § 15 as the presiding officer of its proceeding.
Meanwhile Democrats would claim that the counting of electoral votes
remains incomplete because of the attempted usurpation of authority by
Pence in refusing to count the electoral votes from Pennsylvania bearing
the governor’s certificate, as required by the proper interpretation and
operation of 3 U.S.C. § 15.57
Which position is correct under the Twentieth Amendment? Who
decides, and how? If the election remains unsettled at this stage, what
then?
III. JANUARY 6, 2021, THROUGH JANUARY 20, 2021
A. What Could Happen
At 1:00 p.m. on January 6, 2021, pursuant to 3 U.S.C. § 15 and the
Twelfth Amendment, the Senate and House of Representatives gather in
the House chamber for the counting of electoral votes of the states. Mike
Pence presides in his role as President of the Senate, as specified by both
the statute and the Constitution. Starting with Alabama, and continuing
alphabetically, the counting proceeds smoothly until Pennsylvania. Pence
announces that he is in receipt of two submissions purporting to be the
state’s electoral votes and under 3 U.S.C. § 15 he must submit both to the
Senate and House for their separate consideration. The Senate then
withdraws from the House chamber and, as expected, votes to accept the
submission of electoral votes from the electors appointed by the state’s
legislature, while simultaneously the House votes to accept the
submission certified by the state’s governor.
When the Senate returns to the House chamber for the resumption of
the joint session, Pence announces that because neither submission has
57. In this posture, the Democrats analytically would be making two distinct arguments, one
statutory and the other constitutional. Their statutory argument would come first, and it would be
that the proper interpretation of 3 U.S.C. § 15 requires the Senate President to recognize the
Pennsylvania submission bearing the governor’s signature as legally authoritative. If the Senate
President errs in this statutory respect, then the Democrats would turn to their constitutional
argument as a secondary line-of-defense: namely, under the Twelfth and Twentieth Amendments,
properly interpreted in tandem, the electoral count cannot be complete without the institutional
participation of the House; thus, if the House refuses to acquiesce in the process, it is an “Acting
President” situation under the Twentieth Amendment.
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been accepted as authoritative by both houses of Congress, neither
submission’s electoral votes can be counted. At this there are howls of
protests by Democrats in the chamber, who clamor their insistence that
the electoral votes bearing the governor’s certificate must be counted
under the express terms of 3 U.S.C. § 15.58 After much commotion, Pence
manages to gavel the proceedings to order and repeats that his
understanding of § 15, contrary to the views expressed by the Democrats,
is that neither submission of electoral votes from Pennsylvania can be
counted because of the split votes of the two congressional chambers.
That is his ruling as presiding officer, and he is prepared to move on to
the next state, Rhode Island.
The Democrats erupt in protest again and demand an opportunity to
overrule Pence’s patently erroneous interpretation of § 15. Pence again
gavels the proceeding to order and announces that there is no method
under 3 U.S.C. § 15, or the Twelfth Amendment, to overrule his rulings
and announcements as presiding officer. The Senate and House do not act
jointly as a unified combined body.59 Under both 3 U.S.C. § 15 and the
Twelfth Amendment, their joint role is solely as observers of the process.
Each chamber has made its separate determination regarding
Pennsylvania, and accordingly it is his role—Pence asserts—to announce
the consequence of those separate determination. Based on his
understanding of both the statute and the Constitution, and as advised by
counsel, he had performed this necessary function, declaring both
submissions from Pennsylvania ineligible to be counted, and now under
the statute and Constitution he must move the proceedings on to the next
state.
Then, Nancy Pelosi rises, demanding to speak. (Under 3 U.S.C. § 16,
she sits “immediately upon [the Senate president’s] left.”). She
announces that the joint meeting of two chambers is over, or at least
suspended, unless and until Mike Pence is prepared to change his ruling
and accept the electoral votes from Pennsylvania bearing the governor’s
signature. Absent that, the Senators are no longer welcome in the House
chamber. When Pence insists that Pelosi has no authority to suspend the
proceedings in this way, Pelosi declares that she will call upon the
sergeant-at-arms of the House of Representatives to forcibly remove the
senators from the House chamber unless the senators leave voluntarily.
In order to avoid that spectacle, and in the hope that Republicans will
58. For a historical precedent of comparable howling, see BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at
117–49 (discussing the dispute over the process of counting electoral votes in the 1876 election).
59. 3 U.S.C. § 18 (2018) (“While the two Houses shall be in meeting as provided in this chapter,
the President of the Senate shall have power to preserve order; and no debate shall be allowed and
no question shall be put by the presiding officer except to either House on a motion to withdraw.”).
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eventually triumph after cooler heads prevail, Pence reluctantly agrees to
lead the Senators out of the House chamber.60
With the House now alone in its own chamber, and Speaker Pelosi
presiding, the House (in a party-line vote) passes a resolution stating that
the joint proceeding under the Twelfth Amendment and 3 U.S.C. § 15 is
hereby suspended unless and until Vice President Pence publicly
announces that he is prepared to count the electoral votes from
Pennsylvania as certified by the governor. Until then the House has
ordered its sergeant-at-arms to bar the reappearance of Pence or any other
Senator in the House chamber. Pelosi, however, does not go so far as to
bar Republican members of the House from leaving the chamber, and
they do.61
With Pelosi and the Democrats refusing to budge, Pence and the
Republicans decide they need to do what they can to continue the
counting of electoral votes, even if they cannot return to the House
chamber. Consequently, Pence invites senators and representatives to
crowd into the Senate’s chamber for this purpose. Only Republican
senators and representatives show up, except for one designated
Democratic Senator to protest the purported continuation of the
proceedings as unlawful under 3 U.S.C. § 15 and the Twelfth
Amendment.
Among other objections, this Democratic senator points out that
3 U.S.C. § 15 specifically requires that there be two “tellers” from each
60. Id. § 17 contemplates the possibility of the House demanding a “recess” of the electoral
count proceedings on January 6, based on an objection to how the process is being handled: “no
recess shall be taken unless a question shall have arisen in regard to counting any such votes.” Thus,
although “the President of the Senate shall have power to preserve order” during the joint session
itself, see 3 U.S.C. § 18, the Senate President cannot insist that no such “recess” occur, if the House
has raised a question “in regard to counting any such votes.” Consequently, Speaker Pelosi would
be within her rights to insist upon suspension of the joint session, at least for a short period in which
the House may wish to deliberate or “recess” while it determines its institutional position as a
legislative chamber regarding the situation. In any event, if the House Speaker orders the House
Sergeant-at-Arms to clear the House chamber, it would seem evident that the Sergeant-at-Arms
would obey this direct order from the head of the House, rather than taking any contrary direction
from the Senate President, whose presence in that chamber is at the invitation of the House. See
also BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 142 (discussing a historical example of the House Speaker
invoking the House Sergeant-at-Arms, although not during the deliberations of the joint session
itself).
61. As against the argument that the Electoral Count Act precludes this kind of unilateral
withdrawal from the counting process by the House, Speaker Pelosi asserts the House’s inherent
constitutional authority to govern its own conduct. In support of this argument, Speaker Pelosi can
quote a recent law review article: “This plenary authority requires that the House and Senate be
free to debate, make motions, and withdraw from the count at any time as they wish, the [Electoral
Count Act] notwithstanding, subject, of course, to motions passing by the requisite majority of that
house.” Chris Land & David Schultz, On the Unenforceability of the Electoral Count Act, 13
RUTGERS J.L. & PUB. POL’Y 340, 374 (2016).

338

Loyola University Chicago Law Journal

[Vol. 51

chamber to participate in the opening and counting of electoral votes from
the states: “said tellers, having then read the [the submission of electoral
votes from the states] in the presence and hearing of the two Houses, shall
make a list of the votes as they shall appear from the said certificates.”62
Because the House of Representatives is no longer participating, as
declared in its formal resolution, there no longer are two tellers from the
House to perform this statutory function. Because the two House tellers
must have been “previously appointed” by the House, according to the
explicit terms of 3 U.S.C. § 15, there is no authority vested in the
President of the Senate or elsewhere to appoint substitute tellers from the
House. In other words, this Democrat asserts, there can be no
continuation of the joint proceeding under 3 U.S.C. § 15 without the
institutional participation of the House, and the House has resolved that
institutionally it will not invite the Senate back to its chambers for the
continuation of the joint proceeding unless and until the President of the
Senate announces that the electoral votes bearing the certificate of
Pennsylvania’s governor will be counted, per the terms of 3 U.S.C. § 15.
Notwithstanding this objection from the Democratic senator, Pence
purports to proceed with the counting of electoral votes from Rhode
Island to Wyoming. At the end, Pence announces that Trump has been
re-elected president with a majority of votes, 260 out of 518 electors
appointed, because Pennsylvania failed to appoint electors in a manner
Congress could recognize as authoritative given the procedures set forth
in 3 U.S.C. § 15. Later, with Pence and other Republicans at his side,
including Mitch McConnell, Trump announces that he is proceeding to
prepare to be inaugurated for a second term on January 20.
Meanwhile, with Warren and other Democrats at her side, Pelosi
asserts that she is prepared to be inaugurated and sworn in as acting
president, taking the presidential oath of office specified in Article II,
serving as such until the counting of electoral votes is completed (with
Pennsylvania’s votes counted as cast by the electors certified by the
state’s governor). Pelosi makes clear her belief that Warren is the duly
elected president, based on a proper counting of electoral votes. But she
is prepared to serve as acting president, and fully expects to do so starting
at noon on January 20, unless and until Pence beforehand—during the
remainder of his term as vice president, which expires at noon on January
20—announces his recognition of Warren as president-elect. Pelosi
further declares that, once it is noon on January 20, with Pence no longer
President of the Senate, it will fall to the president pro tempore (Senator
Chuck Grassley) to declare his willingness to accept Warren as presidentelect in order for her to end her service as acting president.
62. 3 U.S.C. § 15 (2018).
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As the clock ticks toward noon on January 20, all of D.C.—indeed all
of America—is in turmoil over what will happen. Neither Trump nor
Pelosi is backing down. Both insist that at noon on January 20 they will
take the presidential oath and begin to assert the powers of commander
in chief. Both demand the full support and obedience of America’s armed
forces upon taking the presidential oath.
Attorney General William Barr announces that he believes the position
of Trump and Pence is legally and constitutionally sound that they should
be recognized as reelected for second terms. Pelosi dismisses Barr’s
announcement as nothing more than Trump’s lawyer saying whatever
Trump wants said. She argues that it is patently evident that Warren won
the popular vote of Pennsylvania, and thus the election, and she is not
going to let Trump, Pence, Barr, and the rest of the Republicans steal this
election from Warren and the American people. She explains that she is
prepared to serve as acting president solely to vindicate democracy and
the proper counting of votes cast by the American people. While calling
for calm among the public during these difficult times, Pelosi says that if
the military, the FBI, and other federal security forces refuse to obey her
orders as acting president starting at noon on January 20, then the
American people must take to the streets in a massive nationwide
demonstration of “people power” to show that their democracy will not
be stolen from them.
Given this situation, what is the military to do starting at noon on
January 20? Who should the military recognize as commander-in-chief?
Who should get the “nuclear football” with the launch codes, Trump or
Pelosi? On what basis should the military make this decision? How does
the nation get out of this predicament? How can the nation avoid it in the
first place?
B. Analysis: The Arizona Alternative
As important as it is to think through all the ramifications of the
foregoing scenario based on Pennsylvania, it is equally important to
recognize that something similar could happen with respect to another
state. But if so, the scenario does not necessarily play out in exactly the
same way. Indeed, the differences could prove significant.
Suppose, then, that the outcome-determinative blue shift occurs, not in
Pennsylvania, but in Arizona. In other words, in 2020 the presidential
election in Arizona undergoes the same phenomenon as the 2018 Senate
race in Arizona, when the blue shift caused the lead to switch from
McSally to Sinema. For the entire Electoral College to turn on Arizona,
assume that the Democrat (Warren again, for sake of illustration) wins
Pennsylvania on Election Night, and apart from Arizona’s electoral votes
Trump has 259 and Warren has 268. In this alternative scenario, assume
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Trump wins Wisconsin on Election Night. The previous scenario was
based on Warren winning Wisconsin. Either outcome is possible, as
Wisconsin is potentially the Electoral College “tipping state.” A key point
here, however, is that because the blue shift varies in magnitude in
different states (with Wisconsin’s historically small), the outcome in
Wisconsin might be settled on Election Night even though it ends up
mathematically the “tipping state” because another state—like
Pennsylvania or Arizona—ends up shifting past the tipping point during
the counting of “overtime” votes in the canvass.
With Arizona substituted for Pennsylvania in this way, we can imagine
the scenario unfolding similarly in many respects. Trump would tweet
apoplectically about the blue shift robbing him of a victory he won
Election Night. Democrats, in turn, would demand the proper counting of
votes during the canvass—just as occurred in 2018, when Sinema
overtook McSally.
But we can imagine one crucial difference. It involves the state’s
governor. Pennsylvania’s governor is a Democrat. Arizona’s governor is
a Republican. Why might this matter? Suppose the governor signs a new
state law providing for direct appointment of the state’s electors by the
legislature—and then the governor certifies the appointment of these
electors as authoritatively those of the states. Suppose, too, the governor
refuses to certify the appointment of electors as shown by the final count
of the popular vote, after the blue shift during the canvass.
Then, on January 6, the electoral votes from Arizona bearing the
governor’s certificate are the ones for Trump, cast by the electors
appointed directly by the state legislature. The second submission of
electoral votes from Arizona, those for Warren cast by the electors
purportedly appointed by means of the state’s popular vote, lack a
gubernatorial certificate.
Suppose the Senate and House again disagree on which electoral votes
from Arizona to accept. The Senate accepts the ones with the governor’s
certificate. The House accepts the ones reflecting the popular vote.
Now, under this scenario, Pence rules that the votes with the
governor’s certificate must be counted. Now, Pelosi and the Democrats
take the more dubious statutory position that neither submission of
electoral votes from Arizona can be counted (because both are claiming
safe-harbor status). Now, too, it is Pelosi and the Democrats who claim
that, with Arizona having failed to appoint electors able to be recognized
as authoritative by Congress, Warren has a majority of votes from the
electors appointed: 268 of 527 (538 minus Arizona’s 11).
When this impasse arrives, what happens? Does Pelosi kick Pence and
the senators out of the House chamber, insisting that the counting of
electoral votes cannot proceed with the next state (Arkansas) until Pence
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recognizes the correctness of her interpretation of 3 U.S.C. § 15? Does
she make the same declaration that she is prepared to serve as acting
president unless and until Pence and the Republicans are willing to accept
Warren as president-elect based on the validity of the blue-shifted popular
vote in Arizona?
From the perspective of the military, attempting to determine what to
do in this impasse, does it make any difference whether it is the
Pennsylvania or Arizona scenario? In other words, from the military’s
perspective, does it matter which side—Trump or Pelosi, Republicans or
Democrats—has the benefit of the governor’s certificate from the dispute
state? Or, put yet another way, is it necessary for the military to make its
own independent judgment of the correct interpretation of 3 U.S.C. § 15?
Or, instead, is the military supposed to pass judgment on the democratic
legitimacy of the blue-shifted popular vote in the disputed state,
regardless of whether the governor of the state sides with the popular vote
(as in the Pennsylvania scenario) or with direct legislative appointment
(as in the Arizona scenario)? Or must the military take its legal orders
from the attorney general, however patently partisan those legal orders
might appear to be?
Given the uncertainties involved, and precariousness of the situation if
the nation were to find itself in this position, perhaps Congress can
undertake to clarify 3 U.S.C. § 15 in advance of the 2020 election. From
this pre-election vantage point in 2019, it is equally uncertain whether it
might be Pennsylvania or Arizona (or Florida, or maybe even North
Carolina) that experiences this outcome-determinative blue shift. Thus,
there is an advantageous “veil of ignorance” before the election occurs.
Perhaps on a bipartisan basis, Congress can hammer out a new procedure
to operate if it unfolds that there are multiple submissions of electoral
votes from the same state. With a new and improved procedure from
Congress to handle this situation, the goal would be no ambiguity on the
potentially decisive issue of whether the submission bearing the
governor’s certificate is controlling, or instead whether none of the
submissions can be counted unless both houses of Congress agree upon
which one.
As contemplation of these scenarios demonstrate, this issue is one for
which ambiguity is especially detrimental—and dangerous—to the
nation.
IV. THE ROLE OF THE SUPREME COURT IN POTENTIAL ELECTORAL
COUNT CONTROVERSIES
Thus far, I have largely left the judiciary out of my description of what
might happen in Pennsylvania, or Arizona, as a dispute over “blue shift”
ballots counted during the canvass unfolds in the aftermath of Election
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Night and on toward January 20, 2021. I have wanted to describe the
issues as they might appear to various non-judicial actors, including the
state’s legislature, the state’s governor, the President of the Senate, the
Speaker of the US House, the military, and so forth. Whether or not the
state or federal judiciary becomes involved in this type of dispute, each
of these other institutional actors will need to consider the constitutional
and statutory issues involved and will need to decide what action to take
in the exercise of official responsibilities. The legal ambiguities so far
considered are potentially important, and disconcerting, for all of these
non-judicial actors.
Even so, it is worth considering more systematically what potential
role courts might play, especially the Supreme Court at the apex of the
nation’s judicial system, and how judicial involvement might affect
various non-judicial actors. Indeed, as a dispute over “blue shift” ballots
gets closer and closer to noon on January 20, while remaining unresolved
and thus increasingly tense, more and more eyes will look to the judiciary
in the hope that it can get the nation out of this mess. Thus, is there some
point at which the Supreme Court might find itself compelled to
intervene, however reluctant it might be to do so given the widespread
perception that its intervention in Bush v. Gore was not successful in
achieving a solution recognized as rooted in law rather than politics? In
other words, even if the Supreme Court were inclined to stay out of a
dispute over the 2020 election, for fear of becoming politicized all over
again, is there a point at which it would be forced to accept jurisdiction
over a disputed issue and to adjudicate as best as it could according to its
understanding of the applicable law (even if some might perceive its
opinion as politically motivated)? After considering what the Court itself
might do, one can then address how various non-judicial actors, including
Vice President Pence and Speaker Pelosi, might react to the Court’s
ruling, including whether or not they would obey a direct judicial order
from the Court. But first it is necessary to consider what the Court itself
might do.
To conduct this analysis, it is best to divide the time period of a
potential dispute into three distinct segments. First, there is the time prior
to the meeting of the Electoral College on Monday, December 14, which
we can characterize as the part of the overall process dominated by state
law and the institutions of state government. Second, there is the time
between this meeting of the Electoral College and the joint session of
Congress on January 6, pursuant to the Twelfth Amendment and the
Electoral Count Act, for receipt of the electoral votes from the states. This
intermediary period is after the state government’s role is complete but
before the crucial congressional process begins. Third, there is the time
between 1:00 p.m. on January 6, when the opening and counting of

2019]

Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election

343

electoral votes from the states begins in the joint session of Congress and
noon on January 20, when the transfer of power from one presidential
term to the next occurs automatically by virtue of the explicit language
of the Twentieth Amendment.63 This two-week period is one in which
federal law dominates and the institutions of the federal government
control what happens. It would be possible to consider a fourth period,
the time after noon on January 20; but insofar as it is of paramount
importance to resolve any dispute before the clock strikes noon on
January 20—so that there is no doubt who is constitutionally commander
in chief at that moment and thus capable of activating the nuclear codes
(among other military powers)—it is worth focusing on the possibility of
judicial involvement, however reluctant, prior to this critical moment.
A. Before the Electoral College Meets on Monday, December 14
Article II of the Constitution requires that the presidential electors of
every state meet on the same day to cast their votes for president.64
Congress has specified that date as Monday, December 14, as Congress
is entitled to do. Up until that time, state law may determine the method
of appointing a state’s electors, as Article II also provides.
Both state and federal courts can become involved in the process of
determining the identity of the state’s electors prior to when they meet to
cast their electoral votes. State courts can do so pursuant to express
delegations of power from the state’s legislature, or pursuant to a
purported exercise of authority derived from the state’s constitution. In
this respect, state court involvement would be similar to what occurred in
Florida in 2000: As all will remember or can review the history, Florida’s
judiciary became actively involved in the fight over which political
party’s slate of presidential electors were to become the ones entitled to
cast their state’s official electoral votes. Whether or not these Florida
state-court decisions were faithful interpretations of existing state law at
the time was, and remains, debatable. There is no doubt that many
observers, including some members of the federal Supreme Court,
viewed the Florida Supreme Court as a lawless and partisan institution,
because its purported “interpretation” of relevant state statutes was so
aberrant from their text. But there is no doubt that Florida’s judiciary had
jurisdiction to address the various state-law issues that arose over the
counting of votes in the 2000 election. Thus, Florida courts issued decrees
against Florida election officials, like the secretary of state, that were
63. U.S. CONST. amend. XX (“The terms of the President and Vice President shall end at noon
on the 20th day of January . . . and the terms of their successors shall then begin.”).
64. U.S. CONST. art. II, § 1, cl. 4 (emphasis added) (“The Congress may determine the time of
choosing the electors, and the day on which they shall give their votes; which day shall be the same
throughout the United States.”).
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within their judicial authority. In the same way, we can foresee state
courts—in Pennsylvania, Arizona, or elsewhere—similarly issuing
judicial decrees concerning the counting of “blue shift” votes. These
courts could rule for or against either candidate’s position on these issues,
depending on the specific issues raised and evidence presented, and
potentially depending also on the degree to which a state court might
render rulings that to some could appear surprisingly lawless and
partisan.65
Likewise, federal courts could become involved in the counting of
ballots cast by citizens in presidential elections prior to the day on which
the electors meet. The Supreme Court itself may become involved insofar
as issues of federal law are raised by the way the state courts handle their
own involvement in these cases. Again, the 2000 presidential election in
Florida is illustrative: twice the Supreme Court granted certiorari review
over federal constitutional questions arising from how the Florida
Supreme Court conducted itself on appeal from lawsuits filed initially in
state court.66 Separate federal-court lawsuits were also filed in an effort
to challenge vote-counting conduct undertaken by Florida officials.
Although these lawsuits did not become dispositive at the Supreme Court
in 2000, in the future this type of lawsuit could become the vehicle by
which the Supreme Court makes a pronouncement on what federal law
requires in terms of the counting of popular-vote ballots by state officials.
Thus, the 2020 election could see federal-court involvement, including
the Supreme Court’s involvement, equivalent to what occurred in 2000.
But whatever that involvement might be, assuming that it does occur,
it would not result in injunctions directed against the President of the
Senate, or the Congress as a whole, concerning the conduct at the joint
session of Congress on January 6. Nor, in all likelihood, would any
judicial orders be directed to the presidential electors themselves or their
meeting on December 14. Instead, the judicial orders would be directed
to state and/or local election administrators, ordering them to count—or
not to count—particular “blue shift” ballots. These judicial orders could
prove crucial in determining which party’s slate of presidential electors,
Republican or Democratic, is officially certified the winner of the popular
vote in the state. Potentially, too, these judicial orders might purport to
bind and direct the governor to certify one of these two slates of electors
as the officially authoritative ones.

65. The ALI project is designed, in part, to reduce the likelihood that state courts in this type of
situation would render rulings that appear lawless and partisan.
66. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 279–305 (reviewing the presidential election of
2000 and the Supreme Court’s involvement).
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But it is difficult to foresee a judicial decree, from either a state or
federal court, purporting to ban a party’s slate of presidential electors
from assembling on Monday, December 14. Perhaps there would be a
declaratory judgment ordering that the meeting lacked any official status.
But would the court order these individuals not even to assemble together
to engage in discourse? Apart from raising questions regarding whether
such an order would intrude upon congressional prerogatives under the
Electoral Count Act (and the Twelfth Amendment), it would raise so
many First Amendment and related difficulties as to seem unfathomable.
Thus, while state and federal courts may play significant roles in
shaping the dynamics of a dispute that reaches Congress, by declaring
who is the lawful winner of the state’s popular vote and which slate of
presidential electors the state’s governor must certify as authoritative,
ultimately neither the state nor federal judiciary can prevent a party’s
slate of presidential electors from purporting to meet on December 14 and
acting as if they can cast the state’s electoral votes—even if those
individuals lack any indicia of authority under state law. As long as these
individuals do meet and do purport to send their electoral votes to the
President of the Senate, then even the intervention of the Supreme Court
cannot stop a dispute regarding a state’s electoral votes from reaching
Congress.
B. Between December 14 and January 6
Once it is known that both the Republican and Democratic slates of
electors in a particular state have met on December 14 and purported to
cast their electoral votes and send them to the President of the Senate,
then it is possible to envision a lawsuit attempting to order the President
of the Senate, or Congress collectively, to accept one of these two
submissions as the valid one. This lawsuit would attempt to have the court
declare the lawfully correct interpretation of the Electoral Count Act and
the Twelfth Amendment as applied to the particular situation, and to have
the court order the President of the Senate (and Congress collectively) to
act in accordance with this judicial interpretation. What is the chance of
such a lawsuit being successful, meaning that it would result in the court
issuing the decree requested (putting aside whether the decree would be
obeyed)?
First, it is worth briefly mentioning that no state court would have
authority to issue such a judicial order. Even if the state court purports to
have a state-law reason for declaring one submission of electoral votes
from the state as valid, and the other submission as invalid, the state court
would be powerless to bind the President of the Senate or Congress to act
in accordance with that state-law declaration. To be sure, the state court
could render an official judgment, which could (and would) be presented
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along with the electoral votes it validates as a matter of state law. But if
Congress decided to repudiate that state-court judgment and count the
alternative submission of electoral votes from the state instead, the state
court would be powerless to order Congress in contempt of its judicial
decree and mandate that Congress comply instead. To sharpen the point:
imagine both houses of Congress rejecting the position of the Arizona
Supreme Court and deciding to count the electoral votes from Arizona
that the state supreme court considered invalid. It remains possible, of
course, that the state supreme court is correct about what is the position
of state law on the matter, but it is within the constitutional prerogative
of Congress to reach the opposite conclusion. The Arizona Supreme
Court cannot issue an injunction against Congress demanding that
Congress comply with its judicial decree. That would be constitutionally
preposterous even if the Arizona Supreme Court is correct and Congress
incorrect on the relevant issues of Arizona law.
What about the federal Supreme Court in this situation? Suppose, to
use the Pennsylvania scenario, that the Democratic electors from
Pennsylvania have the governor’s certificate as well as a ruling from the
Pennsylvania Supreme Court that they are the state’s authoritative
electors. These electors also were the winners of the popular vote, as
determined by the canvass of returns pursuant to state law. The
submission of these electors comes to Congress with as strong a pedigree
in state law as imaginable. Meanwhile, the conflicting submission from
the Republican electors is especially weak, having no gubernatorial
certificate, no imprimatur of the state’s judiciary, no popular-vote
pedigree, and having only the assertion of direct appointment by the state
legislature. Suppose further that these Democratic electors file suit in
federal court, asking for an injunction that the president of the Senate and
Congress accept their submission of electoral votes as the valid ones from
Pennsylvania. Does the federal judiciary have the power to issue this
injunction, given the strength of the submission on behalf these electoral
votes?
This question is a tricky one. There is a strong argument that this
injunction would be beyond the jurisdiction of the federal court, as a
matter of either statutory or constitutional law. Justice Breyer took this
position in his Bush v. Gore dissent, on the basis that Congress considered
but declined to vest authority in the federal courts when deciding the
procedures of the Electoral Count Act.67 Justice Breyer also viewed this
congressional judgment as consistent with the delegation of authority in
the Twelfth Amendment itself:

67. See generally Bush v. Gore, 531 U.S. 98, 144–58 (2000) (Breyer, J., dissenting).
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The decision by both the Constitution’s Framers and the 1886 Congress
to minimize this Court’s role in resolving close federal Presidential
elections is as wise as it is clear. However awkward or difficult it may
be for Congress to resolve difficult electoral disputes, Congress, being
a political body, expresses the people’s will far more accurately than
does an unelected Court.68

Justice Breyer is certainly correct that the congressional authors of the
Electoral Count Act considered but rejected a role for the federal courts
in the process of conducting the electoral count. They were disappointed,
or even angered, at the role five justices played during the Hayes-Tilden
dispute, and they wanted no more such judicial involvement. 69 Nor is
there any reason to think that the authors of the Twelfth Amendment
envisioned a role for the federal judiciary in the resolution of a dispute
over the counting of electoral votes. Thus, despite the strength of the
Democratic electors’ claim on the underlying merits of their authoritative
status, it would be a giant stretch to say that a federal court would grant
them the judicial relief they (hypothetically) request.
Similarly, even if there is no absolute barrier to federal judicial relief
in this posture, it is difficult to imagine Chief Justice Roberts wanting to
lead the federal judiciary into intervening in the electoral dispute. The
issue is in some sense unripe or premature. Until the joint session of
Congress occurs on January 6, there has not yet been any action in
violation of federal law. Even if pundits on cable news and Twitter
speculate about what may happen on January 6—indeed, even if Mike
Pence himself says what he is going to do—until it happens there is
nothing to complain about. When the time actually comes to count
Pennsylvania’s electoral votes, both the Senate and the House may agree
that it is the Democratic electors whose votes should count, and Mike
Pence as President of the Senate may accept that result, in which case
there is no basis or need for a federal-court injunction. Given this
possibility, and given an inclination to exercise what Bickel called the
“passive virtues,”70 it seems unimaginable that a majority of the Supreme
Court under the chief justice’s leadership would permit a lower federal
court to order what must happen at the January 6 joint session before that
session actually occurs. The Court’s pronouncement could come in the
form of “balancing the equities” as a justification for denying preliminary
injunctive relief, rather than as a categorical pronouncement regarding
the political question doctrine or a similar limitation. Either way, the
68. Id. at 155.
69. See BALLOT BATTLES, supra note 25, at 132–39 (discussing the history surrounding the
Hayes-Tilden dispute).
70. See generally Alexander M. Bickel, Foreword: The Passive Virtues, 75 HARV. L. REV. 40
(1961).
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Democratic electors as plaintiffs would come away empty-handed,
without the requested judicial relief.
C. Between January 6 and January 20
The considerations become more complicated if the January 6
proceedings take a turn that appears to many as abusively unlawful. To
continue with the same example, we can imagine that the House of
Representatives has voted to accept the Democratic electors as
authoritative—based on the governor’s signature, among other indicia—
while the Senate does the opposite. Rather than ruling in favor of the
Democrats, Pence as President of the Senate invalidates both conflicting
certificates. At this point, the Democrats go straight to federal court,
seeking an injunction to reverse Pence’s ruling and rule the Democratic
electors’ votes as the valid ones from Pennsylvania. Does the Supreme
Court now authorize this judicial remedy, even if it would not do so
before January 6?
The case for this judicial decree is much stronger in this posture,
particularly as the calendar moves closer to January 20 with the situation
unresolved and both Trump and Pelosi announcing that they are prepared
to assume the powers of commander-in-chief (in Pelosi’s case as acting
president) at noon that day. There still remains the force of Justice
Breyer’s dissent in Bush v. Gore—that neither the Constitution nor the
Electoral Count Act contemplate a role for the judiciary even in this
deadlocked posture. But the balance of equities shift increasingly in favor
of judicial intervention as the conflict continues, and the practical need
for an answer becomes imperative as January 20 approaches.
One way to increase the odds of judicial intervention would be to
change the nature of the lawsuit. Instead of a claim brought by
Democratic electors seeking an injunction against the president of the
Senate or Congress, imagine a lawsuit brought by an individual whose
personal rights would be affected if Nancy Pelosi is acting president,
instead of Donald Trump being president, starting at noon on January 20.
Suppose Pelosi has announced that right at noon her first executive order
as acting president will be to permit transgendered individuals to serve in
the military, thereby repudiating President Trump’s executive order to the
contrary. Suppose a transgendered individual sues, seeking the right to
join the military based on this executive order on the assumption that
Pelosi will be entitled to issue it at noon.
One can imagine a federal court adjudicating the validity of this
executive order, in order to decide whether to grant the plaintiff the
requested injunctive relief against the Department of Defense. Ordinarily,
this kind of case would be a routine exercise of the federal judiciary’s
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powers under Marbury v. Madison.71 In this instance, the case is
complicated by the fact that determination of the validity of the executive
order requires a judicial pronouncement on the federal question whether
Pelosi is—or will be—acting president as of noon on January 20. But this
is a question of federal law that the Court must consider as part of the
exercise of its ordinary jurisdiction. It does not require the Court to issue
an injunction directly against the president of the Senate or Congress,
with respect to the specific function of counting the electoral votes. Thus,
it is easier to envision the Court issuing this kind of judicial decree, which
at least would instruct the military as to who to obey as commander in
chief starting at noon on January 20: Pelosi as acting president, or Trump
as re-inaugurated. The military could then rely on this determination
more broadly, including for the purposes of deciding who gets access to
the nuclear codes, even if access to the nuclear codes is not itself a directly
justiciable issue.
It is important to note, however, that this kind of judicial decree is not
the same as telling Pence and Congress what to do under the Electoral
Count Act and/or the Twelfth Amendment. This is potentially significant.
If the hypothetical lawsuit brought by the Democratic electors were
successful, it would lead to the consequence of the Democratic nominee
(in this hypothetical, Elizabeth Warren) being declared president-elect. In
other words, if the Court did order the president of the Senate to accept
the electoral votes from Pennsylvania bearing the governor’s certificate,
then—assuming those 20 electoral votes are in favor of Warren and make
the difference in the Electoral College outcome—this judicial decree
would result in Warren taking the oath of office as president by virtue of
the Twelfth Amendment.
By contrast, if the Court embraces Justice Breyer’s view and refuses
to issue a judicial order concerning the electoral count directly, but the
Court accepts the proposition that Nancy Pelosi becomes acting president
as long as the electoral count remains unfinished without the institutional
participation of the House of Representatives in the Twelfth Amendment
procedure, then the consequence is Pelosi become acting president, rather
than Warren becoming president. That distinction could become
significant in many ways, not merely the initial superficial ones.
Moreover, depending on how the Court views its role, its involvement
might be unrelated to the “merits” of the presidential election itself. This
point emerges if we compare the Pennsylvania and Arizona versions of
the hypothetical we have been considering. The distinction between the
two scenarios may be extremely significant for determining the correct
71. See generally Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. 137 (1803) (establishing the now-widely
accepted concept of judicial review).
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application of the Electoral Count Act—especially if one takes the view
that the governor’s certificate is dispositive under the correct
interpretation of the statute. But that point about the proper meaning of
the Electoral Count Act may be irrelevant if the Court is deciding, not
what Pence or Congress must do under the proper interpretation of that
statute, but instead whether or not there is an acting president given solely
the brute fact that the count of electoral votes under the Twelfth
Amendment remains incomplete because of the institutional nonparticipation of the House of Representatives. The House might be
entirely unjustified under the Electoral Count Act for the position it takes,
but if the Court has no power to control the Twelfth Amendment
proceeding and has only the power to declare the consequence of its being
incomplete, then the judicial role may be limited to acknowledging that
there is no president-elect under the Twelfth Amendment, even if the
cause of that reality was some form of improper conduct.
The contemplation of this possibility only underscores the point made
earlier: it would be so much better if Congress, in advance of the election,
would eliminate, as much as possible, the ambiguities that exist in the
Electoral Count Act process in order to diminish the likelihood that some
of these difficult scenarios might arise.
CONCLUSION
We must hope that none of what is described in this article comes to
pass. Instead, the nation will be well served if the outcome of the 2020
presidential election is so lopsided as to be impossible to dispute. Even if
President Trump were inclined to resist a result that everyone else,
including all Republican Senators accept, it would be impossible for him
to cling to power as long as Congress conclusively concludes that his
opponent is the winner. America’s military will recognize Trump’s
opponent as the new commander in chief once Congress authoritatively
declares this electoral outcome, and any protests from Trump to the
contrary will be utterly ineffectual.
The problem would occur, if it does, when the two houses of Congress
cannot agree as to which candidate won the presidential election. This
kind of disagreement is unlikely to develop unless something happens
that gives Republicans and Democrats in Congress a plausible basis for
disputing the outcome. But a key premise of this article is that it would
not take an extraordinary calamity, like a foreign cyberattack, for there to
be conditions enabling partisans to dispute the result. Instead, a dispute
engulfing Congress could arise from a situation as routine as the kind of
“blue shift” described at the outset.
Given this possibility, it is truly irresponsible that Congress has not
attempted to eliminate—in advance of the 2020 election—the
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ambiguities that plague the Electoral Count Act. The purpose of the
statute is to handle the circumstance in which Congress is divided over
the outcome of a presidential election. But the statute is woefully
inadequate for its intended purpose. If Congress fails to remedy this
inadequacy before ballots are cast, then the nation will have to cope as
best as it can if the two houses of Congress disagree when they meet on
January 6, 2021, to officially declare the result of the 2020 election. And
the more it appears that Congress is unable to resolve this disagreement
before noon on January 20, when the new president is to be inaugurated,
the more it will appear necessary that the Supreme Court must settle the
matter again, despite whatever reluctance it might have for a repetition of
its role in 2000.
APPENDIX
Because the body of this article is written in the form of narrative
scenarios, this Appendix is included to provide a more conventional
analysis of the relevant legal provisions.
A. Text of the Electoral Count Act
3 U.S.C. § 15 is very long and best considered in chunks. It begins
straightforwardly:
Congress shall be in session on the sixth day of January succeeding
every meeting of the electors. The Senate and House of Representatives
shall meet in the Hall of the House of Representatives at the hour of 1
o’clock in the afternoon on that day, and the President of the Senate
shall be their presiding officer.

It also acknowledges the fact that Congress may receive submissions of
“purported” electoral votes of dubious status, and that this special joint
session will consider each state in alphabetical order:
Two tellers shall be previously appointed on the part of the Senate and
two on the part of the House of Representatives, to whom shall be
handed, as they are opened by the President of the Senate, all the
certificates and papers purporting to be certificates of the electoral
votes, which certificates and papers shall be opened, presented, and
acted upon in the alphabetical order of the States, beginning with the
letter A; and said tellers, having then read the same in the presence and
hearing of the two Houses, shall make a list of the votes as they shall
appear from the said certificates . . . .

At this point the language of the statute starts to get a bit opaque:
[A]nd the votes having been ascertained and counted according to the
rules in this subchapter provided, the result of the same shall be
delivered to the President of the Senate, who shall thereupon announce
the state of the vote, which announcement shall be deemed a sufficient
declaration of the persons, if any, elected President and Vice President
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of the United States, and, together with a list of the votes, be entered on
the Journals of the two Houses.

I suppose the immediately preceding passage is straightforward enough
when there is no dispute: the votes will be counted and the result
announced. But when there is a dispute the remainder of this statute
provides for some pretty rough sledding. Of course, the existence of a
dispute will be apparent if raised at the joint session:
Upon such reading of any such certificate or paper, the President of the
Senate shall call for objections, if any. Every objection shall be made in
writing, and shall state clearly and concisely, and without argument, the
ground thereof, and shall be signed by at least one Senator and one
Member of the House of Representatives before the same shall be
received.

Once this kind of objection exists, the key structural feature of the process
is that the two chambers of Congress—the Senate and the House—are
supposed to deliberate about the objection separately; no decisions are to
be made by the combined joint session of the two bodies:
When all objections so made to any vote or paper from a State shall
have been received and read, the Senate shall thereupon withdraw, and
such objections shall be submitted to the Senate for its decision; and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall, in like manner, submit
such objections to the House of Representatives for its decision . . . .

It is the consequence of potentially divergent decisions by the Senate and
the House that could cause trouble—because there is a need to know what
happens if and when the Senate and House disagree over an objection of
this nature.
At this point, the statute bifurcates its consideration of the situation
depending on whether there is one or more “return” of electoral votes
submitted for a state. If there is only one such return, the statute provides:
No electoral vote or votes from any State which shall have been
regularly given by electors whose appointment has been lawfully
certified to according to section 6 of this title from which but one return
has been received shall be rejected, but the two Houses concurrently
may reject the vote or votes when they agree that such vote or votes
have not been so regularly given by electors whose appointment has
been so certified.

This passage immediately raises some questions: for example, what does
it mean by “regularly given”? What does the cross-reference to 3 U.S.C.
§ 6 entail? It turns out that this latter question can be handled fairly easily.
Section 6 provides that the “executive” of each state—presumably the
governor—must give to the state’s electors, as well as to the “Archivist
of the United States”—official copies “under the seal of the State” of a
document, called a “certificate of ascertainment,” which shows those
electors to be the individuals duly appointed as the state’s electors “under

2019]

Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election

353

and pursuant to the laws of such State.” This certificate of ascertainment
must include, insofar as is applicable, “the number of [popular] votes
given or cast for each person for whose appointment any and all votes
have been given or cast.” Section 6 even provides that, in the event of a
dispute over the appointment of a state’s electors, the state’s “executive”
must send to the archivist an additional certificate showing the “final
determination” of the “controversy or contest” according to the laws of
the state. Thus, this passage of the statute contemplates that there might
be disputation over a single “return” of electoral votes from a state, but
fairly clearly seems to provide that this single return must be accepted as
valid—“no electoral vote . . . shall be rejected”—unless both chambers
of Congress agree to reject that return (and its electoral votes) as invalid.
While neither chamber should reject the electoral votes of this single
return unless they “have not been so regularly given,” as a practical matter
it doesn’t seem that it would make a difference if there was confusion or
disagreement over what “regularly given” means. If both chambers
independently determine that they are not regularly given, then those
electoral votes are rejected. If one chamber thinks they are regularly
given, while the other does not, then those electoral votes must be
accepted and counted when the joint session resumes.
It is now, when the statute begins to address the possibility that
Congress receives multiple returns of electoral votes from the same state,
that the rough interpretative terrain really begins:
If more than one return or paper purporting to be a return from a State
shall have been received by the President of the Senate, those votes, and
those only, shall be counted which shall have been regularly given by
the electors who are shown by the determination mentioned in section
5 of this title to have been appointed, if the determination in said section
provided for shall have been made, or by such successors or substitutes,
in case of a vacancy in the board of electors so ascertained, as have been
appointed to fill such vacancy in the mode provided by the laws of the
State . . . .

This portion of the statute, by its cross-reference to 3 U.S.C. § 5 (which
is the so-called “Safe Harbor” provision), seems to require the counting
of whichever return—and only that single return—that is compliant with
Safe Harbor status, as defined in 3 U.S.C. § 5. The last clause of this
portion acknowledges the possibility that the electors who cast a state’s
electoral votes may be “successors or substitutes” to those whose
appointment complied with Safe Harbor status; but we can set aside this
“successors or substitutes” qualification. The key point is the
identification of which “return” of electoral votes, among multiple from
the same state, is the single one that complies (if any does) with Safe
Harbor status.
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To recall (as many may remember these points from Bush v. Gore),
there are two key components to satisfying Safe Harbor status according
to 3 U.S.C. § 5. The first is a timing prerequisite that has been dubbed the
“Safe Harbor Deadline”: the “final determination of any controversy or
contest concerning the appointment of all or any of the electors of such
State” must occur “at least six days before the time fixed for the meeting
of the electors.” In 2020, the Safe Harbor deadline is Tuesday,
December 8. Given the way Congress has structured the relationship
between Election Day in November and the meeting of the electors in
December, the Safe Harbor deadline falls exactly five weeks after
Election Day, which in 2020 is Tuesday, November 3.
The second crucial prerequisite to Safe Harbor status under 3 U.S.C.
§ 5 is that this “final determination” of any dispute over the appointment
of a state’s electors must be made “pursuant” to “laws enacted prior to
the day fixed for the appointment of the electors,” meaning enacted
before Election Day (in 2020, November 3). It is not enough to meet the
Safe Harbor deadline with the resolution of the dispute. If the basis for
the resolution is new law adopted after Election Day, then the resolution
fails to achieve Safe Harbor status even if the resolution occurs before
December 8.
But if both key prerequisites are satisfied, it seems to follow that the
return of electoral votes from the state that embodies this two-part
compliance is the controlling return from the state, which must be
counted by Congress to the exclusion of any other conflicting return from
the same state. This consequence seems to be mandated by the explicit
language of both 3 U.S.C. § 5 and 3 U.S.C. § 15. Section 5 states that a
“final determination” meeting the two Safe Harbor prerequisites “shall be
conclusive, and shall govern in the counting of the electoral votes as
provided in the Constitution, and as hereinafter regulated, so far as the
ascertainment of the electors appointed by such State is concerned.” And
§ 15, as set forth above, says that “those votes, and only those, shall be
counted which shall have been regularly given by” those electors whose
appointment satisfies Safe Harbor status. Thus, both chambers of
Congress seem obligated to count the one return (if there is more than one
submitted) that is Safe Harbor compliant.
The problem arises, however, if the two chambers of Congress purport
to disagree about which return (if any), among multiple returns, has
achieved Safe Harbor status. This disagreement may be sincere, or it may
be pretextual based on partisan posturing on one side or the other.
Whatever the case may be, the acute question exists: what to do if the two
chambers of Congress institutionally announce a disagreement over
which, if any of multiple returns, is Safe Harbor compliant? It is on this

2019]

Preparing for a Disputed Presidential Election

355

crucial point that the ambiguity of the statute becomes especially vexing
and distressing:
[B]ut in case there shall arise the question which of two or more of such
State authorities determining what electors have been appointed, as
mentioned in section 5 of this title, is the lawful tribunal of such State,
the votes regularly given of those electors, and those only, of such State
shall be counted whose title as electors the two Houses, acting
separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by the decision of
such State so authorized by its law . . . .

This portion of the statute seems to provide that, if more than one return
from a state claims Safe Harbor status, then neither can count unless both
chambers of Congress agree on which one is the single return truly
entitled to Safe Harbor status. The words say “only” those electoral votes
“shall be counted” which were cast by electors “the two Houses, acting
separately, shall concurrently decide is supported by the decision of such
State so authorized by its law,” meaning compliant with the Safe Harbor
prerequisites.
Yet there is more to the statute, and it horribly complicates the matter.
The next clause provides:
[A]nd in such case of more than one return or paper purporting to be a
return from a State, if there shall have been no such determination of
the question in the State aforesaid, then those votes, and those only,
shall be counted which the two Houses shall concurrently decide were
cast by lawful electors appointed in accordance with the laws of the
State, unless the two Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently
decide such votes not to be the lawful votes of the legally appointed
electors of such State.

This clause seems to address the circumstance in which no return from a
state claims Safe Harbor status but there is still the question of which
among the multiple returns, if any, should be counted in Congress. The
clause seems to say that in this circumstance the only return that can be
counted is one accepted as valid by both houses of Congress. The clause,
rather confusingly, seems to distinguish between valid appointment of
electors and valid votes cast by validly appointed electors—recognizing
that the two chambers of Congress (at least theoretically) might agree that
duly appointed electors might for some reason cast unlawful votes
(perhaps bribed), or that the purported returns of undeniably valid
electors were fraudulent concoctions. But once that bit of confusion is
cleared up, this clause seems to be saying that “only” those votes from
electors that both Houses considered valid can be counted (when none of
the multiple returns from the state has Safe Harbor pedigree).
But, wait, there’s more (to invoke the spirit of Marisa Tomei’s
immortal performance in “My Cousin Vinny”). Immediately after the
just-considered clause, 3 U.S.C. § 15 starts a new sentence:
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But if the two Houses shall disagree in respect of the counting of such
votes, then, and in that case, the votes of the electors whose appointment
shall have been certified by the executive of the State, under the seal
thereof, shall be counted.

The troublesome question is how this new sentence relates to what
preceded it. It seems to contradict everything that comes before insofar
those earlier clauses seemed to require both chambers of Congress to
agree in order for one of several disputed returns to count. Now it seems
that, if the two chambers of Congress disagree, then to be counted is
whichever return of electoral votes from a state (if any) were cast by
electors “whose appointment shall have been certified by the executive
of the State,” meaning governor.
One conceptual possibility is that this new sentence operates upon the
immediately preceding clause, the one concerning what to do when none
of multiple returns are claimed to have Safe Harbor status. The other
conceptual possibility is that this new sentence operates upon all
preceding clauses involving multiple returns, both when none claim Safe
Harbor status and when more than one so claim. Given the separation of
this new sentence from what precedes it by a period rather than semicolon, it can be argued—as it has been—that this punctuation is reason
to favor the latter, broader interpretation, namely that the new sentence
affect both circumstances, and not just the situation in which none of
multiple returns claims Safe Harbor status. But whatever the strength of
this interpretative argument based on the bare text of the statute alone,
the fact is that the text is not sufficiently clear to rule out the possibility
of alternative interpretations. And, what is especially troublesome, is that
the existing literature on this point contains advocates for conflicting
interpretations.
B. Existing Interpretations of 3 U.S.C. § 15
In 1961, a law professor named Kinvin Wroth (who later was dean at
two different law schools, University of Maine and University of
Vermont) wrote a law review article on the interpretation of the Electoral
Count Act. In this article, Wroth took the position that under the proper
interpretation of 3 U.S.C. § 15 the governor’s certification was not
controlling in the specific situation where two returns purport to claim
Safe Harbor status.72 Instead, according to Wroth, in this situation “no
vote from the state is counted.”73 Wroth’s reasoning was that a governor’s
72. See Wroth, supra note 52, at 343 (“If the Houses cannot agree on the authoritative
determination, or, if, as in the case of Louisiana in 1873, they agree that no determination was
authoritative, the principle of the Twenty-second Joint Rule is applied and no vote from the state
in question is counted. This result follows regardless of the governor's action.”).
73. Id.
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certification can only be “evidence” of a return having Safe Harbor status;
the governor’s certification cannot give the return Safe Harbor status.
Thus, if two (or more) returns purport to have Safe Harbor status, but the
two Houses of Congress cannot agree on which one, then neither return
(or none of them) is capable of superior status and each return must be
rejected. In Wroth’s own words: “If the decision of the authorized
tribunal cannot be made out, then there is no valid return for the
government to certify.”74 By contrast (under Wroth’s interpretation of the
statute), if no return claims Safe Harbor status, then the governor’s
certificate is in in a position for conveying which return from the state is
authoritative.
In 2001, as Congress was preparing to receive the electoral votes in the
2000 presidential election, a report of the Congressional Research Service
(CRS) embraced Wroth’s view of the statute, citing and quoting Wroth’s
article extensively.75 The CRS report added more arguments of its own,
claiming that the legislative history of the Electoral Count Act supported
Wroth’s interpretation. The CRS reports quotes a Senator who played a
particularly influential role in the drafting of the statute: “In the debates
and final report of the Conference Committee, it is clear that the provision
for the governor’s certificate to control in the disagreement of the Houses
was to apply only in the case of double returns without a state
determination.”76 The CRS report adds its own gloss to this point: “it
appears that the [legislative] intent was . . . to give a deferential position
to the governor’s certification only where there is no [timely]
determination from a state authority under an election contest
procedure.”77
In 2004, however, a different law professor—Stephen Siegel—wrote
a lengthy law review article that contradicted the Wroth-CRS
interpretation and instead argued that the governor’s certificate controls
whenever the two Houses of Congress disagree over multiple returns
from the same state, including when the two chambers disagree on which
of multiple returns claiming Safe Harbor status is the one entitled to that
status.78 Siegel premised his alternative interpretation both on the
punctuation of the statute’s text—the period, rather than semi-colon, was
a strong indication (in his view) that the new sentence concerning the
74. Id.
75. See generally Congressional Research Service Memorandum, supra note 52, at 9; Wroth,
supra note 52, at 344–45 (asserting that when multiple submissions of electoral votes from the
same state all claim “safe harbor” protection, none can be counted unless both houses of Congress
agree upon which submission is entitled to this “safe harbor” status).
76. Congressional Research Service Memorandum, supra note 52, at 10 n.32.
77. Id. at 11.
78. See generally Siegel, supra note 50.
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governor’s certificate applied to all of the preceding sentence, and not
just its final clause—as well as his own differing view of the statute’s
legislative history. Based on his comprehensive analysis of what he
acknowledged was an extensive and convoluted legislative record,
involving a decade of debate between the disputed Hayes-Tilden election
of 1876 and the eventual enactment of the statute in 1887, Siegel argued
that the final compromise endeavored to minimize the circumstances in
which a state would have no electoral votes counted because of a
disagreement between the two chambers of Congress over which, of
multiple returns, should be counted. Given this congressional preference
for counting at least something from a state whenever possible, the
congressional compromise settled on making the governor’s certificate
the tiebreaker in all circumstances in which the two chambers of
Congress disagreed over which of multiple returns from the same state to
count. In Siegel’s own words: “[T]he governor’s certificate as a fail-safe
to prevent state disenfranchisement was a very conscious, if
controversial, choice. Without it, the ECA would not have passed. . . .
[G]ranting the state governor his tie-breaking authority clearly was the
choice Congress made.”79 One question for consideration is whether it is
possible to develop a nonpartisan scholarly consensus in advance of
November 2020 on whether Siegel or Wroth-CRS has the better of this
interpretative debate—and thus whether at least this potential source of
disputation can be set aside.
C. Other Ambiguities Concerning 3 U.S.C. § 15
Even if the debate between Siegel and Wroth-CRS could be resolved,
there are still other uncertainties concerning the application of
3 U.S.C. 15. Here are two worth considering:
First, a state’s supreme court definitively resolves a dispute over the
appointment of a state’s electors prior to the Safe Harbor deadline,
thereby seemingly giving these electors Safe Harbor status, but the state’s
governor does not certify this appointment. Instead, the state’s legislature
purports to override the state supreme court and appoint a different set of
electors, and the governor certifies this legislatively appointed set. There
is no pretense that the legislatively appointed electors have Safe Harbor
status, but there is a question whether the legislative act deprives the state
supreme court’s decision of its authoritativeness under state law. What
does 3 U.S.C. § 15 require in this instance? What if the House wants to
count one set of electoral votes (those backed by the judicial decision),
whereas the Senate wants to count the other set of electoral votes (those
backed by the legislative act and the governor’s certificate)?
79. Id. at 633.
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Notwithstanding the debate between Siegel and Wroth-CRS, is this an
instance where the governor’s certificate controls, or instead that neither
return can be counted (or that the one backed by the judicial decision must
count, notwithstanding the disagreement between the two chambers,
because it is the only return capable of Safe Harbor status)?
Second, prior to the Safe Harbor deadline the governor certifies the
appointment of the state’s electors after completion of the state’s
procedures for counting the state’s popular vote, but after the Safe Harbor
deadline has passed (but before the meeting of the state’s electors),
evidence is discovered that the previously certified result is incorrect
(perhaps it was absentee ballot fraud, as in North Carolina’s
congressional district in 2018, or some form of foreign cyberattack, or
some other cause). The state’s supreme court overturns the previous
certification and declares the opposing set of electors the true winner of
the state’s popular vote, and the governor certifies this new result. But
Congress has received both gubernatorial certificates, and the party
favored by the first one is arguing that it is the only valid one because it
is the only one with Safe Harbor status. What does 3 U.S.C. § 15 require
in this situation. And if the House and Senate disagree, what happens
given that both returns have the governor’s certificate?
D. The Consequence of Not Counting Any Electoral Votes from a
State?
Suppose, because of a cyberattack or otherwise, it is determined
pursuant to 3 U.S.C. § 15, that a state has failed to appoint any electors
and therefore has not valid electoral votes to count. How is that state to
be considered in the calculation of whether any candidate has won a
“majority” of electoral votes, as required by the Twelfth Amendment?
The amendment states: “the person having the greatest number of votes
for President, shall be the President, if such number be a majority of the
whole number of electors appointed.” Normally, the number necessary
for a majority is 270 because 538 is the total number of electors
nationally. But if a state chose not to participate, then presumably its
number would be subtracted from the denominator of 538. Is the same
true if the state wanted to participate but was prevented from doing so
because of a cyberattack? What if the state thought it appointed electors,
but there was a dispute about this appointment, with the consequence that
Congress refused to count any electoral votes from the state? Is this latter
situation the same as a cyberattack that prevents appointment, or different
for purposes of calculating the Twelfth Amendment denominator? In
other words, is this denominator issue a unitary one, or is it instead
variable depending on the particular circumstances that causes problems
with the appointment of a state’s electors? And, relatedly, what if the
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Senate and House diverge on how to handle this issue; is there a
mechanism for determining an answer in the event of a bicameral
divergence on this point?
E. Completion or Incompletion of the Electoral Count?
Given that 3 U.S.C. § 15 requires the counting process to consider one
state at a time in alphabetical order, what happens if Congress appears to
be stuck on a particular state (before any candidate has reached an
indisputable majority of all electoral votes in the count)? Does the vice
president of the United States, as President of the Senate and thus
presiding officer over the special electoral count procedure under the
Twelfth Amendment and 3 U.S.C. § 15, have constitutional or statutory
authority to insist upon completion of the count in a timely manner
(before noon on January 20), if the two chambers of Congress otherwise
would remain mired in a dispute over a particular state?
There are various provisions of the Electoral Count Act that endeavor
to move the count along, so that it does not become stuck or bogged
down. 3 U.S.C. § 15 itself provides: “When the two Houses have voted,
they shall immediately again meet, and the presiding officer shall then
announce the decision of the questions submitted.” This provision seems
to authorize the vice president to make some definitive pronouncements
in light of disagreement between the two chambers. But the extent of the
vice president’s authority is unclear in this regard. And the very next (and
last) sentence of 3 U.S.C. § 15 arguably cuts against permitting the vice
president to take up the next state if there are unresolved matters
concerning the state under immediate consideration: “No votes or papers
from any other State shall be acted upon until the objections previously
made to the votes or papers from any State shall have been finally
disposed of.”
The next section of the United States Code, 3 U.S.C. § 16, contains
additional provisions designed to achieve a timely completion of the
electoral count:
Such joint meeting shall not be dissolved until the count of electoral
votes shall be completed and the result declared; and no recess shall be
taken unless a question shall have arisen in regard to counting any such
votes, or otherwise under this subchapter, in which case it shall be
competent for either House, acting separately, in the manner
hereinbefore provided, to direct a recess of such House not beyond the
next calendar day, Sunday excepted, at the hour of 10 o’clock in the
forenoon. But if the counting of the electoral votes and the declaration
of the result shall not have been completed before the fifth calendar day
next after such first meeting of the two Houses, no further or other
recess shall be taken by either House.

And, in the same vein, the following section, 3 U.S.C. § 17, provides:
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When the two Houses separate to decide upon an objection that may
have been made to the counting of any electoral vote or votes from any
State, or other question arising in the matter, each Senator and
Representative may speak to such objection or question five minutes,
and not more than once; but after such debate shall have lasted two
hours it shall be the duty of the presiding officer of each House to put
the main question without further debate.

Perhaps most significantly, the next section, 3 U.S.C. § 19, states:
While the two Houses shall be in meeting as provided in this chapter,
the President of the Senate shall have power to preserve order; and no
debate shall be allowed and no question shall be put by the presiding
officer except to either House on a motion to withdraw.

This provision, more than any other, would seem to empower the vice
president to move the proceedings along if they are stuck because of a
disagreement between the Senate and the House. Even so, “the power to
preserve order” is not exactly the same as the power to render a final and
definitive judgment concerning a consequential dispute of statutory
interpretation; and if the House of Representatives is insisting that the
electoral votes of a state must be counted, while the Senate is insisting
that that they must be rejected—and if 3 U.S.C. § 15 is itself unclear on
the consequence of this dispute under the particular circumstances
(perhaps it is the situation when both returns have the governor’s
certificate)—then is it clear that the vice president can unilaterally
announce a position on the matter and insist upon moving on to the next
state? If the House of Representatives refuses to move on to the next state,
because it does not consider the previous state resolved (despite the vice
president’s pronouncement), is it part of the vice president’s authority “to
preserve order” to insist that the count continue with the next state?
F. The Relevance of the Twentieth Amendment?
The Twentieth Amendment seems to contemplate the possibility that
the counting of electoral votes may be incomplete and thus there might
be neither a president-elect nor a vice president elect at noon on January
20, when the terms of the previous president and vice president expire,
and thus there would need to be an acting president to be identified in a
statute enacted by Congress:
If a President shall not have been chosen before the time fixed for the
beginning of his term, or if the President elect shall have failed to
qualify, then the Vice President elect shall act as President until a
President shall have qualified; and the Congress may by law provide for
the case wherein neither a President elect nor a Vice President elect
shall have qualified, declaring who shall then act as President, or the
manner in which one who is to act shall be selected, and such person
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shall act accordingly until a President or Vice President shall have
qualified.

But what if there is a debate on whether or not the situation exists where
“a President shall not have been chosen”? Suppose the House of
Representatives thinks the electoral count remains incomplete because of
an intractable dispute, and thus in its view the situation calls for an acting
president until the dispute is resolved, whereas the outgoing vice
president (before noon on January 20) believes that the electoral count
has been brought to a conclusion despite the House’s objection, and thus
the declared president-elect is entitled to all the powers of the office
starting at the beginning of the new term. Does the Constitution, properly
interpreted, provide an answer on whether the situation is one involving
an acting president, as the House contends, or a president-elect, as the
outgoing vice president contends?
Related, if there were to exist the situation at noon on January 20 of
two simultaneous claims to the status of commander-in-chief—one from
previously incumbent president claiming to have been declared re-elected
by the outgoing vice president, and the other from the Speaker of the
House claiming to assume the status of acting president given the House’s
declaration that there is no president-elect because the electoral count
remains disputed and incomplete—do military officials, including those
responsible for control of nuclear weapons, wishing to obey the lawful
commander-in-chief know how to decide who is the lawful commanderin-chief?
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William Ross <wross@lawross.com>
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Council, City
Council Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

These board and commission appointments, as specified in the handbook they (i.e., the entire city council) just
approved, should be in effect now, without any special dispensation for those moving off the dais, and also including the
new council members come January 1.
Thank you,
William D. Ross, Esq.

Law Offices of William D. Ross
A Professional Corporation
400 Lambert Avenue, Palo Alto, California 94306
Tel: (650) 843-8080; Fax: (650) 843-8093
E-Mail: wross@lawross.com
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OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT AN INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY REVIEW, USE, DISSEMINATION, FORWARDING OR
COPYING OF THIS MESSAGE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY REPLY E-MAIL OR TELEPHONE, AND DELETE THE
ORIGINAL MESSAGE AND ALL ATTACHMENTS FROM YOUR SYSTEM. THANK YOU

1

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Suzanne Keehn <dskeehn@pacbell.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:40 PM
Council, City
Board and Commissioners for Palo Alto

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To the Current Council Members,
You unanimously just approved a handbook that specifies that new regulations for board
and commission appointments should be chosen
in January, which is this case would be the new Council's perogrative. By voting to
approve the handbook now is something like we see in
D.C. , apparently not wishing to leave office and to put in the 'judges' you want instead of
listening to the people, who have elected a new
a new council, that may have a different configuration then you currently have enjoyed.
Many of the applications have not even been interview, there are 9 waiting for the PTC
commission, there are only three applications for the Historic
Resources Board, where there are 4 vacancies, and only 3 applicants. Please let them be
interviewed by our next Council.
It is up to you to set the tone for the coming years, I hope you will follow your own
handbook.
Sincerely
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Sent:
To:
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Annette Ross <port2103@att.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:23 PM
Council, City
Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I am writing to add my voice to those asking that the appointments to Boards and Commissions be scheduled for
January when the new Council is seated. Let those who will be advised by those who are appointed be the ones who
select the new Board members and Commissioners.
There’s no valid reason for the outgoing Council to do this now. There’s clearly strong interest in the PTC positions.
Nine candidates. Zero interviews. Should you proceed and push this through this year, you will have seriously lowered
the bar on Palo Alto politics. Such action smacks of the nonsense that has become common in D.C.
Please, don’t go there. The new Council is perfectly capable of choosing good candidates.
Annette Ross
Palo Alto
Sent from my iPhone
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Elaine Andersen <elaine.a@onemail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:21 PM
Council, City
Appointments to boards & commissions

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear CC members,
I find it TOTALLY inappropriate (& very Mitch‐McConnel‐like) that any of you would vote to make board & commission
appointments at the meeting this evening, even without having interviewed the applicants for the PTC.
Certainly this can & should be done by the newly‐elected council, which is composed of highly experienced individuals who
will have no trouble handling this process appropriately in late Jan or early Feb.
And the fact that the entire council voted to approve the new handbook, whose goal was to make this process less political,
makes it clear that those who vote to move forward with appointments this evening are total hypocrites.
Those leaving the council will be remembered this way, & those remaining on the council will certainly be less than
appreciated by the incoming council — not a good start!!!!
I hope you will all agree to do the right thing & postpone these appointments until the new council is in place.
I will now urge all my neighbors & friends to tune into the council meeting this evening to watch the discussion & express their
views.
Hoping to see a non‐partisan council do the right thing,
Elaine Andersen
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Margaret Heath <maggi650@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 12:23 PM
Council, City
Appointments to Commissions, Boards, and Commitees

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and Council Members,
This letter is to add my voice to the many other residents who urge you to follow the practice as outlined in the new
handbook that stipulates new appointments and reappointments to Palo Alto's commissions, boards and committees,
be made by incoming councils and no longer by outgoing councils.
Palo Alto, and the candidates themselves, deserve for these important appointments and/or reappointments be made
allowing time for careful public scrutiny and thoughtful council deliberations. To do otherwise has the appearance of
a last ditch rushed attempt by a lame duck council voting to circumvent this process.

margaret heath
2140 cornell street
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Palo Alto Forward <palo.alto.fwd@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:57 AM
Council, City; Fine, Adrian
Appointment of Candidates to Commissions
PTC Appointments .pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing choices and
transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are a broad coalition with a
multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Our Planning and Transportation Commission, the body charged with making development recommendations
to our City Council and staff, has consistently failed to include community members most impacted by the
housing crisis. If you want recommendations from our commissions to be representative of the community atlarge then you cannot continue exclusively appointing owners of single family homes. Nearly half of our city
residents and 60% of our PAUSD students are renters. Thousands of young adults between 2015 - 2020
moved back in with parents, likely even more since COVID. And 38% of our homes are multifamily.
Commissions charged with developing policies and programs around the future of our community must include
residents who have felt the pain of the housing crisis; renters, black and brown community members, lowincome and residents of affordable housing, people experiencing homelessness or at-risk of homelessness,
and young adults forced to move back in with family. Until every board and commission prioritizes diversity,
equity, and inclusion we will not have representative policies or governing.
Please prioritize appointing community members to PTC who are not homeowners.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board
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December 14, 2020
Re: December 14th Appointment of Candidates for the Architectural Review Board, Historic
Resources Board, Parks and Recreation Commission, and the Planning and Transportation
Commission
To: Palo Alto City Council
Dear Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing
choices and transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are
a broad coalition with a multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Our Planning and Transportation Commission, the body charged with making development
recommendations to our City Council and staff, has consistently failed to include community
members most impacted by the housing crisis. If you want recommendations from our
commissions to be representative of the community at-large then you cannot continue
exclusively appointing owners of single family homes. Nearly half of our city residents and 60%
of our PAUSD students are renters. Thousands of young adults between 2015 - 2020 moved
back in with parents, likely even more since COVID. And 38% of our homes are multifamily.
Commissions charged with developing policies and programs around the future of our
community must include residents who have felt the pain of the housing crisis; renters, black
and brown community members, low-income and residents of affordable housing, people
experiencing homelessness or at-risk of homelessness, and young adults forced to move back
in with family. Until every board and commission prioritizes diversity, equity, and inclusion we
will not have representative policies or governing.
Please prioritize appointing community members to PTC who are not homeowners.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Melanie Grondel <mel.grondel@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:38 AM
Council, City
Melanie Grondel
Rushed Interview Process for Open Commission Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council of Palo Alto,
I do appreciate your service in this turbulent year of 2020. It must have been a demanding year.
Nevertheless I have followed with amazement and alarm the arguments in the City Council Meetings of the last 6 weeks
about appointments for the Commissions.
If there was not enough time in summer, when the appointments were to be made while there was enough time to
complete a full application and interview process, it does not make sense to rush it through in the last weeks of the year,
with a severely incomplete process.
You did pass a Handbook !
I fully expect you to apply the Handbook to your own actions. Doing anything else smacks of opportunism.
Please refrain from making appointments without completing a full application and interview cycle with ample of room
for candidates to surface and apply.
Very incomplete application and interview cycles severely diminish the confidence of Palo Alto residents in the
Commissions and in the City Council that followed such a flawed process.
I could hardly believe my ears and eyes at the argument that a City Council or a Committee member needs eight months
on the job to be prepared to vote with insight on matters at hand.
Moreover, that help and guidance from the Councilmebers that are leaving, is essential to have recruitment for the
Commisions completed before year's end in order to help and alleviate pressure for the new council, stretches
believability. In amazing fashion I saw a vote to override a request from the New Council Members Elect to be involved
in the recruitment process and appointment of the members of the Commissions they would be working with for the
coming three years, quickly put aside and rejected. This spectacle has filled me with disappointment in the Palo Alto
City Council 2020 and the work of this year. It leaves a stain on the record of the Council Members that are leaving and
on the work of those who voted to push the interviewing process through, no matter how incomplete. It shows
disrespect from the start for the Handbook you just approved after extensive debate.
With great disappointment,
Melanie Grondel
2139 Yale Street
Palo Alto, Ca 94306
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COUNCIL MEETING
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Received Before Meeting

2

William Ross <wross@lawross.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:54 PM
Council, City
Council Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

These board and commission appointments, as specified in the handbook they (i.e., the entire city council) just
approved, should be in effect now, without any special dispensation for those moving off the dais, and also including the
new council members come January 1.
Thank you,
William D. Ross, Esq.

Law Offices of William D. Ross
A Professional Corporation
400 Lambert Avenue, Palo Alto, California 94306
Tel: (650) 843-8080; Fax: (650) 843-8093
E-Mail: wross@lawross.com

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS E-MAIL MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL USE OF THE DESIGNATED
RECIPIENTS. THIS MESSAGE MAY BE AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT COMMUNICATION, AND AS SUCH IS PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL. IF THE READER
OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT AN INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY REVIEW, USE, DISSEMINATION, FORWARDING OR
COPYING OF THIS MESSAGE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY REPLY E-MAIL OR TELEPHONE, AND DELETE THE
ORIGINAL MESSAGE AND ALL ATTACHMENTS FROM YOUR SYSTEM. THANK YOU
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Suzanne Keehn <dskeehn@pacbell.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:40 PM
Council, City
Board and Commissioners for Palo Alto

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To the Current Council Members,
You unanimously just approved a handbook that specifies that new regulations for board
and commission appointments should be chosen
in January, which is this case would be the new Council's perogrative. By voting to
approve the handbook now is something like we see in
D.C. , apparently not wishing to leave office and to put in the 'judges' you want instead of
listening to the people, who have elected a new
a new council, that may have a different configuration then you currently have enjoyed.
Many of the applications have not even been interview, there are 9 waiting for the PTC
commission, there are only three applications for the Historic
Resources Board, where there are 4 vacancies, and only 3 applicants. Please let them be
interviewed by our next Council.
It is up to you to set the tone for the coming years, I hope you will follow your own
handbook.
Sincerely
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Annette Ross <port2103@att.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:23 PM
Council, City
Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I am writing to add my voice to those asking that the appointments to Boards and Commissions be scheduled for
January when the new Council is seated. Let those who will be advised by those who are appointed be the ones who
select the new Board members and Commissioners.
There’s no valid reason for the outgoing Council to do this now. There’s clearly strong interest in the PTC positions.
Nine candidates. Zero interviews. Should you proceed and push this through this year, you will have seriously lowered
the bar on Palo Alto politics. Such action smacks of the nonsense that has become common in D.C.
Please, don’t go there. The new Council is perfectly capable of choosing good candidates.
Annette Ross
Palo Alto
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elaine Andersen <elaine.a@onemail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:21 PM
Council, City
Appointments to boards & commissions

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear CC members,
I find it TOTALLY inappropriate (& very Mitch‐McConnel‐like) that any of you would vote to make board & commission
appointments at the meeting this evening, even without having interviewed the applicants for the PTC.
Certainly this can & should be done by the newly‐elected council, which is composed of highly experienced individuals who
will have no trouble handling this process appropriately in late Jan or early Feb.
And the fact that the entire council voted to approve the new handbook, whose goal was to make this process less political,
makes it clear that those who vote to move forward with appointments this evening are total hypocrites.
Those leaving the council will be remembered this way, & those remaining on the council will certainly be less than
appreciated by the incoming council — not a good start!!!!
I hope you will all agree to do the right thing & postpone these appointments until the new council is in place.
I will now urge all my neighbors & friends to tune into the council meeting this evening to watch the discussion & express their
views.
Hoping to see a non‐partisan council do the right thing,
Elaine Andersen
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret Heath <maggi650@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 12:23 PM
Council, City
Appointments to Commissions, Boards, and Commitees

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and Council Members,
This letter is to add my voice to the many other residents who urge you to follow the practice as outlined in the new
handbook that stipulates new appointments and reappointments to Palo Alto's commissions, boards and committees,
be made by incoming councils and no longer by outgoing councils.
Palo Alto, and the candidates themselves, deserve for these important appointments and/or reappointments be made
allowing time for careful public scrutiny and thoughtful council deliberations. To do otherwise has the appearance of
a last ditch rushed attempt by a lame duck council voting to circumvent this process.

margaret heath
2140 cornell street
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Palo Alto Forward <palo.alto.fwd@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:57 AM
Council, City; Fine, Adrian
Appointment of Candidates to Commissions
PTC Appointments .pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing choices and
transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are a broad coalition with a
multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Our Planning and Transportation Commission, the body charged with making development recommendations
to our City Council and staff, has consistently failed to include community members most impacted by the
housing crisis. If you want recommendations from our commissions to be representative of the community atlarge then you cannot continue exclusively appointing owners of single family homes. Nearly half of our city
residents and 60% of our PAUSD students are renters. Thousands of young adults between 2015 - 2020
moved back in with parents, likely even more since COVID. And 38% of our homes are multifamily.
Commissions charged with developing policies and programs around the future of our community must include
residents who have felt the pain of the housing crisis; renters, black and brown community members, lowincome and residents of affordable housing, people experiencing homelessness or at-risk of homelessness,
and young adults forced to move back in with family. Until every board and commission prioritizes diversity,
equity, and inclusion we will not have representative policies or governing.
Please prioritize appointing community members to PTC who are not homeowners.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board
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December 14, 2020
Re: December 14th Appointment of Candidates for the Architectural Review Board, Historic
Resources Board, Parks and Recreation Commission, and the Planning and Transportation
Commission
To: Palo Alto City Council
Dear Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council members,
Palo Alto Forward is a non-profit organization focused on innovating and expanding housing
choices and transportation mobility for a vibrant, welcoming, and sustainable Palo Alto. We are
a broad coalition with a multi-generational membership, including new and longtime residents.
Our Planning and Transportation Commission, the body charged with making development
recommendations to our City Council and staff, has consistently failed to include community
members most impacted by the housing crisis. If you want recommendations from our
commissions to be representative of the community at-large then you cannot continue
exclusively appointing owners of single family homes. Nearly half of our city residents and 60%
of our PAUSD students are renters. Thousands of young adults between 2015 - 2020 moved
back in with parents, likely even more since COVID. And 38% of our homes are multifamily.
Commissions charged with developing policies and programs around the future of our
community must include residents who have felt the pain of the housing crisis; renters, black
and brown community members, low-income and residents of affordable housing, people
experiencing homelessness or at-risk of homelessness, and young adults forced to move back
in with family. Until every board and commission prioritizes diversity, equity, and inclusion we
will not have representative policies or governing.
Please prioritize appointing community members to PTC who are not homeowners.
Sincerely,
Palo Alto Forward Board

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Melanie Grondel <mel.grondel@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:38 AM
Council, City
Melanie Grondel
Rushed Interview Process for Open Commission Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council of Palo Alto,
I do appreciate your service in this turbulent year of 2020. It must have been a demanding year.
Nevertheless I have followed with amazement and alarm the arguments in the City Council Meetings of the last 6 weeks
about appointments for the Commissions.
If there was not enough time in summer, when the appointments were to be made while there was enough time to
complete a full application and interview process, it does not make sense to rush it through in the last weeks of the year,
with a severely incomplete process.
You did pass a Handbook !
I fully expect you to apply the Handbook to your own actions. Doing anything else smacks of opportunism.
Please refrain from making appointments without completing a full application and interview cycle with ample of room
for candidates to surface and apply.
Very incomplete application and interview cycles severely diminish the confidence of Palo Alto residents in the
Commissions and in the City Council that followed such a flawed process.
I could hardly believe my ears and eyes at the argument that a City Council or a Committee member needs eight months
on the job to be prepared to vote with insight on matters at hand.
Moreover, that help and guidance from the Councilmebers that are leaving, is essential to have recruitment for the
Commisions completed before year's end in order to help and alleviate pressure for the new council, stretches
believability. In amazing fashion I saw a vote to override a request from the New Council Members Elect to be involved
in the recruitment process and appointment of the members of the Commissions they would be working with for the
coming three years, quickly put aside and rejected. This spectacle has filled me with disappointment in the Palo Alto
City Council 2020 and the work of this year. It leaves a stain on the record of the Council Members that are leaving and
on the work of those who voted to push the interviewing process through, no matter how incomplete. It shows
disrespect from the start for the Handbook you just approved after extensive debate.
With great disappointment,
Melanie Grondel
2139 Yale Street
Palo Alto, Ca 94306
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Scott <cscott@crossfieldllc.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:21 AM
Council, City; Shikada, Ed
Appointment of Commission Members for the Coming Term

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members and City Manager:
I write to urge you to NOT appoint new commission members at your meeting this evening. To do so would be a
travesty unworthy of you and an insult to the voters of Palo Alto.
Appointment of new commission members is contrary to the handbook that you just approved. This is evidence that
you know that lame duck council appointments is not in the best interests of the City. Why would you, therefore, act
differently?
The reasons that have been put forth to date by some Council members simply do not hold water. The new Council is
not full of newbies who will be inexperienced or overwhelmed. Five new Council members — Kou, DuBois, Filseth,
Tanaka, and Cormack — are current council members with much experience. One of the other new Council members —
Pat Burt — has been on the Council before and certainly knows his way around City government. The other new
member — Greet Stone — has participated on commissions himself and cannot be called naive or green in any sense of
the word. Your comments on them being ‘overwhelmed’ are condescending at best, and knowingly false at worst.
Indeed the only real reason for the rush to appoint new commission members appears to be the one voice by Council
member Kniss in her recent interview with the Daily Post, i.e., the new Council may appoint different commissioners
than the old Council. In other words, Council Member Kniss wishes to continue to control important decision of the
Council well beyond her term. This is unconscionable and should be called out for what it is — a grasp for power that is
clearly contrary to the desires of of the Palo Alto electorate. It is similar to what we are currently seeing on the Federal
level where it is equally despicable.
I have heard the some believe they should engage in this nefarious behavior because it was done in the past. That claim
is arguable, but in any event, saying that bad things should be perpetuated simply because bad things have happened in
the past is ridiculous and childish. In fact, I believe that in 2016, when Mayor Fine was then Council member‐elect Fine,
the City Council waited until after the new Council was seated before naming a replacement for him. He was given the
courtesy of helping to select his replacement. I hope he now sees the wisdom in according the new Council members
the same privilege.
The residents of Palo Alto deserve to see the full slate of candidates for the commissions and to see the interviews prior
to any appointments to these commissions. Failure to see that this occurs will perpetuate the belief that certain
member of the Council think that closed door processes are the way to go in Palo Alto, and the electorate should be
ignored.
Please think more carefully about what you are doing. If you go ahead with this travesty, you simply invite the new
Council to ignore its Commissions which will do further damage to governance in Palo Alto.
Sincerely,
9

Carol Scott
Resident of Evergreen Park

Carol Scott
Sent from my iPad
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Scott <cscott@crossfieldllc.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:21 AM
Council, City; Shikada, Ed
Appointment of Commission Members for the Coming Term

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members and City Manager:
I write to urge you to NOT appoint new commission members at your meeting this evening. To do so would be a
travesty unworthy of you and an insult to the voters of Palo Alto.
Appointment of new commission members is contrary to the handbook that you just approved. This is evidence that
you know that lame duck council appointments is not in the best interests of the City. Why would you, therefore, act
differently?
The reasons that have been put forth to date by some Council members simply do not hold water. The new Council is
not full of newbies who will be inexperienced or overwhelmed. Five new Council members — Kou, DuBois, Filseth,
Tanaka, and Cormack — are current council members with much experience. One of the other new Council members —
Pat Burt — has been on the Council before and certainly knows his way around City government. The other new
member — Greet Stone — has participated on commissions himself and cannot be called naive or green in any sense of
the word. Your comments on them being ‘overwhelmed’ are condescending at best, and knowingly false at worst.
Indeed the only real reason for the rush to appoint new commission members appears to be the one voice by Council
member Kniss in her recent interview with the Daily Post, i.e., the new Council may appoint different commissioners
than the old Council. In other words, Council Member Kniss wishes to continue to control important decision of the
Council well beyond her term. This is unconscionable and should be called out for what it is — a grasp for power that is
clearly contrary to the desires of of the Palo Alto electorate. It is similar to what we are currently seeing on the Federal
level where it is equally despicable.
I have heard the some believe they should engage in this nefarious behavior because it was done in the past. That claim
is arguable, but in any event, saying that bad things should be perpetuated simply because bad things have happened in
the past is ridiculous and childish. In fact, I believe that in 2016, when Mayor Fine was then Council member‐elect Fine,
the City Council waited until after the new Council was seated before naming a replacement for him. He was given the
courtesy of helping to select his replacement. I hope he now sees the wisdom in according the new Council members
the same privilege.
The residents of Palo Alto deserve to see the full slate of candidates for the commissions and to see the interviews prior
to any appointments to these commissions. Failure to see that this occurs will perpetuate the belief that certain
member of the Council think that closed door processes are the way to go in Palo Alto, and the electorate should be
ignored.
Please think more carefully about what you are doing. If you go ahead with this travesty, you simply invite the new
Council to ignore its Commissions which will do further damage to governance in Palo Alto.
Sincerely,
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:09 AM
Council, City
Planning Commission; Shikada, Ed; Lait, Jonathan
Appointments to boards and commissions

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and council members,
The 2019 American Community Survey shows Palo Alto as having 11,218 renter-occupied units of a total
of 25,168 units or 44.6% renters. That matches other estimates that 45% of our housing is occupied by
renters.
This percentage will certainly rise as more ADUs are built and much of our new housing projects are for
renters, especially as we hope to greatly expand our BMR units.
But our elected and appointed residents are nearly all homeowners.
Thus residents who do not own homes and are among the most seriously housing challenged with regard
to affordability are woefully underrepresented on our boards and commissions.
This is particularly unfair with respect to PTC, which is the body that advises council on housing issues.
While some of the required remedies will take time, one action comes before you on Monday.
Please appoint residents who do not own homes to replace the existing homeowner incumbents. This in
my mind is the ONLY way that we will not have at least two more years of woeful underrepresentation
where our housing body includes only homeowners.
Steve
P.S. I use non homeowners instead of renters as some prospective renters have moved home or with
relatives and some are homeless.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rita Vrhel <ritavrhel@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 10:22 AM
Council, City
lame duck appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello: I am very concerned about Agenda item # 9 on tonight's CC agenda.
These "lame duck" appointments, without even interviewing the candidates, is wrong.
The Council will looked t-RUMP-ian; appointing possibly unqualified candidates for no reason except possible
"political loyalty".
This will, IMO, continue the Council's reputation for "lack of transparency" which was the main reason for the
Foothills Park Referendum.
Most people (who have signed the petition in my presence) indicated the main reason for signing was that they
appalled with opaque City Council decisions and actions.
Your lame duck appointments will only provide residents yet another reason to distrust City Council's decisions
and process.
Allowing the next City Council to interview and appoint will, I hope, start a "local healing process", which is so
needed.
Thank you.
Rita C. Vrhel
Phone: 650-325-2298
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Michael Eager <eager@eagercon.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 8:23 AM
Council, City
Commission appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council ‐‐
I strongly oppose appointment of PTC and other Commissioners during a lame duck session. These appointments should
be deferred until after January 1, 2021.
Many of the candidates have not been interviewed, which is malfeasance on the part of the City Council. There are
inadequate candidates to fill some positions, which means that the City Council is not selecting the best candidate; they
are selecting every candidate who applied.
There is no pressing reason to appoint commissioners in the last two weeks of the year.
I urge you to follow the wishes of the Palo Alto electorate and delay appointment of commissioners until the newly
elected City Council is empaneled.
‐‐
Michael Eager
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Mary Holzer <mbholzer@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 6:36 AM
Council, City
PTC Appointments
Appointments to Planning and Transportation Committee Dec 14 Council Agenda.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council Members,
I don’t understand why the current members of the City Council are filling these slots at all. It does not make sense. The
incoming council members should make the decisions on who should be appointed to the various positions. The
incoming Council members are the ones that will have to work with them and they should be working with people of
whom they approve and appoint.
Mary Holzer

14

2
TO:

HONORABLE COUNCIL MEMBERS

FROM:

BETH MINOR, CITY CLERK

DATE:

DECEMBER 14, 2020 CITY COUNCIL MEETING

SUBJECT:

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 2- Appointment of Candidates for the Architectural
Review Board (ARB), Historic Resources Board (HRB), Parks and Recreation
Commission (PARC), and the Planning and Transportation Commission (PTC)

On November 12, 2020 the City Council interviewed applicants for the ARB and PARC. On
November 30, 2020 the City Council directed Staff to proceed with interviews of all applicants
for the positions on HRB and PTC and extend the recruitment for the HRB due to the lack of
applications. Interviews for positions on the HRB and PTC were scheduled for December 9,
2020, however, a quorum of 4 Council Members could not be obtained and the interviews were
cancelled.
Staff is now seeking guidance from the Council on how they wish to proceed.
For candidates on the ARB and PARC that have already been interviewed, the Council could:
A.

B.

Appoint 2 candidates with three-year terms ending December 15, 2023 to the
ARB, and 1 candidate to the PARC with a partial term ending December 15, 2022;
or
Decide not to appoint those positions until the beginning of 2021;

For the HRB candidates who have not been interviewed the Council could:
C.

or
D.

Appoint the 3 candidates that have applied to three positions on the HRB, without
interviewing, for three-year terms ending December 15, 2023 and continue the
recruitment for the fourth position;
Wait until the extended recruitment has been completed, then interview and appoint all
candidates to the four positions in late January to early February 2021.
1 of 2

For the PTC candidates who have not been interviewed the Council could:
E.
or
F.

Appoint 2 candidates to the PTC out of the applicants who have applied, without
interviewing, for four-year terms ending December 15, 2024;
Wait and hold the interviews and appointments in late January to early February 2021.

BDM

_______________________
Beth Minor
City Clerk
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

emeyer3@gmail.com
Sunday, December 13, 2020 10:45 PM
Council, City
Board and Commission appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Last minute appointments at the end of the year, to boards and commissions. are highly improper.
Appointments without even an interview?
Not only would this action leave a stain on departing Council members who vote for it,
it will forever damage the reputations of those appointed in this unseemly manner.
Elaine Meyer
University South
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Eileen Stolee <estolee@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 10:38 PM
Council, City
appointment of new board and commission members

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council,
As a long time resident of Palo Alto, I believe that the incoming elected city council
should choose new board members and commissioners!
I say, "no" to any lame‐duck council appointments.
Sincerely yours,
Eileen Stolee
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jim Colton <james.colton10@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 9:41 PM
Council, City
Board appointees

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Last minute board appointees by the outgoing council is akin to Trump rushing through a supreme court judge
appointment in record time. Has that level of ethics seeped into our local city council? Please tell me no.
Jim Colton
Green Acres II

‐‐
JimColtonPhotography.com
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bob Moss <bmoss33@att.net>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 9:23 PM
Council, City
Board and Commission Appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Mayor Fine and Council Members;
I urge you to remove Item 2 from the Monday agenda and not appoint any board and commission
members by a lame duck council. It is inappropriate to make such appointments and prevent the new
council and newly elected council members from selecting who they want as advisors and working
partners. Such appointments have never been made
before at this late in the year and at the
last minutes by outgoing council members.
None of the applicants for Planning & Transportation Commission have been interviewed. It is both
unprecedented and awful policy to appoint members of ANY commission without first interviewing all
of the applicants, but especially unacceptable for such a body as Planning and Transportation.
There are only 3 applicants for 4 seats on Historical Resources, so the normal procedure is to defer
acting on approving any board members and asking more members of the public to volunteer to
serve on the board. Why should the Council act to fill only part of the available board positions? It
has never been done before, why does in need to be done?
The proposed actions on Item 2 are bizarre, awful policy, and against public interest and violates
rational government. Please remove Item 2 from the agenda and do not appoint any board or
commission members at the Dec. 14 Council meeting.
Regards,
Bob Moss

18

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

AmyMChristel <amymchristel@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 9:09 PM
Council, City
Appointments to City Commissions and Boards

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members,
I feel strongly that new appointments to the following City Commissions and Boards should not occur during the
Council’s lame duck period:
‐ The Planning & Transportation Commission (PTC), where two seats are up for appointment and none of the 9
applicants have been interviewed
‐ The Historic Resources Board, where 4 positions expire and there are only 3 applicants, and
‐ The Architectural Review Board and Parks and Recreation Commission, where interviews, yes, have occurred for the
three seats combined.
Rushing appointments without fully considering all applicants is wrong. Interviews should be available to all applicants
who meet the application requirements.
This attempt by outgoing Council members to influence the future balance of these important bodies is wrong. This
business should be left to the new Council, whose members will best reflect the current will of Palo Alto voters.
I hope the Council will decide to wait until the next session to address these appointments.
Sincerely,
Amy Christel
Midtown Resident
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Robert Lancefield <rklancefield@comcast.net>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 9:05 PM
Council, City; lizkniss@earthlink.net
Fred Balin
Urge City Council NOT to appoint new members to various city commissions at tomorrow night’s
Council meeting.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I urge all of you to defer any appointments to various city commissions tomorrow night.
I am very dismayed and disturbed by the possibility. It reminds me of the “scorched earth” policies that the Trump
administration is using in its waning days.
We can do better than that in Palo Alto.
Sincerely,
Robert K. Lancefield

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Shannon Rose <shannonrmcentee@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 9:02 PM
Council, City
Shannon McEntee
Failure to interview candidates for commissions

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council,
I am stunned that some of you voted to rush appointing new commissioners, going against the board and commission
handbook that you just approved. The new handbook should be in effect now! This is so two faced. Those of you who
voted to rush these appointments should be ashamed.
Failure to interview candidates is unjustifiable. Making a decision when there are not enough applicants for positions is
not a proper process, and cutting short an application deadline makes little sense.
There is NO valid justification for this rush to appoint. I ask you to reconsider and follow the handbook that you just
approved.
Sincerely,
Shannon McEntee
410 Sheridan Avenue
Palo Alto, CA
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jeanne Fleming <jfleming@metricus.net>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 6:02 PM
Council, City
Clerk, City; 'Pat Burt'; gstone22@gmail.com
PTC appointments should be transparent

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine, Vice-Mayor DuBois, Councilmembers Cormack, Filseth, Kniss, Kou and Tanaka:
I am writing to urge that you not abandon our fair city’s procedure for filling the vacancies on the
Planning & Transportation Commission—not abandon it by voting before you have interviewed the
candidates.
The civic-minded individuals who have gone to the effort of completing an application to serve on the
PTC deserve to have their ideas heard—by Council and by residents—in a public forum. And
residents deserve the transparency that public interviews provide.
Specifically, we deserve the opportunity to hear from the candidates and to offer our opinions of them
to you, our elected representatives.
Sincerely,
Jeanne Fleming
Jeanne Fleming, PhD
JFleming@Metricus.net
650-325-5151
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Allen Akin <akin@arden.org>
Friday, December 11, 2020 6:13 PM
Council, City
December 14 Meeting, Item 2 (Commission Appointments)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
PTC appointments now, especially appointments without interviews, do a serious disservice to the appointees and to
the commission. The legitimacy of the new members and of the PTC itself will be questioned constantly.
Please do what you already know is right. Support the PTC and restore credibility to the Council by postponing
appointments until next year.
Regards,
Allen Akin
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chris Robell <chris_robell@yahoo.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 2:37 PM
Council, City; Alison Cormack; Liz Kniss; Adrian Fine; Tom DuBois; Kou, Lydia; Filseth, Eric (external);
Greer Stone; Pat Burt
PTC voting with no interviews and by outgoing council

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members,
I am dismayed that the option of voting on commissioners is even tee’d up by city staff for this Monday’s City Council:
a) This is a lame duck council (not allowing new council members who will work with PTC to have a say), and
b) Applicant interviews have not been conducted. Voting without hearing new applicants who have undoubtedly
prepared would be is a complete disservice and a clear signal to the public that this process is pre‐wired and votes pre‐
ordained. Not exactly an encouragement for civic engagement.
Remember this is a body of unpaid volunteers willing to work hard to help the community as part of a non‐decision
making body of commissioners
Please don’t let them or the community down.
Thank you for your service and for considering your decision carefully.
Chris Robell
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Larry Alton <lalton@pacbell.net>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 8:40 PM
Council, City
Planning commission appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council members,
Please use option F- delay selection for interviews.
Thank You,
Larry Alton
Zongqi Alton
453 Hawthorne Avenue, Palo Alto
650-387-6814
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Wolfgang Dueregger <wolfgang.dueregger@alumni.stanford.edu>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 6:04 PM
Council, City
Pat Burt Gmail; gstone22@gmail.com
PTC appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council,
I urge you to think very careful about the intent to make PTC appointments before all applicants have been interviewed.
Interviews have a purpose, especially for positions that are filled for longer periods of time.
Follow your own rules and stick to the democratic process.
Wolfgang Dueregger

26

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Arthur Keller <ptc@kellers.org>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 4:27 PM
Council, City
Do not appoint PTC members without interviewing them

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor, Vice Mayor, and City Council,
In light of the failure to interview the PTC members, I strongly suggest you adopt Option F. Do not appoint any PTC
members on Monday.
Best regards,
Arthur
To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

John Guislin <jguislin@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 4:11 PM
Council, City
Commission appointments must wait for new Council in 2021
Number 2 BCC appointments 12-14-2020-signed.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Please do not make a mockery of our city government and call into question the legitimacy of our boards and
commissions.
All pending appointments must wait for a new Council in 2021.
To do otherwise is a dis‐service to our residents, all of the applicants and those who currently serve.
Sincerely,
John Guislin
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2
TO:

HONORABLE COUNCIL MEMBERS

FROM:

BETH MINOR, CITY CLERK

DATE:

DECEMBER 14, 2020 CITY COUNCIL MEETING

SUBJECT:

AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 2- Appointment of Candidates for the Architectural
Review Board (ARB), Historic Resources Board (HRB), Parks and Recreation
Commission (PARC), and the Planning and Transportation Commission (PTC)

On November 12, 2020 the City Council interviewed applicants for the ARB and PARC. On
November 30, 2020 the City Council directed Staff to proceed with interviews of all applicants
for the positions on HRB and PTC and extend the recruitment for the HRB due to the lack of
applications. Interviews for positions on the HRB and PTC were scheduled for December 9,
2020, however, a quorum of 4 Council Members could not be obtained and the interviews were
cancelled.
Staff is now seeking guidance from the Council on how they wish to proceed.
For candidates on the ARB and PARC that have already been interviewed, the Council could:
A.

B.

Appoint 2 candidates with three-year terms ending December 15, 2023 to the
ARB, and 1 candidate to the PARC with a partial term ending December 15, 2022;
or
Decide not to appoint those positions until the beginning of 2021;

For the HRB candidates who have not been interviewed the Council could:
C.

or
D.

Appoint the 3 candidates that have applied to three positions on the HRB, without
interviewing, for three-year terms ending December 15, 2023 and continue the
recruitment for the fourth position;
Wait until the extended recruitment has been completed, then interview and appoint all
candidates to the four positions in late January to early February 2021.
1 of 2

For the PTC candidates who have not been interviewed the Council could:
E.
or
F.

Appoint 2 candidates to the PTC out of the applicants who have applied, without
interviewing, for four-year terms ending December 15, 2024;
Wait and hold the interviews and appointments in late January to early February 2021.

BDM

_______________________
Beth Minor
City Clerk
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jo Ann Mandinach <joann@needtoknow.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 2:50 PM
Council, City
Defer Council, Commission & Board Appointments until Next Year since you couldn't interview all
the candidates.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council,
Ms Minor reported that " Interviewsfor positions on the HRB and PTC were

scheduledforDecember 9, 2020, however,a quorum of 4 Council Members could
not be obtainedand the interviews were cancelled.Staff is now seeking guidance
from the Council on how they wish to proceed."

Therefore there is NO logical reason why these interviews and appointments
should be made this year., Please instruct Ms. Minor to wait until NEXT year
when all the candidates can be interviewed.
Most sincerely,
Jo Ann Mandinach
Palo Alto, CA 94301
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

At Amy Sung <amy@amysung.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 4:30 PM
Council, City; Fine, Adrian
Amy Connect
Appoint PTC Commissioner- Need new blood for fresh approaches

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and Palo Alto City Council members,
Palo Alto’s median age according to 2019 Census is at 41.3 but our governing body, elected and appointed, is skewed
toward the older half and leaves the younger people in our city virtually not represented.
You see, Covid‐19 may have posed higher health risk to older people but the brunt of the economic devastation is
mostly borne by the younger people whose careers were interrupted and family formation delayed. This also results in
delayed homeownership.
They are not in the makeup of homeowners not by choices of their own but because they are mostly renting or move
back with families or other options. Because of that, they have very little say about our housing policies.
It is important to listen to how they experienced the pandemic and its aftermath when this horrible period is over. This
is especially true when it comes to homeownership, its affordability, and attainability.
Our Council has an opportunity to add a new member to PTC, an important body which advises the council on the all
important housing issues.
I am urging you to appoint a young resident to inject a fresh approach to the housing issue and NOT re‐appoint an
incumbent.
Sincerely,
Amy Sung
Walter Hays Dr, Palo Alto

1

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mary Sylvester <marysylvester@comcast.net>
Monday, December 14, 2020 4:15 PM
Council, City
Appointment of New Members to Palo Alto's Boards and Commissions

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and City Council Members,

Over 88% of Palo Alto registered voters cast ballots in the
November 3rd City Council election. A month later, the results
were certified by the County of Santa Clara’s Registrar of
Voters. Tonight, Mayor Fine, you and your Council colleagues, will
undoubtedly be approving a resolution “declaring”
"Patrick Burt, Lydia Kou, Greg Lin Tanaka, and Greer Stone being the four candidates
receiving the highest number of votes for the office of Council Member for a full four-year
term, were duly and regularly elected for terms of four years commencing January 1, 2021
to serve as Council Members of the City of Palo Alto."
[Agenda item 9
at https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?t=60215.42&BlobID=794
66 ]
Based on the election results as well as the words and actions of those new faces coming
onto the dais (Pat Burt and Greer Stone) and those moving off (Liz Kniss and Adrian
Fine), some directions of the council will likely shift in the new year. Why then is the
current council majority seeking to appoint new board and commission members on the
last night of 2020 council action, when applicants have not been interviewed, and when
the application period for one board is still open?
This includes:
- The Planning & Transportation Commissioner (PTC), where two seats are up for
appointment and none of the 9 applicants have been interviewed
- The Historic Resources Board, where 4 positions expire and there are only 3 applicants,
and
- The Architectural Review Board and Parks and Recreation Commission, where
interviews, yes, have occurred for the three seats combined.
Failure to interview candidates is unjustifiable. Is there nothing to be learned from these
interactions? And what does this failure to interview say to these candidates and future
citizens who might want to serve on these bodies.
2

Making a decision when there are not enough applicants for positions is not a proper
process, and cutting short an application deadline makes little sense.
There is no valid justification for this rush to appoint.
With the recently elected new and returning members to the Council, these members who
will have to work with these appointees and often be held accountable for their decisions
by the public, need to be the ones appointing them. They, therefore, need to be the ones
interviewing candidates and making the appointments. Good governance requires it! I
believe the new Council should choose the new board members and commissioners to
reflect the policies and values that got them elected!
Given the public outcry over the need for a transparent appointment and removal process
to boards and commissions, as specified in the handbook you and your colleagues just
approved, I believe that this process should be in effect now, without any special
dispensation for those moving off the dais, and also including the new council members
come January 1.
Finally, allowing appointments during the final session of this Council devalues the role
Palo Alto's recent Council election plays in our democracy and makes it harder for the
public to hold those departing Council members accountable for decisions they made
during tonight's sessions. Those elected to serve Palo Alto beginning January 1, 2021 as
members of the City Council need to be the representatives who speak for the people!
Thank you for your time and service to Palo Alto.
Mary Sylvester
135 Melville Ave.
Palo Alto, CA. 94301

3

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Pria Graves <priag@birketthouse.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 3:27 PM
Council, City
Board and Commission appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members,
It seems ironic that there was such a fuss about Trump rushing to appoint Amy Coney Barrett to the supreme court so
close to the election and the end of his term. I suspect that many of you were unhappy with that action. And yet it
seems you want to do exactly the same thing with respect to several important board and commission seats.
This lame duck rush is just to appoint is just plain wrong. Please do the honorable thing and let these vacancies wait for
the new Council members in January.
Thank you.
Pria Graves
2130 Yale Street
Palo Alto, 94306
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paul Machado <plmachado@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 5:11 PM
Council, City
Does anyone run an organization this way

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Appointing people to boards and commissions without completing the
interview process. If this is meant to be a joke it is not funny in a
humorous way but it certainly is "funny" in an underhanded way.
Paul Machado
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

neva yarkin <nevayarkin@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 10:44 AM
Council, City
from neva yarkin

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dec. 14, 202
Dear City Council,
I feel that the process of selecting new commissioners is being rushed through the council on the last day of council
meetings for 2020.
When the applicants have not been interviewed, that is deeply troubling to me. For a job application, people are
interviewed several Times. Shouldn’t the same procedures be followed for New Commissioners?
The New Commissioners would be reporting to council and guiding council with in‐depth data and expertise. Wouldn’t
the city council want commissioners to be the best qualified?
For the HRB there are not enough applicants applying for the 4 positions. This should definitely be held over to 2021 at
a later date when other applicants could apply.
I also feel strongly that Commissioners should be chosen for integrity, fairness, willingness to listen to other opinions,
willingness to vote on the merit of projects rather than on party lines.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Neva Yarkin
nevayarkin@gmail.com

1

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Friday, December 4, 2020 3:00 PM
Council, City
Lait, Jonathan
PTC appointments

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council,
Please appoint renters to the PTC to ensure representation of a group that accounts for nearly 50% of our
households and has been woefully underrepresented on PTC.
Every action the council takes now will be part of the picture HCD sees in assessing whether Palo Alto is
on a course to make a good faith effort
with regard to expanding housing and affordability.
I discuss this more in a following email.
Stephen Levy

1

COUNCIL MEETING
12/14/20
Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

✔

Received Before Meeting

herb <herb_borock@hotmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 4:29 PM
Council, City; Clerk, City
November 14, 2020 Council Meeting, Item #5: 526 Bryant Street Lease

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Herb Borock
P. O. Box 632
Palo Alto, CA 94302
November 13, 2020
Palo Alto City Council
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301

NOVEMBER 14, 2020 CITY COUNCIL MEETING, AGENDA ITEM #5
526 BRYANT STREET LEASE

Dear City Council:
The staff report for this agenda item says "The City currently leases
approximately 5,864 square feet from KG-Bryant, LLC, at 526 Bryant Street
for use by Planning and Development Services staff."
The report doesn't say when the current lease began, the terms of the
current lease (including monthly rent), or when the City Council approved
the lease.
I have been unable to find any further information by searching the City's
website.
What the terms and approval authority for the current lease?
Sincerely,
Herb Borock

1
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COUNCIL MEETING
12/14/20
✔

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Received Before Meeting

14

Judy Rock <rockjudy1@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 2:17 PM
Council, City
safe storage of firearms

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Greetings City Council members,
I'm writing about item 14, requiring locking up of firearms that are not being carried by the owner or authorized
person. I'm actually totally shocked that this isn't required already! For the safety of families and children
please implement this requirement ASAP.
thank you,
Judy Rock
3872 Nathan Way, Palo Alto
650-906-4148
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elizabeth Ratner <elizabeth.ratner@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:55 PM
Council, City
Item 14: colleague's memo on safe storage, December 14, 2020

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

We support an ordinance which would require people who own firearms and keep them at home to store them locked
up when not carried on their person. Teenagers and children are the primary victims of accidental shootings and
suicides using unlocked firearms found at home. This is an alarming public health problem. More than 16 California
cities and counties have adopted this kind of ordinance. Thank you for asking the city attorney to draft this local law.
Lisa Ratner
Jim Fox
Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Meg Durbin <mdurbin@well.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:54 PM
Council, City
safe firearms storage

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear PA City Council members
I urge you to approve bills to require safe firearms storage.
Thank you,
Meg Durbin, MD
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephen Rock <ser84@caa.columbia.edu>
Monday, December 14, 2020 12:04 PM
Council, City
firearms

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

please pass the resolution requiring firearms to be locked up when not being used.
Steve Rock
3872 Nathan way, Palo Alto

ser84@caa.columbia.edu
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

C. Lewis <clewis222@me.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 11:55 AM
Council, City
safe storage of firearms

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Please pass an ordinance to require safe storage of firearms.
Thanks,
Clinton Lewis
3837 Grove Ave
Palo Alto
650 424 8714
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Teri Whitehair <btwhitehair@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 8:40 AM
Council, City
Safe Storage of Firearms Ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
I am a volunteer leader of Moms Demand Action which has a strong presence on the Peninsula.
Thank you for putting a Safe Storage Ordinance on tonight's council meeting. This ordinance would require all firearms
in a residence be securely stored in a locked container or disabled with a trigger lock. One small child dies almost every
day in this country after finding an unsecured firearm in their own home or in a relative’s home or while playing at a
friend’s house.
Research shows that keeping guns securely stored does NOT hinder self-protection- a gun can be accessed within
seconds- but it DOES prevent unintentional deaths of children and teen suicides, by as much as 85% depending on the
type of storage.
When considering the penalty for violating the Safe Storage Ordinance, Moms Demand Action supports a civil penalty,
rather than a criminal penalty. We suggest a fine or community service.
I urge you to vote for the Safe Storage Ordinance for the safety of our community.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Teri Whitehair
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hilary Glann <hglann@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 11:45 AM
Council, City
Support for Safe Gun Storage Ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council Members:
As a longtime resident very concerned about accidental injury or death from guns stored at home, in addition to teen
suicides, I am grateful to Council Member Cormack and Mayor Fine for proposing a safe storage ordinance to be
discussed at Monday’s Council meeting.
Over the past few years, cities and counties across California have passed ordinances to fill in gaps in California’s state‐
wide safe storage ordinance without any lawsuits from the NRA. If Palo Alto passes a safe storage ordinance, we will be
in very good company, joining:


























Belvedere
Berkeley
Cudahy
Culver City
Hillsborough
Los Angeles
Millbrae
Moraga
Morgan Hill
Oakland
Orinda
Palm Springs
Redwood City
San Carlos
San Diego
San Francisco City and County
San Jose
San Marino
San Mateo County
Santa Clara County
Santa Cruz
Saratoga
Solana Beach
Sunnyvale
Tiburon

Thank you for considering and supporting this ordinance in support of the health and safety of Palo Alto residents.
Hilary Glann
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hglann@gmail.com
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Emily Jaquette <ebreuner@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 8:40 AM
Council, City
I support the safe gun storage ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council ‐
In working with Brady United, I learned how tragic the availability of unsecured fire arms in the home can be. We have
all heard the horror stories of the unnecessary deaths. Please pass a safe storage ordinance to help solve this problem.
Sincerely,
Emily Jaquette
Palo Alto Resident
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

LWV of Palo Alto <lwvpaoffice@gmail.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 5:29 PM
Council, City
Agenda Item 14: Gun Safety Ordinance
LWVPA Gun Safey Ordinance ltr of support.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

December 14, 2020
Re: Agenda Item 14: Safe Storage of Firearms, December 14, 2020
Dear Mayor Fine, Vice Mayor DeBois and Palo Alto City Council Members:
The League of Women Voters of Palo Alto strongly supports a city ordinance requiring safe storage of firearms
in the home. Unlocked firearms in the home present an overwhelming public health danger, according to
reliable public health researchers and legal scholars.[1]
Millions of children and teens live in homes with loaded and unlocked guns. Without their parents realizing it,
most of these children under the age of ten know where in the homes the guns are kept. The risks of suicide,
particularly among children and teens, is significantly higher in homes where a firearm is kept loaded and/or
unlocked.
Children and teens are also at grave risk of death and injury from unintentional shootings. Studies have shown
that 70% of shooting deaths involving children could have been prevented if the firearm had been locked and
unloaded. In 2013, more preschoolers were shot to death (82) than police officers (27), according to the Centers
for Disease Control and the FBI. In California, between 2004 and 2014, 114 children and teenagers were
unintentionally killed with firearms, and approximately 500 committed suicide with firearms.
Nearly 90,000 firearms are stolen each year during home invasions in the U.S. and approximately 13,500 of
these firearms are used to commit additional crimes which disproportionately impact communities of
color. Most school shootings occur using unsecured firearms that have been taken by the shooter from home or
a relative's home.
A city ordinance is needed because current state law is too limited, requiring only that a person who keeps a
firearm in a residence take reasonable steps to prevent minors from access. The League believes that this should
be strengthened to require a person who keeps a firearm in a residence to store it in a locked box or disable it
with a locking device when the person is not carrying the firearm.
Many California cities and counties require gun owners to safely store their firearms when the firearms are not
being carried by the gun owner or another authorized user. These jurisdictions include Belvedere, Berkeley, Los
10

Angeles, Moraga, Morgan Hill, Oakland, Orinda, Palm Springs, San Diego, San Francisco, San Jose, San Mateo
County, Santa Cruz, Saratoga, Sunnyvale, Tiburon, and most recently Redwood City and Santa Clara County.
Since 1998, the League of Women Voters has supported regulating firearms for consumer safety. Based on this
position, LWV Palo Alto urges the City of Palo Alto to move forward with a safe storage of firearms ordinance.
Thank you for this consideration,
Nancy Shepherd
President

[1]

Giffords Law Center Against Gun Violence, www.giffords.org

‐‐
League of Women Voters of Palo Alto
3921 E. Bayshore Road
Palo Alto, CA 94303
Phone: (650) 903-0600
Web: www.lwvpaloalto.org
Facebook: www.facebook.com/PaloAltoLeague/
Twitter: www.twitter.com/lwvpaloalto
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December 14, 2020
Re: Agenda Item 14: Safe Storage of Firearms, December 14, 2020
Dear Mayor Fine, Vice Mayor DeBois and Palo Alto City Council Members:
The League of Women Voters of Palo Alto strongly supports a city ordinance requiring safe
storage of firearms in the home. Unlocked firearms in the home present an overwhelming
public health danger, according to reliable public health researchers and legal scholars. 1
Millions of children and teens live in homes with loaded and unlocked guns. Without their
parents realizing it, most of these children under the age of ten know where in the homes the
guns are kept. The risks of suicide, particularly among children and teens, is significantly higher
in homes where a firearm is kept loaded and/or unlocked.
Children and teens are also at grave risk of death and injury from unintentional shootings.
Studies have shown that 70% of shooting deaths involving children could have been prevented if
the firearm had been locked and unloaded. In 2013, more preschoolers were shot to death (82)
than police officers (27), according to the Centers for Disease Control and the FBI. In California,
between 2004 and 2014, 114 children and teenagers were unintentionally killed with firearms,
and approximately 500 committed suicide with firearms.
Nearly 90,000 firearms are stolen each year during home invasions in the U.S. and
approximately 13,500 of these firearms are used to commit additional crimes which
disproportionately impact communities of color. Most school shootings occur using unsecured
firearms that have been taken by the shooter from home or a relative's home.
A city ordinance is needed because current state law is too limited, requiring only that a person
who keeps a firearm in a residence take reasonable steps to prevent minors from access. The
League believes that this should be strengthened to require a person who keeps a firearm in a
residence to store it in a locked box or disable it with a locking device when the person is not
carrying the firearm.

1

Giffords Law Center Against Gun Violence, www.giffords.org

Many California cities and counties require gun owners to safely store their firearms when the
firearms are not being carried by the gun owner or another authorized user. These jurisdictions
include Belvedere, Berkeley, Los Angeles, Moraga, Morgan Hill, Oakland, Orinda, Palm
Springs, San Diego, San Francisco, San Jose, San Mateo County, Santa Cruz, Saratoga,
Sunnyvale, Tiburon, and most recently Redwood City and Santa Clara County.
Since 1998, the League of Women Voters has supported regulating firearms for consumer safety.
Based on this position, LWV Palo Alto urges the City of Palo Alto to move forward with a safe
storage of firearms ordinance.
Thank you for this consideration,

Nancy Shepherd
President

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stacey Ashlund <stacey@zachary.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 4:34 PM
Council, City
Support for safe storage of firearms ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Council members Fine & Cormack,
Thank you for your “Dear Colleagues” letter, which is agendized for the Monday 12/14 council meeting.
All council members,
I am involved in 3 different organizations that all support a safe storage of firearms ordinance. They are Palo Alto League
of Women Voters Responsible Gun Owners committee, Moms Demand Action (Peninsula & San Jose chapters), as well
as Palo Alto PTA Council.
Safe storage of firearms reduces preventable injury & death by guns in the homes. Securing firearms by lock, & storing
ammunition separately, reduces access to guns that may fall into the hands of a young person or a person in distress,
and prevent it from being used in suicide.
I wish to express my support for this ordinance to Council, and request that the ordinance not include a criminal penalty,
and this has been shown to disproportionally harm people of color.
There are more guns in our Palo Alto community than many residents are aware of. It is falsely/naively assumed that
Palo Alto homes do not contain guns, though the numbers are not obtainable and can quickly fluctuate. It is particularly
important that adults in our community know that they have a role in keeping young people safe by complying with such
an ordinance. This education program provided by Moms Demand Action & Everytown for Gun Safety is exemplified in
the “Be SMART” program: https://besmartforkids.org
Thank you for discussing this ordinance & I respectfully urge your support.
Sincerely,
Stacey Ashlund
4065 Campana Drive
650 494 0355
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bradd Silver <bradd.silver@gmail.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 1:40 PM
Council, City
Safe Storage ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
I am a volunteer with the Peninsula group of Moms Demand Action
for Gun Sense in America which has a strong presence in Palo
Alto. Moms Demand Action is a non-partisan grassroots
organization made up of both non-gun owners and gun owners with
the goal of reducing gun violence and improving gun safety for
everyone. We believe the 2nd Amendment can be respected while
simultaneously better protecting people through common sense
gun legislation.
We are very happy that Palo Alto will be discussing a Safe Storage
Ordinance at the next council meeting which would require all
firearms in a residence be securely stored in a locked container or
disabled with a trigger lock. Safe Storage ordinances decrease
accidental shootings by young children, teen suicides, and guns
being stolen from homes and used subsequently in crimes.
Research shows that keeping guns securely stored does NOT
hinder self-protection- a gun can be accessed within seconds- but it
DOES prevent unintentional deaths of children and teen suicides,
by as much as 85% depending on the type of storage. All guns
sold in California have to be sold with a cable lock.

1

Many cities and towns up and down the Peninsula have already
adopted a Safe Storage ordinance so we hope that Palo Alto will do
the same.
When considering the penalty for violating the Safe Storage
Ordinance, Moms Demand Action supports a civil penalty, rather
than a criminal penalty. We suggest a fine or community service.
This is because we feel people of color may be disproportionately
affected by this law and we also think a criminal penalty is
unnecessary. We therefore ask that if Palo Alto moves forward with
this ordinance, that a civil penalty be adopted.
We, at Moms Demand Action, are very happy to provide you with
any additional information or answer any questions you may have
as you consider this request. We can also provide you with the
ordinances that have passed in other nearby towns and can also
meet with your police chief if you feel this would be helpful.
Bradd SIlver
Membership Lead, Moms Demand Action California Chapter
955 Rosewood Drive
San Mateo, CA 94401
913-530-2308
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paola Maciocia <paola.peninsula.mda@gmail.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 2:04 PM
Council, City
Safe Storage Ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
I just got the news that the city of Palo Alto Council has a gun storage ordinance discussion on the agenda for this
upcoming council meeting on Monday the 14th. As Moms Demand Action long time volunteer and leader of the local
Peninsula Moms Demand Action which gathers a numerous group of volunteers up and down the Peninsula including
Palo Alto, I am thrilled that Palo Alto Council is discussing such an ordinance.
Research shows that keeping guns securely stored does NOT hinder self-protection- a gun can be accessed
within seconds- but it DOES prevent unintentional deaths of children and teen suicides, by as much as 85%
depending on the type of storage. Storing firearms in a securely locked container can also prevent guns from
being easily stolen in a home robbery. A DOJ- approved safe storage device can be obtained for as little as
$40 so the cost is not at all prohibitive and, in fact, all guns sold in California have to, under law, come with a
cable lock. Trigger locks are often given out free at police stations.
When considering the penalty for violating the Safe Storage Ordinance, Moms Demand Action supports a civil
penalty, rather than a criminal penalty. We suggest a fine or community service. This is because people of
color may be disproportionately affected by a criminal penalty and we also think a criminal penalty is
unnecessary. Most firearm owners are law abiding and will follow the law if it is simply in place. We believe
that having this ordinance on the books will ultimately help to change our culture, much like the seat belt law
did in the 1980’s.
In the last year many other cities in the Bay Area passed such an ordinance (Millbrae, Burlingame,Hillsborough, San
Mateo, Belmont, Redwood City, Portola Valley, Foster City and San Carlos), and we at Moms Demand Action hope that
the city of Palo Alto would be able to do the same.
Regards,

Paola Maciocia
Peninsula Moms Demand Action local group lead
email: paola.peninsula.mda@gmail.com
Facebook page: https://www.facebook.com/groups/PeninsulaMomsDemandAction/
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kelly Traver <kellytraver@gmail.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 12:56 PM
Council, City
Safe Storage Ordinance

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor and City Council Members,
I am a volunteer with Moms Demand Action for Gun Sense in America which has a strong presence
in Palo Alto. Moms Demand Action is a non-partisan grassroots organization made up of both nongun owners and gun owners with the goal of reducing gun violence and improving gun safety for
everyone. We believe the 2nd Amendment can be respected while simultaneously better protecting
people through common sense gun legislation.
We are very happy that Palo Alto will be discussing a Safe Storage Ordinance at the next council
meeting which would require all firearms in a residence be securely stored in a locked container or
disabled with a trigger lock. One small child dies almost every day in this country after finding an
unsecured firearm in their own home or in a relative’s home or while playing at a friend’s house. Two
older children, particularly teens, die every day in this country by suicide from an unsecured firearm
they obtain from their home or another family member’s home. In addition, 80% of school mass
shootings are done by current or former students, using an unsecured firearm obtained from their
own home or a relative’s home. A Safe Storage ordinance has become more urgent than ever during
2020 given the dramatic rise in gun sales. Combined with more time spent sheltering at home and the
increase in financial and emotional stressors, we have seen a shocking 45% increase in unintentional
deaths of small children and a 7% increase in teen suicides.
Research shows that keeping guns securely stored does NOT hinder self-protection- a gun can be
accessed within seconds- but it DOES prevent unintentional deaths of children and teen suicides, by
as much as 85% depending on the type of storage. Storing firearms in a securely locked container
can also prevent guns from being easily stolen in a home robbery. A DOJ- approved safe storage
device can be obtained for as little as $40 so the cost is not at all prohibitive and, in fact, all guns sold
in California have to, under law, come with a cable lock. Trigger locks are often given out free at
police stations.
Some people are under the impression that the California Penal Code (25100) already addresses this
issue but it definitely does not. It does not define how to safely store a firearm and it doesn’t apply to
all homes. For example, parents often hide their guns (feeling this makes them safe) rather than
locking them up, but studies show 70% of children know the location of these hidden guns in their
own home and many have even handled them. Many cities and towns up and down the Peninsula
have already adopted a Safe Storage ordinance so we hope that Palo Alto will do the same.
When considering the penalty for violating the Safe Storage Ordinance, Moms Demand Action
supports a civil penalty, rather than a criminal penalty. We suggest a fine or community service. This
is because we feel people of color may be disproportionately affected by this law and we also think a
criminal penalty is unnecessary. Most firearm owners are law abiding and will follow the law if it is
4

simply in place. We feel having this ordinance on the books will ultimately help to change our culture,
much like the seat belt law did in the 1980’s. Towns early on in the process of adopting safe storage
ordinances did often adopt a criminal penalty – that is, a misdemeanor-- but more recent towns have
adopted a civil only penalty for the reasons stated above. We therefore ask that if Palo Alto moves
forward with this ordinance, that a civil penalty be adopted.
We, at Moms Demand Action, are very happy to provide you with any additional information or
answer any questions you may have as you consider this request. We can also provide you with the
ordinances that have passed in other nearby towns and can also meet with your police chief if you
feel this would be helpful.
All my best,
Kelly Traver
Moms Demand Action Volunteer
To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alice Smith <alice.smith@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 6:57 PM
Council, City
Safe Storage - guns and ammunition

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I want to commend Councilmember Alison Cormack for her Safe Storage memorandum #11865 on the agenda for this
Monday.
I trust that the Council will instruct the City Attorney to draw up the appropriate ordinance to require the safe storage of
firearms and ammunition in residences.
Gratefully,
Alice Schaffer Smith
Channing House
850 Webster Street Apt 520
Palo Alto, CA 94301
650 283 2822
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Hamilton Hitchings <hitchingsh@yahoo.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 11:18 AM
Council, City
Jonsen, Robert; Shikada, Ed; Todd Collins
City Council Safe Gun Storage Ordinance Input

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

If the city does decide to proceed with a Safe Storage Ordinance it should adopt the Santa Clara County word
for word. I believe this area of regulation belongs at the state level rather than the city level and that the city is
too small a jurisdiction for this type of regulation. Palo Alto has a high number or renters, new home owners
and in general many folks lead very busy lives here. It is likely many residents will never know this ordinance
exists if it is passed.
California already has some of the strongest gun safety regulations in the country. These include making it
unlawful to possess a firearm by anyone who has been convicted of or has an outstanding arrest warrant for a
felony, as a well as a long list of misdemeanors and other risks including narcotics addiction and domestic
violence. Thus this ordinance would really only impact law abiding citizens in good standing.
In addition, it is also already a misdemeanor or felony in California if a firearm was not properly stored and a
child under the age of 18 obtains and uses it resulting in someone being injured or killed. Risk of injury from
accidental firearms discharge, firearm suicide and school shootings by our communities children & teens
continue to be a concern by caring adults in our community.
Firearms public safety education will likely have a larger impact on increasing public safety in this
area. California Department of Education State Superintendent Tony Thurmond sent a letter in November
2019 to all California school districts requesting they send out a safe gun storage letter to all parents. Many
school districts such as Los Angeles and Marin did send out such a letter. PAUSD has not and PAUSD is
currently very busy with COVID and does not appear to have the extra bandwidth relative to other priorities.
There is an opportunity for the city to fill the gap and/or partner with PAUSD on safe gun storage
education. The best time for PAUSD to communicate this info would be in the back to school packet sent out
to every family at the start of school in the fall. I’ve included a link to the California Department of Education’s
letter to the school districts below and it includes a template letter that could be sent to parents/residents as
well as a couple of other links on firearms safety you may find informative and helpful as you discuss this at
city council and for city staff who might work on this.
Department of Education Firearm Safe Storage Letter: https://www.cde.ca.gov/nr/el/le/yr19ltr1120.asp
California Attorney General’s Firearm Safety Tips: https://oaq.ca.gov/firearm/tips
BeSmart Family Gun Safety Advocacy Group: https://besmartforkids.org
Hamilton Hitchings
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

slevy@ccsce.com
Monday, December 14, 2020 3:44 PM
Council, City
Nose, Kiely; Guagliardo, Steven; Paras, Christine; Shikada, Ed
Finance committee meeting on FY 11 forecast

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Finance Committee and council members and staff,
I have reviewed the staff report.
I have a conflict so cannot attend the meeting tomorrow.
I attach the UCLA forecast press release from Dec 9.
https://www.anderson.ucla.edu/news-and-events/press-releases/anticipating-vaccine-ucla-andersonforecast-expects-recovery-to-begin-in-spring-21
I am in general agreement on two points but have some differing perspectives as well.
The UCLA forecast of a strong Apr-June 2021 quarter depend on virus progress that seems optimistic to
me in terms of widespread vaccinations in Q2. Also the prospects for a federal stimulus package seem
very uncertain as to size and timing.
As a result I expect the rest of FTY 21 to be difficult in terms of sales taxes and TOT.
A conservative approach is appropriate until we know more.
But the staff forecast will be updated as we know more and is a good starting point.
I am more optimistic than UCLA on CA and Bay Area growth starting in Q3 2021.
I expect the new administration will implement policies and tone that will encourage renewed immigration
and policies friendly to visitors and foreign students.
I expect schools and colleges to be open for in person activities and a more normal pattern of sports,
graduations, conventions and other activities that bring visitors and spending to Palo Alto and the region.
One factor that council, staff and the committee need to pursue is whether the city and region now face
diminished economic competitiveness and whether Palo Alto is seen as a welcoming place to live and work
as this will affect revenue trends.
Stephen Levy
Director
Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 12:57 AM
Jonsen, Robert; chuck jagoda; paloaltofreepress@gmail.com; Greer Stone; Shikada, Ed; Rebecca
Eisenberg; mark weiss; eric.filseth@cityofpaloalto.com; DuBois, Tom; rebecca@winwithrebecca.com;
Roberta Ahlquist; ravenmalonepa@gmail.com; Steven D. Lee; Council, City; Binder, Andrew; Human
Relations Commission; Ed Lauing; Cormack, Alison; greg@gregtanaka.org; mark weiss;
wintergery@earthlink.net; Binder, Andrew
How much has changed with racially discriminatory policing in Palo Alto since 2008? You decide!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

https://mv‐voice.com/blogs/p/2008/10/31/is‐it‐racial‐profiling‐or‐a‐reasonable‐police‐response‐to‐crimes
Shared via the Google app

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Annette Isaacson <annetteisaacson@comcast.net>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 10:58 AM
Council, City
opening Foothills Park

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council Members,
A neighbor is collecting signatures on a petition that is critical of your decision to open
up Foothills Park to non-residents of Palo Alto.
I just want you to know that I approve of your decision to open up the park. As a Palo
Alto resident, I enjoy being able to go to Mountain View's Shoreline Park. I'm sure
Mountain View residents would like to be able to visit Palo Alto's lovely Foothills Park,
too.
Sincerely,
Annette Isaacson
2550 Webster St.
Midtown
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Angie Evans <angiebevans@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 2:22 PM
Planning Commission
Council, City; North Ventura Coordinated Area Plan
December 9th Public Hearing on NVCAP

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Chair Templeton and Planning and Transportation Commission members,
I'm writing tonight to support exploring and expanding Alternative 3. As you know, when this planning started,
community members were concerned about traffic and the lack of affordable housing. Since then, we've seen
homelessness grow city and county wide, we've watched as young families and renters have left, and we've started to
explore how our policies promote and reinforce racism. If we don't start to operationalize land use policies that make
Palo Alto's housing more diverse and equitable, the state will. Palo Alto's RHNA goals will be between 8 and 10
thousand, even in the unlikely case that we win an appeal. Please demonstrate our willingness to do the right thing by
exploring and expanding Alternative 3. Without the height and density changes required by this alternative, affordability
will not be prioritized.
This week, Palo Alto Forward released a video with residents talking about housing needs. I hope you'll take a moment
to watch it: https://youtu.be/dozSel‐FOQQ I am specifically including this video because this process has failed to
include young, diverse voices. Until every board and commission prioritizes diversity, equity, and inclusion we will not
have representative policies or governing.
Best,
Angie Evans
Crescent Park Mom
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Caryn Huberman <yackybooks@hotmail.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 2:27 PM
Council, City
I urge you to demand a limit of 416 people into Foothills Park at the same time

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

This had been the daily average, I understand, for more than 20 years.
Setting the limit to 1000 people at once is not what the park, rangers, residents or anyone can tolerate. You
will destroy our precious park. period.
Also restrict all trails to walkers only. No bikers. That has of late been an issue. Not to mention the kids
jumping into the lake.
The shocking amount of garbage, dog poop bags and debris of late does not bode well for this precious
resource.
Thank you.
Caryn Huberman
Lincoln Avenue
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:44 AM
Richard Konda; Raj; Jethroe Moore; Jeff Rosen; Jonsen, Robert; Council, City; Binder, Andrew; Greer
Stone; Ed Lauing; Cari Templeton; Steven D. Lee; Human Relations Commission; chuck jagoda;
Rebecca Eisenberg; mark weiss; ravenmalonepa@gmail.com; Donald Mendoza; Kniss, Liz (internal);
Fine, Adrian; Greg Tanaka; Perron, Zachary; eric.filseth@cityofpaloalto.com
DuBois, Tom
Minneapolis City Council votes to cut millions from police budget amid record crime rates - The
Washington Post

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
https://www.washingtonpost.com/national/minneapolis‐city‐council‐votes‐to‐cut‐millions‐from‐police‐budget‐amid‐
record‐crime‐rates/2020/12/10/af3f14ee‐3a8c‐11eb‐bc68‐96af0daae728_story.html

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Rebecca Patton <rebeccap1234@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 8:48 AM
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; lydiakou@gmail.com; greg@gregtanaka.org; Filseth, Eric (external);
gstone22@gmail.com; patburt11@gmail.com
Council, City; Clerk, City; rebecca patton
January mayoral election

Cc:
Subject:

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,
My husband and I have lived in Palo Alto for 35 years. We currently live on Forest Avenue. This is a
critical time for policy in Palo Alto. I am writing to urge you:




To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;
To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been reelected to
second terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and
To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

Council members DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are more experienced. Also, the residents of Palo Alto
have expressed their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to second terms. Council
members DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during their tenures on
Council, including taking the lead in establishing a responsible wireless policy for the city, which we
have closely followed. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has repeatedly sided with the
telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
With many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City Staff’s behavior, it's
important to have a Mayor and Vice Mayor who, when need be, are prepared to challenge Staff.
For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either Lydia Kou or
Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.
Sincerely,
Rebecca Patton and Tom Goodrich
1001 Forest Avenue
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Minor, Beth
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:09 PM
Irina Beylin
Council, City; Shimizu, Tim
RE: Foothills Referendum

Yes

Thanks and stay healthy.

BETH MINOR
City Clerk
(650)329‐2379 | Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org

From: Irina Beylin <irina.beylin@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:09 PM
To: Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>; Shimizu, Tim <Tim.Shimizu@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: Re: Foothills Referendum
Hi beth,
thank you!
and appointment is on 16 December at 4 pm, please confirm.
Irina
On Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 12:04 PM Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
Hi Irina, You need 2,581 Palo Alto signatures on the petitions.

Thanks and stay healthy.
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BETH MINOR
City Clerk
(650)329‐2379 | Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org

From: Irina Beylin <irina.beylin@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 9, 2020 8:29 PM
To: Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Cc: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>; Shimizu, Tim <Tim.Shimizu@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: Re: Foothills Referendum

Hi Beth,
We have appointment next Wednesday, 16 December, at 4 pm. The requirement is 2,500 signatures, correct?

Thank you.

Stay safe and healthy,
Irina

On Wed, Dec 9, 2020 at 11:16 AM Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
Hi Irina,

In response to your request to push the deadline to December 23 it is not possible. In the event you gather the
required number of signatures and they are not all valid, you will have an additional 10 days to go out and gather
8

more signatures. When we meet on Tuesday you need to bring in the required number of signatures in order for me
to accept the petition.

Thanks and stay healthy.

BETH MINOR
City Clerk
(650)329‐2379 | Beth.Minor@cityofpaloalto.org
www.cityofpaloalto.org

From: Irina Beylin <irina.beylin@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, December 7, 2020 8:51 AM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Cc: Minor, Beth <Beth.Minor@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: Foothills Referendum

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello City Council members,

We are circulating the Referendum to Rescind the Ordinance approved by the Council on 16 November.
In light of updated States COVID‐19 restrictions and rising COVID‐19 danger, we can't follow the city rules to collect
signatures in person. We are getting hundreds of Palo Alto residents' emails with requests for electronic signatures.
We are asking you to temporarily change the in person signature rule to electronic. As it would take time to set up an
electronic system, please extend the Referendum deadline until 23 December 2020.
9

We want to stop unsafe way of in person signatures as soon as possible and set up a safe
e‐signature way, it would be great if you get back with the answer today‐tomorrow.

Thank you for your help.
Irina Beylin
771 Ames Ave

10

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Jake Dodson <jake@highway.org>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:16 PM
Linda MacKenzie
David Haley; Council, City; City Mgr; Tanner, Rachael; Gerhardt, Jodie; Foley, Emily; Minor, Beth;
MOVE MV; Guy Livneh; Antun Domic; Bec and Gav; Fern Geschwind; Gary Geschwind; Ira Livneh;
Kaustubh Sanghani; Kay Philips; Shiraaz Bhabha; Steve Shevick; dandrews27@aol.com;
youngjoo@kimfamily.org; yoon@tentmakers.com; Alex Chu; amnontoo@hotmail.com; Robert
Bedichek; Mary E Slocum; Lynn Magill; Jeff Magill; Gilbert Chu; Jesse.Young@wellsfargo.com
Re: Safe Parking Program

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi Linda and Neighbors,
Thank you for compiling this summary, it is very helpful to have written out for us to review. I'm appreciative of the
labor and conversation that has gone into putting this together.
I'll work on reading through these and touching base with the other involved teams (fellow church staff, City, Move MV,
etc.)
Thanks again,
‐Jake
On Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 11:23 AM Linda MacKenzie <lindajmackenzie@gmail.com> wrote:

December 10, 2020

TO: Highway Church of Palo Alto
City of Palo Alto
Move Mountain View
FROM: Los Arboles Neighbors
RE: Safe Parking Program
The Los Arboles neighbors living along the Highway Church property line have a long history with
homeless individuals residing in the church parking lot. There have been many occasions when
homeless individuals in the parking lot have engaged in behaviors that have necessitated
neighborhood intervention, calls to the Church and even calls to the police.There have also been
numerous issues with RVs and other vehicles including faulty generators, broken-down engines and
spills and leakages. Often, Church leaders were unaware of what was happening in their own
parking lot, a frustrating situation for many neighbors. Generally, the Church has been responsive,
but more often than not, has fallen short in a number of challenging situations. While we recognize
that the church is mission-driven to help the homeless, we are also acutely aware that this is not an
easy task. The Church’s decision to engage with Move Mountain View (MMV) sounds, on the
surface, promising. All of the neighbors agree that a more structured program is better than what we
have now. We all agree that the most important goal of the program is to move individuals to
permanent housing solutions.
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The Safe Parking Program directly impacts 12 Los Arboles neighbors. This is probably more
neighbors impacted by a Safe Parking application than any other application being considered by the
City of Palo Alto at this time. Even though MMV strongly urged the City and the Highway Church to
pay close attention to the type of notification that would be shared with neighbors near the Safe
Parking program, notification and communication ended up being inadequate. This is particularly
true of the City of Palo Alto, which provided a notice to neighbors that mislabeled the project as a
“Construction Project,” contained a broken link to the program description and provided an
inadequate explanation of the appeals process. This lack of transparency and evasive pattern of
communication with neighbors on the part of the City has now led to deeper distrust and confusion
about the program.
After further discussions among ourselves, with Mountain View churches and MMV, and a close
reading of the “City of Mountain View Police Department Safe Parking Program Application Permit
Checklist” (MVPD Checklist), we present our conditions for neighborhood support of this pilot
project. At a minimum we want these conditions to be part of the permit granted to the Highway
Church to run a Safe Parking program. We would, however, urge the city to incorporate these
regulations into the ordinance governing Safe Parking programs in the City so that other
neighborhoods are not faced with the task of recreating the rules with every permit application.
It should be clear, however, that even agreement on these conditions among all parties--neighbors,
the Highway Church, MMV and the City of Palo Alto--does not necessarily mean that any one
particular neighbor will forgo a decision to pursue a formal appeal of the permit.
We look forward to meeting with the City of Palo Alto, the Highway Church, and their partner MMV
regarding the following conditions.
1. The Highway Church agrees that no RVs, vans, trucks or trailers will be allowed in the Safe
Parking Program. Only four passenger cars, maximum, will be permitted in the program, which will
operate from 6PM-8AM each day with quiet hours observed from 10PM-7AM. Program participants
will be required to vacate the premises during non-program hours and must move their vehicles at
least ½ mile from the Safe Parking site.
The Los Arboles neighbors are in agreement with MMV policy which strongly recommends against
parking RVs and larger vehicles in Tier 1 Safe Parking programs located in church parking lots in
residential neighborhoods. Neither of the two MMV church parking programs in Mountain View host
RVs. In addition, there is not enough room in the Highway Church parking lot to provide the 10’
clearance around RVs required for RV parking under Mountain View’s program. The neighbors are
in strong agreement that the Highway Church site is inadequate in size and shape to accommodate
large vehicles.
2. The Highway Church agrees that no electricity hookups will be permitted and agrees to
secure and lock all accessible electrical outlet boxes.
3. The Highway Church agrees to consult with MMV and the County health director’s office to
ensure strict adherence to all Covid-19 public health rules as they relate to Safe Parking
programs, where separate and unrelated vehicle “households” will be gathered close
together. Regulations regarding social distancing and mask-wearing protocols will be posted
clearly, and if additional portable toilets and hand-washing stations are required by the County these
will be installed. Portable toilets and hand-washing stations will be located out of sight from
12

Middlefield Road and 25’ from any abutting residential property. In addition, the Church and
MMV agree to provide hand sanitizing stations in the parking lot.
4. The Highway Church agrees to limit family participation in the program to families with
children older than ten years of age due to noise and safety concerns. The provision of motel
vouchers for families with young children is the safest way to meet the needs of homeless families
and is the current policy in San Jose with regard to Safe Parking programs.
5. The Highway Church agrees that no vehicle dwellers will be allowed to have pets of any
kind while parking in the Church parking lot.
6. The Highway Church agrees that the four Safe Parking spots will be located a minimum of
25’ from the property line of any abutting, residential property. These spaces will be clearly
marked. No fencing or wire of any kind will be used to delineate parking spots. Vehicles will NOT be
permitted to move and park in other areas of the Church parking lot during hours of operation.
7. The Highway Church agrees that temporary structures will not be allowed, including tents,
lean-tos, canopies or clotheslines. In addition, the Church agrees that all personal property shall
be stored inside the vehicles.
8. The Highway Church agrees that fires of any kind shall be prohibited. Cooking and food
preparation (barbecues, etc.) outside the vehicles are prohibited. Cooking inside passenger vehicles
is also prohibited. In case of any emergency fire, the Highway Church will provide a fire extinguisher
that is easily accessible to vehicle dwellers on the property.
9. The Highway Church agrees that generators, video, audio, or other amplified sound that is
audible outside the vehicles parking in the Safe Parking program is prohibited. In addition,
vehicles will not be allowed to run their engines for long periods of time.
10. The Highway Church, MMV and the City of Palo Alto agree to meet with all Los Arboles
neighbors within 600 feet of the Safe Parking site after an initial 90 days of the pilot program
and prior to a final decision on whether to renew the permit for 270 days (9 months). In
addition, the City of Palo Alto will provide contact information for a program liaison from the
appropriate city department or commission to answer any policy or zoning concerns from neighbors
during the program’s operation.
11. The Highway Church agrees to maintain and rebuild the privacy hedge that exists around
the parking lot, replacing hedges where trees or shrubs have died and augmenting the
privacy hedge with mature plants in areas of the parking lot where neighbors do not currently
have adequate privacy.
12. The Highway Church agrees to maintain safe, clean and orderly premises given neighbor
concerns regarding the proper storage of refuse and recycling. The Highway Church agrees
not to use poisons in controlling rat infestations on its property.
13. The Highway Church agrees to maintain sufficient access to the parking lot for
emergency vehicles.
14. The Highway Church agrees that the proposed Safe Parking program on its property will
not adversely affect the health, safety, or welfare of neighbors residing or persons working in
the surrounding area. See 18.42.160(d)(1)(ii).
13

15. The Highway Church agrees that only one vehicle per participant or participant unit
(couple, family) will be allowed as part of the Safe Parking program.
16. The Highway Church agrees to make available to all neighbors residing or owning
property within 600 feet of the program site a notice containing a contact phone number for
the church; a non-emergency phone number for the Palo Alto Police Department; and a 24hour contact phone number for MMV. In addition, the notice will include a list of all MMV
program rules.
17. The Highway Church and MMV agree to a minimum of two MMV check-ins at the site every
night.
We believe that all of these requests and conditions are reasonable. We are being asked to be good
neighbors to vehicle dwellers in the church parking lot. We also would like our concerns as a
neighborhood to be treated with consideration and courtesy by the Highway Church, MMV and the
City of Palo Alto.
Thank you,
Fern and Gary Geschwind (700 Ames Ave)
Linda MacKenzie and Steve Shevick (708 Ames Ave)
Ira and Guy Livneh (716 Ames Ave)
Nickie and Don Andrews (724 Ames Ave)
Shirazz Bhabha and Kaus Sanghani (732 Ames Ave)
Mary Slocum and Antun Domic (3404 Cork Oak Way)
Kay Philips (3408 Cork Oak Way)
Young Jou and Yoon Kim (3412 Cork Oak Way)
Amnon Silverstein (3430 Cork Oak Way)
Jesse Young and Cliff Young (3444 Cork Oak Way)
Rebecca and Gavin Cohen (3452 Cork Oak Way)
Lynn and Jeff Magill (3451 Cork Oak Way)
Martha Mitchell and Jaron Waldman (3435 Cork Oak Way)
Diana and Mike DeFrenza (3393 Cork Oak Way)
Rebecca Thompson (754 Holly Oak Drive)
Robert Bedichek (Loma Verde Ave)
Mitali Dhan and Pratik Jhaveri (Middlefield Road)

‐‐
Jake Dodson | Creative Arts
The Highway Community | Palo Alto
highway.org
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 4:24 PM
Council, City; Jeff Rosen; Raj Jayadev; Molly O'Neal; Binder, Andrew; Joe Simitian; Richard Konda
chuck jagoda; Rebecca Eisenberg; Winter Dellenbach; Council, City; Cari Templeton; Ed Lauing; Greer
Stone; Raven Malone; Steven D. Lee; Minor, Beth; Donald Mendoza; eric.filseth@cityofpaloalto.com
Revolution in the criminal justice system? George Gascon speaks

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

https://www.kcrw.com/news/shows/press‐play‐with‐madeleine‐brand/coronavirus‐elderly‐la‐district‐attorney‐
politics/george‐gascon‐cash‐bail‐gang‐force
Shared via the Google app

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Amy Keohane <amykeohane@hotmail.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 1:43 PM
Council, City
University Ave

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I am sorry to see that we opened up university Ave. it was a good wide area to walk without cars sipping down almost
killing us. On another note why do we allow people to set up camp at vacant stores with sleeping bags and all. We need
to nip this in the bud as it will be SF all over again. Right now the old Walgreens has someone taking up camp. We should
not allow this

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Chris Robell <chris_robell@yahoo.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 2:14 PM
Council, City; Pat Burt; Greer Stone
Utilities Allegations

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members,
I urge you to get to the bottom of the utilities overcharging allegations and rebuke those involved:
* Did they really commingle utility and general fund?
* Were expenses (e.g., real estate) artificially inflated to make it look like profit was less than it was?
* What was the real degree of “mistakes” vs. deliberate intent?
* Who was responsible and are they still working at the city?
Please set an example of good governance and fiduciary responsibility with our taxpayer money by demanding answers
from the City and fully and transparently communicating findings to the public. Ensure appropriate actions (e.g.,
termination) are taken with anyone that may be involved with such malfeasance.
Thank you!
Chris

17

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Nancy Alfaro <alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 12:17 PM
LASERS.services@lacers.org; erb@lacity.org; info@insyde.org.mx; pra@calbar.ca.gov;
clientsecurityfund@calbar.ca.gov; manager@cityofberkeley.info; kworthington@cityofberkeley.info;
BARcomm@calbar.ca.gov; Mayor.Garcetti@lacity.org; Mayor@fresno.gov; Daniel.Zack@fresno.gov;
Mark.Standriff@fresno.gov; Esmeralda.Soria@fresno.gov; Paul.Caprioglio@fresno.gov;
Robert.Andersen@fresno.gov; Leager@fresnoedc.com; Council, City; Office of the CIO;
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; Ng, Judy; LydiaKou@cityofpaloalto.org; Kane@cityofpaloalto.org;
Carnahan, David; Stephanie.Douglas@cityofpaloalto.org; Yang, Albert; Patel, Raj; Auzenne, Tom;
Assesor@sfgov.org; Arun.Bhatia@sfdwp.org; Board.of.Supervisors@sfgov.org;
Commissions.Secretary@sfgov.org; Sotf@sfgov.org; Ethics.Commission@sfgov.org;
CommAssist@fppc.ca.gov; Advice@fppc.ca.gov; Cpra@fppc.ca.gov; CHackert@fppc.ca.gov;
Bridget.Hicks@sfgov.org; JFleming@metricus.net; Jreichental@gmail.com; Treichental@hotmail.com;
Complaint@fppc.ca.gov; WPEAOmbuds@stateoig.gov; Secretary.Padilla@sos.ca.gov;
DCA@dca.ca.gov; Kimberly.Kirchmeyer@dca.ca.gov; Alexis.Podesta@dca.ca.gov;
Enforcement@cslb.ca.gov; Classifications@cslb.ca.gov; Licensing@cslb.ca.gov; Info@cslb.ca.gov;
FRAUD@insurance.ca.gov; Ombudsman@insurance.ca.gov;
pushpa.uttamchandani@insurance.ca.gov; ElectronicSubmissionFD-1@insurance.ca.gov; CAB-SFIntake@insurance.ca.gov; pushpa.uttamchandani@insurance.ca.gov
Fwd: Nancy Alfaro - Account blocked and now disabled by Google PwC

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Begin forwarded message:
From: Nancy Alfaro <alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Date: December 11, 2020 at 4:02:46 PM PST
To: Sebastian Barragan <sbarragan@aristeguinoticias.com>, contacto <contacto@senadomorena.com>,
silvanoaureoles@michoacan.gob.mx, oce@mail.house.gov, Marc Wells <wells@wsws.org>,
WorldsApart@rttv.ru, Fernando Medina <fom.2@hotmail.com>, pgjecomsoc
<pgjecomsoc@michoacan.gob.mx>, Charropoliticoenvivo@gmail.com,
fiscalgeneral@fiscaliamichoacan.gob.mx, news@thelocal.it, news@sky.com, hacienda@senado.gob.mx,
hatchact@osc.gov, justicia@senado.gob.mx, newyork@sec.gov, secretary@caritas.ru,
tips@propublica.org, tips@pcaobus.org, LAPD OIG <oigcompl@lapd.online>, sanfrancisco@sec.gov,
Peter Kane <KaneP@sec.gov>, losangeles@sec.gov, chicago@sec.gov, newsdesk@cbs47.tv,
ethics.commission@lacity.org, tips@zerohedge.com, Firearms Bureau <Firearms.Bureau@doj.ca.gov>,
pctips‐losangeles@fbi.gov, Niall.ODonnell@usdoj.gov, Nina.Trentmann@wsj.com, nics@fbi.gov
Subject: Fwd: Nancy Alfaro ‐ Account blocked and now disabled by Google PwC

Begin forwarded message:
From: Nancy Alfaro <alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Date: December 11, 2020 at 3:06:44 PM PST
To: urgent‐action@ohchr.org, David Chrencik <dchrencik@hotmail.com>, Scott
Tornberg <scott.w.tornberg@pwc.com>, Tomoko Nagashima
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<tomoko.nagashima@pwc.com>, robert.moritz@us.pwc.com,
Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov, quejas <quejas@cdhcm.org.mx>,
Questions@caritas.org.au
Subject: Fwd: Nancy Alfaro ‐ Account blocked and now disabled by Google PwC

Begin forwarded message:
From: Nancy Alfaro <alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Date: December 7, 2020 at 9:50:20 AM PST
To: urgent‐action@ohchr.org, derechoshumanos
<derechoshumanos@senado.gob.mx>, oig@gao.gov, oig@sec.gov,
OIG@fec.gov, quejas <quejas@cdhcm.org.mx>, cdhdf@cdhcm.org.mx,
Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov, seguridad.nacional@diputados.gob.mx,
seguridadpublica@senado.gob.mx, fiscal
<fiscal@morelia.fiscaliamichoacan.gob.mx>
Subject: Fwd: Nancy Alfaro ‐ Account blocked and now disabled by
Google PwC
Please note the email below remains blocked to most recipients below,
including PwC. As usual.... it has become common practice to block all
my outgoing emails for days in an effort to suppress and/or mislead and
confuse others. The incidents since mid October aren't unrelated nor is
blocking my emails. Why block PwC?
Once again, I am in Los Angeles, CA, it doesn't take a genius to figure
out what parties are interfering in foreign governments and obstructing
international commerce.
Collateral damage: international trade agreements and/or interstate
commerce.

Begin forwarded message:
From: Nancy Alfaro <alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Date: December 6, 2020 at 11:31:52 PM PST
To: David Chrencik <dchrencik@hotmail.com>, Scott
Tornberg <scott.w.tornberg@pwc.com>, Tomoko
Nagashima <tomoko.nagashima@pwc.com>,
robert.moritz@us.pwc.com
Cc: urgent‐action@ohchr.org,
Laurie.Endsley@us.pwc.com, colm.r.kelly@pwc.com,
mary.c.monfries@pwc.com, david.j.ryan@us.pwc.com,
anna.tantoco@pwc.com, frank.graziano@pwc.com,
irina.artem@us.pwc.com, Sebastian Barragan
<sbarragan@aristeguinoticias.com>, contacto
<contacto@senadomorena.com>,
silvanoaureoles@michoacan.gob.mx,
oce@mail.house.gov, Marc Wells <wells@wsws.org>,
WorldsApart@rttv.ru, Fernando Medina
<fom.2@hotmail.com>, pgjecomsoc
<pgjecomsoc@michoacan.gob.mx>,
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Charropoliticoenvivo@gmail.com,
fiscalgeneral@fiscaliamichoacan.gob.mx, fiscal
<fiscal@morelia.fiscaliamichoacan.gob.mx>,
derechoshumanos
<derechoshumanos@senado.gob.mx>, quejas
<quejas@cdhcm.org.mx>, Questions@caritas.org.au,
news@thelocal.it, news@sky.com,
hacienda@senado.gob.mx, hatchact@osc.gov,
justicia@senado.gob.mx, newyork@sec.gov,
secretary@caritas.ru, tips@propublica.org,
tips@pcaobus.org, LAPD OIG <oigcompl@lapd.online>,
sanfrancisco@sec.gov, Peter Kane <KaneP@sec.gov>,
Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov, losangeles@sec.gov,
chicago@sec.gov, newsdesk@cbs47.tv
Subject: Fwd: Nancy Alfaro ‐ Account blocked and now
disabled by Google PwC

Begin forwarded message:
From: Nancy Alfaro
<alfaro.nancy@gmail.com>
Date: December 4, 2020 at 5:50:04 PM
PST
To: David Chrencik
<dchrencik@hotmail.com>, Scott
Tornberg
<scott.w.tornberg@pwc.com>, Tomoko
Nagashima
<tomoko.nagashima@pwc.com>,
robert.moritz@us.pwc.com
Cc: urgent‐action@ohchr.org,
Laurie.Endsley@us.pwc.com,
colm.r.kelly@pwc.com,
mary.c.monfries@pwc.com,
david.j.ryan@us.pwc.com,
anna.tantoco@pwc.com,
frank.graziano@pwc.com,
irina.artem@us.pwc.com, Sebastian
Barragan
<sbarragan@aristeguinoticias.com>,
contacto
<contacto@senadomorena.com>,
silvanoaureoles@michoacan.gob.mx,
oce@mail.house.gov, Marc Wells
<wells@wsws.org>,
WorldsApart@rttv.ru, Fernando
Medina <fom.2@hotmail.com>,
pgjecomsoc
<pgjecomsoc@michoacan.gob.mx>,
Charropoliticoenvivo@gmail.com,
fiscalgeneral@fiscaliamichoacan.gob.m
x, fiscal
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<fiscal@morelia.fiscaliamichoacan.gob.
mx>, derechoshumanos
<derechoshumanos@senado.gob.mx>,
quejas <quejas@cdhcm.org.mx>,
Questions@caritas.org.au,
news@thelocal.it, news@sky.com,
hacienda@senado.gob.mx,
hatchact@osc.gov,
justicia@senado.gob.mx,
newyork@sec.gov,
secretary@caritas.ru,
tips@propublica.org,
tips@pcaobus.org, LAPD OIG
<oigcompl@lapd.online>,
sanfrancisco@sec.gov, Peter Kane
<KaneP@sec.gov>,
Criminal.Division@usdoj.gov,
losangeles@sec.gov, chicago@sec.gov,
newsdesk@cbs47.tv
Subject: Fwd: Nancy Alfaro ‐ Account
blocked and now disabled by Google
PwC

PwC,
Please refer to email trail below. Keep
in mind that there is a large number of
emails starting in July 2019 in the hands
of many organizations now.
Furthermore, 100% of all of my emails
have been fully extracted by a number
of unknown parties over last several
months. I also kept a pristine copy of
my email inbox prior to all of the
trickery employed (harassment,
retaliation) which turned my emails and
communications into insanity at several
points over the past 1.5 years.
As such disabling my email account
wasn't going to delete/erase the email
information already backed up, secure
and in the hands of many
organizations.
For several moths, I insisted that
whoever was interested in this
information needed to timeline the
information I was sending and read all
emails in conjunction with each other.
Most importantly get past the manner
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this emails are written, tone and shitty
grammar. We are auditors and can
handle large volumes of information
and fraudulent parties trying to distort
and manipulate the data. Furthermore,
normal audits are always a messy. This
isn't normal. Auditors jump from area
to area yet auditors always know the
reasons or have very specific objectives
for doing so. This said, many people
including the less intelligent and private
security psychopaths aren't real
auditors and cannot be expected to
follow it nor realize what was
happening or at which point this
information was going to blow up in
their faces or when I needed anyone's
help.
Had I wanted to file a labor lawsuit or
complaint with the DOJ/SEC/PCAOB
about Herbalife or any other party, I
would had done it. Herbalife and other
parties have tried to get me in front of
the DOJ and get lawyers to threaten
people and companies.
Fraudulent/deceitful lawyers
inside/outside the DOJ/SEC/PCAOB the
real issue.
The PCAOB whistle blew on itself and
its criminal activities in the fall of 2019
through Japanese PCAOB inspector
Atsuko Ryan also known as Atsuko
Nakamura to PwC. Atsuko and I met in
2001 at PwC. Atsuko left to EY around
her senior year. We remained close
friends for many years. At PwC Atsuko
worked certain Japanese real estate
funds, which Dave, Bill Starn and I later
took over. [ ].
At EY, I was in the process of taking
over TCW, a Los Angeles, CA based
asset manager from Atsuko when issues
related to money laundering and tax
evasion (i.e. Russian Roulette) came up
in July 2012. In reality, EY Los Angeles
and EY foreign tax desks in NYC had
provided the documents and confirmed
the schemes as if it was an everyday
conversation. I was fired (irrespective
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of the form EY tried to managed it)
from EY Los Angeles 3‐4 days after EY's
NY tax desks (Caymans Island)
confirmed the nature of the tax
schemes used by TCW. This occurred in
July 2012. EY's systems and personnel
records conveniently reflect that I
resigned employment with EY Los
Angeles in September 2012.
The PCAOB was secretly investigating
(as an organized criminal) and secretly
exonerated me in conjunction with its
2014 inspections of Deloitte Mexico.
Unfortunately for the PCAOB, it does
not have authority nor jurisdiction over
individual CPA's , much less can the
PCAOB persecute US or foreign citizens
and their families in foreign soil for
nearly 5 years. Just to highlight the
PCAOB's criminal conduct, stupidity and
its abuse of power, I was part of
Deloitte Audit nor performed any audits
for Deloitte Mexico. I was part of a very
small group within the Deloitte's
National Office known as GIOS. Deloitte
only has three of this very unique GIOS
groups in the world (Mexico City,
Colombia and Paris).
To clarify, I didn't work in any Audits
while at Deloitte Mexico prior to or
during 2014. Therefore, the PCAOB shit
heads could have never investigated
me, persecute me, my family or even
have a legal basis to know I existed in
Mexico or the USA. The PCAOB isn't
going to concoct a whistleblow scheme
on its transnational organized criminal
activities to me out of the goodness of
their hearts. Herbalife whistle blew on
its regulators which among others
include the SEC/PCAOB/DOJ yet this
isn't the biggest problem for the useless
and corrupt PCAOB regulator.
Therefore, the nature of the PCAOB
"secret investigations" and it "secretly
exonerating me" is rather peculiar. In
October 2019, the SEC/PCAOB/DOJ
announced draconian jail sentences
(60+ years) to its own/former
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inspectors and KPMG partners in
connection with the KPMG PCAOB
inspections scandal (Legal Case:
Conspiracy to defraud the US
Government). A quick reading into the
case puts into perspective the real
issues are related to political and
corporate espionage. (Hint: prior
emails about PEMEX executives were
synchronized into my iCloud contacts
(Apple) along with attempts to bribe me
with high end real estate in Mexico City
[Reforma 43], $50 million dollars, etc. in
2014). I and members of my family,
including my mother, survived one very
public Assassination attempt in
November 2014. The failed execution
was coordinated from the USA and it
attempted to point the finger at
Mexican law enforcement
authorities. Prior emails include
additional details.
There were high level resignations at
the PCAOB after I was informed about
the PCAOB's ultra‐secret investigations
in the fall of 2019.
Herbalife's 1.5 month long criminal and
background checks and Herbalife's
secret inquiries and investigations were
performed in June‐July 2018 in the USA,
Mexico and directly with PwC didn't
uncover any issues. Herbalife's
investigations were conducted in
parallel to the PCAOB's secret
investigations (2014‐2019). Both Senior
PwC leadership and Deloitte Mexico
were alerted I was joining Herbalife a
week prior to July 23, 2018. This sheds a
lot of light into the nature of the secret
PCAOB investigations, as well as, the
DOJ Federal Bureau of fires arms bogus
investigation results in April/May 2020
quite clear. The Federal Bureau of arms
must have different standards and
secret criminal databases to determine I
must be a criminal and prevent me
purchase a firearm. [Hint: State crimes
and Collusion amongst law
enforcement agencies within the DOJ
and SEC].
24

I am either a criminal or I aren't. In July
2019 my first call regarding Herbalife
criminality and threats was to
Herbalife's Auditors PwC not to any
lawyers, DOJ or any other US regulator.
In my phone conversation with PwC
Partners in Los Angeles, I was specific
that I wasn't about to go through
another cartel war between EY and PwC
as what had taken place between the
Big Four Accounting firms while I
worked at EY 2010‐2012 and thereafter.
It was brutal and violent.
Herbalife was targeting PwC and PwC
Auditors and partners for years prior to
2008. Neither I nor PwC was involved
with Herbalife during that time.
Irina Artem, PwC Tax Practice ‐transfer
Tax, a Russian national and a close
friend from college and while I work at
PwC has also been targeted and
secretly investigated as part of
Herbalife's DOJ/SEC criminal and phony
internal investigations. This criminal
actions and secret investigations
involve matters related to PwC financial
services industry group and PwC tax
practice.
Rather than threatening people and/or
PwC's clients and Auditors I was
involved with with during the 10+ years
I worked for PwC‐Booz Allen, if the
SEC/PCAOB/DOJ have any real
questions about those audits I can
respond directly to the PCAOB/SEC in
Los Angeles or San Francisco for the
work I did in Los Angeles, CA and to the
SEC/PCAOB in New York for the work I
did while I worked for PwC's NYC office
during the 2008 financial crisis and
housing crisis. I was licensed in both
States.
Furthermore, in Los Angeles, CA I would
be the manager working directly
underneath the Financial Services
Partners/Asset Management Senior
Leadership or directly with NYC
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partners. There were no junior partners
or other intermediaries.
Also, I can respond to the SEC/PCAOB
directly for any of the work I did for
Deloitte Mexico (granted its legal to
even ask me), EY Los Angeles or RSM,
LLP Los Angeles.
Obviously, the SEC/PCAOB will have to
get PwC's approval and get through
dozens of PwC's elite lawyers. It does
not appear to me as if the SEC/PCAOB
or DOJ's lawyers and inspectors are
even skilled or capable getting past me
through to PwC, partners or its clients.
Therefore, the US government (DOJ,
PCAOB, IRS, property Assessor/real
estate shenanigans) and all shady
lawyers engaged harassing, retaliating
or filing fraudulent lawsuits hasn't and
isn't going to work in the US
government or any lawyers best
interests.
I and my all family in Mexico were
under serious death threats and were
under significant danger for an entire
year prior to calling PwC in July 2019.
Two members of my family ( A catholic
priest and a State Senator) have been
murdered since July 2019 but so have
many lawyers, politicians and
bureaucrats and law enforcement.
Through this emails I have been
documenting months in advance
numerous criminal activities that
Herbalife's ill intentioned rats
attempted to point the finger at me as a
whistleblower. During July‐December
2019 I documented that Herbalife had
whistle blown about recreating the LA
riotts for the 2020 elections. In May
2020, riots erupted in the USA and
around the world over yet the callous
murder of George Floyd at the hands of
the police department. It doesn't take a
genius to understand that premeditated
murder is the lesser crime that comes
to mind in light of what I had been
communicating moths in advance.
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The question is not whether there was
electaion fraud but which party
committed the largest fraud and
purposely pitted police departments
and people against each other. One
should ask the US politicians,
intelligence and military since they too
were receiving this emails. Given that
there is an agreed upon president
already, any claims or lawyers and legal
arguments are pathetic. All there is left
to do is to keep showing the world and
the American public how pathetic,
corrupt and violent this country really
is. Unless the US government and the
republican/democrat uni‐party are
willing re‐do the entire elections and
permit other candidates, the ongoing
elections theater between lawyers and
other stupidity is a smoke screen. As
usual useless Lawyers inside/outside
the DOJ/Regulators are profiteering
from the situation.
To regulators/law enforcement/shady
lawyers:
I wasn't fired or left PwC in any bad
terms. I do not have a negative opinion
about PwC. It would seem rather idiotic
(excuse my French) to be working
against PwC. Ten years after I left PwC it
still vouches for me and my work. I do
not have any misplaced loyalties.
If I was to trust any lawyers or the US
legal system, I will first sue the lawyers
and the SEC/PCAOB/DOJ over its
criminal activities and "secret
investigations" about me before I sue
anyone else. Auditors seem to be are a
lot more skilled than any fraudulent
lawyers. I easily undetermined the
entire DOJ/SEC bribery and corruption
investigations under the FCPA Act,
along with the sham FCPA internal
investigations by unskilled shady and
elite lawyers ‐ a highly profitable illegal
business.
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Herbalife made clear they wanted the
same deal as Walmart. It seems
Herbalife got it down to settling its
FCPA investigation into Herbalife China
for $123 million.
Regards,
Nancy
PS. Anyone can get all the emails I've
sent since July 2019 by filing FOIA
requests on US regulators.

Begin forwarded message:
From: "."
<alfaro.nancy@gmail.c
om>
Date: November 18,
2020 at 2:21:40 PM PST
To:
oigcompl@lapd.online,
oce@mail.house.gov
Cc:
firearms.bureau@doj.c
a.gov, pctips‐
losangeles@fbi.gov,
nics@fbi.gov
Subject: Fwd: Nancy
Alfaro ‐ Account
blocked and now
disabled by Google
Apparently, all are Still
are being blocked.
What a bunch of
criminals
and complete idiots law
enforcement in the USA
is.
There isn't an economy
to be reopened.
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded
message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Nancy Alfaro
<alfaro.nancy@gmail.c
om>
Date: Wed, 18 Nov
2020 14:08:39 ‐0800
Subject: Fwd: Nancy
28

Alfaro ‐ Account
blocked and now
disabled by Google
To: Sebastian Barragan
<sbarragan@aristeguin
oticias.com>,
urgent‐
action@ohchr.org,
aclupreferences
<aclupreferences@aclu.
org>

Begin forwarded
message:

From:
Nancy
Alfaro
<alfaro.
nancy
@gmail
.com>
Date:
Novem
ber 18,
2020 at
2:03:53
PM PST
To:
Sebasti
an
Barraga
n
<sbarra
gan@ar
isteguin
oticias.
com>,
urgent‐
action
@ohchr
.org,
cdhdf@
cdhcm.
org.mx,
quejas
@cdhc
29

m.org.
mx,
ethicsof
fice@w
ho.int,
ethicsof
fice@u
n.org,
press@
ccrjusti
ce.org,
aclupre
ference
s
<aclupr
eferenc
es@acl
u.org>,
commu
nicatio
ns@acl
usocal.
org,
oig@ga
o.gov,
oig@se
c.gov,
OIG@fe
c.gov,
OIG
<OIG@f
tc.gov>,
LAPD
OIG
<oigco
mpl@la
pd.onli
ne>,
steven.
sheh@
gmail.c
om
Cc:
contact
o@sen
adomor
ena.co
m,
gobiern
omicho
acan2.0
@gmail
30

.com,
quejas
@cdhc
m.org.
mx,
redacci
on@ari
steguin
oticias.
com,
sindicat
o1969.t
ranspar
encia@
senado.
gob.mx,
info@a
mnistia.
org.mx,
sindicat
o@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
sectec.
despac
ho@mi
choaca
n.gob.
mx,
secreta
ry@cari
tas.ru,
Questio
ns@car
itas.org
.au,
secreta
ria@co
mmuni
cation‐
caritash
aiti.org,
fiscal@
morelia
.fiscalia
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
fom.2
@hotm
ail.com,
fiscalge
31

neral@
fiscalia
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
pgjeco
msoc@
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
press@
ccrjusti
ce.org,
amacri
ne67@i
cloud.c
om,
cdhm@
tlachin
ollan.or
g,
carlos.
mendoz
a@amn
esty.or
g,
info@in
syde.or
g.mx,
pscarita
s@igles
iacr.org
,
puntosc
onstitu
cionale
s@sena
do.gob.
mx,
poldep‐
budg@
europar
l.europ
a.eu,
marco.l
agunas
@cocot
ra.mich
oacan.g
ob.mx,
manuel
.valenci
32

a@coc
otra.mi
choaca
n.gob.
mx,
marina
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
richard.
winton
@latim
es.com,
reform
aagrari
a@sena
do.gob.
mx,
comuni
cacione
sytrans
portes
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
caritas.i
nfo@ca
ritas‐
sy.com,
ninezya
dolesce
ncia@s
enado.
gob.mx,
derech
oshuma
nos@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
gobiern
odemor
elia@m
orelia.g
ob.mx,
transpa
rencia
morelia
@more
lia.gob.
mx,
transpa
rencia
33

@sena
do.gob.
mx,
gobern
acion@
senado.
gob.mx,
anticorr
upcion
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
justicia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
asuntos
indigen
as@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
salud@
senado.
gob.mx,
comseg
social@
senado.
gob.mx,
educaci
on@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
trabajo
yprevisi
on@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
agricult
urayga
naderia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
energia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
haciend
a@sena
do.gob.
mx,
asuntos
34

fronteri
zos@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
econo
mia@s
enado.
gob.mx,
crpp@s
enado.
gob.mx,
defensa
naciona
l@sena
do.gob.
mx,
segurid
adpubli
ca@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
segurid
ad.naci
onal@d
iputado
s.gob.m
x,
webma
ster@c
ongres
o.gob.
mx,
cni@cni
.gob.mx
Subject:
Re: Na
ncy
Alfaro ‐
Accoun
t
blocked
and
now
disable
d by
Google

35

Sebasti
an
See
how
quickly,
Google
stoppe
d
harassi
ng me
that my
account
had
been
disable
d. I
Even
my
recover
y
account
was not
recover
able. I
never
change
d the
passwo
rds that
I sent
out to
everyo
ne
around
March
19,
2020.
Magical
ly, it
stated
working
again.
READ
again
the last
two‐
three
weeks
my
36

emails
have
been
obstruc
ted
Incan't
even
sent
out an
email
to my
HOA
preside
nt and
HOA
manage
ment
compa
ny in LA
with
cc's to
the
police
about
being
verbally
assault
ed.

Recipie
nts
sbarrag
an@ari
steguin
oticias.
com,
urgent‐
action
@ohchr
.org,
cdhdf@
cdhcm.
org.mx,
quejas
@cdhc
m.org.
mx,
37

ethicsof
fice@w
ho.int,
ethicsof
fice@u
n.org,
press@
ccrjusti
ce.org,
aclupre
ference
s@aclu.
org,
commu
nicatio
ns@acl
usocal.
org,
oig@ga
o.gov,
oig@se
c.gov,
OIG@fe
c.gov,
OIG@ft
c.gov,
oigcom
pl@lap
d.onlin
e,
steven.
sheh@
gmail.c
om
contact
o@sen
adomor
ena.co
m,
gobiern
omicho
acan2.0
@gmail
.com,
quejas
@cdhc
m.org.
mx,
redacci
on@ari
steguin
38

oticias.
com,
sindicat
o1969.t
ranspar
encia@
senado.
gob.mx,
info@a
mnistia.
org.mx,
sindicat
o@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
sectec.
despac
ho@mi
choaca
n.gob.
mx,
secreta
ry@cari
tas.ru,
Questio
ns@car
itas.org
.au,
secreta
ria@co
mmuni
cation‐
caritash
aiti.org,
fiscal@
morelia
.fiscalia
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
fom.2
@hotm
ail.com,
fiscalge
neral@
fiscalia
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
pgjeco
msoc@
michoa
39

can.gob
.mx,
press@
ccrjusti
ce.org,
amacri
ne67@i
cloud.c
om,
cdhm@
tlachin
ollan.or
g,
carlos.
mendoz
a@amn
esty.or
g,
info@in
syde.or
g.mx,
pscarita
s@igles
iacr.org
,
puntosc
onstitu
cionale
s@sena
do.gob.
mx,
poldep‐
budg@
europar
l.europ
a.eu,
marco.l
agunas
@cocot
ra.mich
oacan.g
ob.mx,
manuel
.valenci
a@coc
otra.mi
choaca
n.gob.
mx,
marina
@sena
do.gob.
40

mx,
richard.
winton
@latim
es.com,
reform
aagrari
a@sena
do.gob.
mx,
comuni
cacione
sytrans
portes
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
caritas.i
nfo@ca
ritas‐
sy.com,
ninezya
dolesce
ncia@s
enado.
gob.mx,
derech
oshuma
nos@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
gobiern
odemor
elia@m
orelia.g
ob.mx,
transpa
rencia
morelia
@more
lia.gob.
mx,
transpa
rencia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
gobern
acion@
senado.
gob.mx,
anticorr
41

upcion
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
justicia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
asuntos
indigen
as@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
salud@
senado.
gob.mx,
comseg
social@
senado.
gob.mx,
educaci
on@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
trabajo
yprevisi
on@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
agricult
urayga
naderia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
energia
@sena
do.gob.
mx,
haciend
a@sena
do.gob.
mx,
asuntos
fronteri
zos@se
nado.g
ob.mx,
econo
mia@s
enado.
gob.mx,
42

crpp@s
enado.
gob.mx,
defensa
naciona
l@sena
do.gob.
mx,
segurid
adpubli
ca@sen
ado.go
b.mx,
segurid
ad.naci
onal@d
iputado
s.gob.m
x,
webma
ster@c
ongres
o.gob.
mx,
cni@cni
.gob.mx
,
oigcom
pl@lap
d.onlin
e,
dale.bo
nner@l
apd.onl
ine,
n4967
@lapd.l
acity.or
g,
N5449
@lapd.
online,
n6220
@lapd.
online,
n4964
@lapd.
online,
bopc@l
apd.onl
ine,
43

lapdcm
s@lapd
.online,
bopcus
eofforc
epolicy
@lapd.
online,
calgang
input@l
apd.onl
ine,
commu
nityrela
tionsoig
@lacity
.org,
contact
.lapdon
line@g
mail.co
m,
ethics.c
ommiss
ion@la
city.org
,
info@s
antamo
nica.go
v,
info@a
sp.arka
nsas.go
v,
sfpd.co
mmissi
on@sfg
ov.org,
sfdpa@
sfgov.o
rg,
oce@m
ail.hous
e.gov,
HouseI
G@mail
.house.
gov,
hatchac
t@osc.
gov,
44

oig@ga
o.gov,
congrel
@gao.g
ov,
Russell
C@gao.
gov,
russell
w@gao
.gov,
whistle
blower
@ronjo
hnson.s
enate.g
ov,
peters_
whistle
blower
@hsgac
.senate.
gov,
whistle
blower
@com
merce.s
enate.g
ov,
OIG@fe
c.gov,
Pubrec
@fec.g
ov,
lobby@
sec.sen
ate.gov,
lobbyIn
fo@mai
l.house.
gov,
Secreta
ry@hhs
.gov,
OCRPri
vacy@h
hs.gov,
ocrmail
@hhs.g
ov,
oighotli
ne@op
45

m.gov,
uscis.fo
ia@usci
s.dhs.g
ov,
FOIA.OI
G@oig.
dhs.gov
,
Whistle
blower.
Coordin
ator@o
ig.hhs.g
ov,
Whistle
blower
protecti
oncoor
dinator
@oig.d
hs.gov,
firearm
s.burea
u@doj.
ca.gov,
pctips‐
losange
les@fbi
.gov,
nics@f
bi.gov,
oig@ftc
.gov,
secreta
ry@ftc.
gov,
antitrus
t@ftc.g
ov,
oig@se
c.gov,
FRAudG
roup@s
ec.gov,
10alett
ers@se
c.gov,
oca@se
c.gov,
NYROB
ankrupt
46

cy@sec
.gov,
DERA@
sec.gov,
sanfran
cisco@
sec.gov,
publicin
fo@sec
.gov,
losange
les@se
c.gov,
chicago
@sec.g
ov,
newyor
k@sec.
gov,
info@s
ecwhist
le.com,
KaneP
@sec.g
ov,
KarrT@
sec.gov,
Reicher
E@sec.
gov,
ShimpK
@sec.g
ov,
tips@p
caobus.
org,
ethics
@pcao
bus.org
,
DwyerE
@pcao
bus.org
,
Speech
es@pca
obus.or
g,
PublicA
ffairs@
pcaobu
s.org,
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asksipc
@sipc.o
rg,
whistle
blower
@finra.
org,
Crimina
l.Divisio
n@usd
oj.gov,
fcpa.fra
ud@us
doj.gov,
opr.co
mplaint
s@usdo
j.gov,
USACA
C.CV‐
CivilRig
hts@us
doj.gov,
Nationa
l.FOIAP
ortal@
usdoj.g
ov,
oig.whi
stleblo
wer.om
budspe
rson.pr
ogram
@usdoj
.gov,
Debora.
Yang@
doj.ca.g
ov,
Xavier.
Becerra
@doj.c
a.gov,
NSD.Pu
blic@us
doj.gov,
USAVA
E.NICS
@usdoj
.gov,
Thomas
48

.Traxler
@usdoj
.gov,
Alexand
er.P.Ber
rang@u
sdoj.go
v,
Heathe
r.Schmi
dt@usd
oj.gov,
Gordon
.Kromb
erg@us
doj.gov,
Peter.D
uffey@
usdoj.g
ov,
Dennis.
Bargha
an@us
doj.gov,
daniel.s
.schwei
@usdoj
.gov,
trent.m
ccotter
@usdoj
.gov,
Nathan.
M.Swin
ton@us
doj.gov,
zia.faru
qui@us
doj.gov,
Niall.O
Donnell
@usdoj
.gov,
Joseph.
Beemst
erboer
@usdoj
.gov,
Amy.M
arkopo
ulos@u
49

sdoj.go
v,
ethicsof
fice@w
ho.int,
urgent‐
action
@ohchr
.org,
aclupre
ference
s@aclu.
org,
commu
nicatio
ns@acl
usocal.
org,
ethicsof
fice@u
n.org,
duncan.
tucker
@amne
sty.org,
Norissa
@social
ism202
0.org,
joe@so
cialism
2020.or
g,
careysh
enkma
n@rise
up.net,
courage
.contac
t@cour
agefou
nd.org,
transpo
rtandoa
michoa
can@liv
e.com,
periodi
cooficia
l@mich
oacan.g
50

ob.mx,
buzon
@pode
rjudicial
michoa
can.gob
.mx,
newsde
sk@afr.
com,
news@
thelocal
.it,
wells@
wsws.o
rg,
autowo
rkers@
wsws.o
rg,
sep@so
cialiste
quality.
com,
Worlds
Apart@
rttv.ru,
charles
@russia
‐
insider.
com,
modera
tor@ru
ssia‐
insider.
com,
comerci
alizacio
n@tele
surtv.n
et,
Albinoc
m6502
@gmail
.com,
juanjos
edelcas
tillo@g
mail.co
m,
Borderli
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nebeat
@gmail
.com,
Charro
politico
envivo
@gmail
.com,
conexio
nonline
1@hot
mail.co
m,
talk@n
pr.org,
tips@ze
rohedg
e.com,
radio@
sputnik
news.c
om,
marketi
ng@sp
utnikne
ws.com
,
mediap
artners
@sputn
iknews.
com,
advertis
ing@sp
utnikne
ws.com
,
media
@sputn
iknews.
com,
christin
e.s.rich
ard@g
mail.co
m,
aaron.g
reenspa
n@plai
nsite.or
g,
caritas
52

@carita
s.org.au
,
caritas.i
ran@g
mail.co
m,
caritas.i
raq201
5@gma
il.com,
comuni
cacion.
on@car
itasnica
ragua.c
om.ni,
info@c
aritasve
nezuela
.org,
caritasv
enezuel
a@gma
il.com,
pscb@c
aritasb
olivia.o
rg,
info@c
aritasel
salvado
r.org.sv
,
info@c
aritasec
uador.o
rg,
news@
sky.co
m,
digital
@thena
tion.co
m,
ryan.gal
lagher
@thein
tercept.
com,
USinfo
@thegu
53

ardian.c
om,
kfsndes
k@abc.
com,
kwalsh
@kmax
tv.com,
newsde
sk@cbs
47.tv,
jcain@s
cng.co
m,
tabby.ki
nder@f
t.com,
dan.mc
crum@
ft.com,
tips@n
ypost.c
om,
tips@pr
opublic
a.org,
joaquin
.sapien
@prop
ublica.o
rg,
Alec.M
acGillis
@prop
ublica.o
rg,
david.m
cswane
@prop
ublica.o
rg,
Robert.
Faturec
hi@pro
publica.
org,
Sebasti
an.Rote
lla@pro
publica.
org,
pamela.
54

colloff
@prop
ublica.o
rg,
suggest
ions@p
ropubli
ca.org,
liam.dill
on@lati
mes.co
m,
melody
.gutierr
ez@lati
mes.co
m,
luke.m
oney@l
atimes.
com,
alejand
ra.reyes
velarde
@latim
es.com,
gustavo
.arellan
o@lati
mes.co
m,
jack.leo
nard@l
atimes.
com,
ruben.v
ives@la
times.c
om,
joseph.
cox@vi
ce.com,
Nina.Tr
entman
n@wsj.
com,
Paul.Zio
bro@w
sj.com,
jean.ea
glesha
m@wsj
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.com,
robbie.
whelan
@wsj.c
om,
katheri
ne.blun
t@wsj.c
om,
alejand
ro.lazo
@wsj.c
om,
michael
.rapopo
rt@wsj.
com,
mengqi
.sun@
wsj.co
m,
Marcel
o.Princ
e@wsj.
com
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Sherryl Casella <orioness@hotmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 11:28 AM
tomforcouncil@gmail.com; lydiakou@gmail.com; greg@gregtanaka.org; Filseth, Eric (external);
gstone22@gmail.com; patburt11@gmail.com
Council, City; Clerk, City
Election of Mayor and Vice-Mayor

Cc:
Subject:

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the 2021 Palo Alto City Council,
I am writing to urge you:


To elect Tom DuBois Mayor;



To elect either Lydia Kou or Greg Tanaka, both of whom have just been reelected to
second terms on Council, Vice Mayor; and



To not elect Alison Cormack either Mayor or Vice Mayor.

My understanding is that Ms. Cormack is seeking a leadership position on Council. But
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka are far more experienced, having served on Council for
two to four years longer than Ms. Cormack. Moreover, the residents of Palo Alto have expressed
their confidence in these three candidates by electing them to second terms.
Councilmembers DuBois, Kou and Tanaka have had notable accomplishments during their tenures
on Council, not the least of which includes taking the lead in establishing a responsible wireless policy
for the city. Ms. Cormack, on the other hand, has no such accomplishments. Instead, she has done
little more than rubber-stamp City Staff’s recommendations, and, in the process—and in particular—
repeatedly sided with the telecommunications industry at the expense of Palo Alto residents.
With so many questions being raised in the press and in the community about City Staff’s increasingly
high-handed behavior, Palo Altans need and deserve a Mayor and Vice Mayor who, when need be,
are prepared to challenge Staff, not cater to them.
For all these reasons, I strongly encourage you to elect Tom DuBois Mayor, and either Lydia Kou or
Greg Tanaka Vice Mayor.
Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Sherryl Casella
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

carlin otto <carlinotto@gmail.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 6:37 PM
Council, City
Foothills Nature Preserve

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Councilmember Filseth wrote this on the Palo Alto Online blog:
Once the lawsuit is no longer hanging over our head, by whatever mechanism, I expect the Council
and the Parks and Recreation Commission will want to review all these policies and see if we should
update some of these things .
I HIGHLY recommend that the City Council not leave these changes until "once the
lawsuit is no longer hanging over our head". Many citizens of Palo Alto are carefully
watching the City Council to see HOW it is moving to protect OUR NATURE PRESERVE
(ie, Foothills) from damage that might occur when the preserve opens to the
general public. The Council needs to move quickly. Palo Alto citizens are considering
all kinds of really drastic measures to protect Foothills:
1. the referendum you all know about that is currently circulating for signatures (the longer
the Council does nothing the MORE PEOPLE will sign that referendum; if people think
you will protect Foothills from damage they are less motivated to sign),
2. a formal charge of Council mismanagement is circulating (mismanaging a valuable
City resource by not protecting it from damage that will be caused by increased visitors),
3. a movement to start a different referendum to SELL the nature preserve has been proposed.
Really, the City Council needs to be PRO‐ACTIVE in directing staff or the PRC
(1) to come up with a sustainable (maybe stop‐gap but reasonable) number of daily visitors,
(2) to assess the negative effects that will most probably occur
with the opening to the general public, and
(3) to assess the current condition of Foothills for comparison with the future.
Then, Council needs to enact the recommendations of staff.
Failure to act now comes across to us (your citizens) as "COUNCIL DOES NOT CARE ABOUT FOOTHILLS".
In case you don't already know, you have a citizen CRISIS on your hands.
Failure to act quickly to show that you TOO love Foothills and want to protect it could
have very dire consequences.
Hoping to avoid bad things by this warning,
Carlin Otto
231 Whitclem Court
Palo Alto, CA
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Franco Jones <support@hugheseducation.awsapps.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 1:01 AM
Council, City
Development Associate of New Horizon

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Good morning!
New Horizon Capital Group LLC is happy to announce the term loan & credit line program for credit amounts minimum
of $50k – Maximum $800k ( Above $800k for A* Business Prospect) is available again. No usage restrictions like the PPP,
this funding is ideal for debt consolidation or cash flow and is NOT not bank statement dependent, Credit Score and past
loan history will not affect your application. 3‐7 year terms, monthly payments, rates from 4.99% and no prepayment
penalties. Approvals are not credit‐ based, so applicants should not be worried about FICO score to qualify. Funding in as
little as 2‐4 business days.
We are private direct lenders, Loans are given out at a superlative interest rate as low as 4.99% with no collateral, no
upfront fees and minimal documentation. Our offer contains a 6 months grace period, Balloon payment option, quick
closing, no down payments and no prepayment penalties. We have given out loans to Investors, for personal needs, real
estate funding, buy and hold, fix and flip, 100% financing throughout the United states and Europe.
If you're financially squeezed or in need of cash to close a huge deal, feel free to contact me at any time.
Gerald Roberts
Business Development Associate
New Horizon
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Patricia Lee <patti.lee.chang@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 4:42 PM
Becky Kortvely
Licensing; Council, City
Re: Pets In Need Licensing

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi Ms. Kortvely,
Thank you for your response! I’m glad that late fees are waived, and that no citations are being issued for this licensing
issue. However, why does my notice say that my temporary dog license has been voided? I do see that my Tag
Expiration date has been extended to 12/01/21‐ is this different from the dog license? The notice also says that I only
have 10 days to submit the rabies certificate, or “FAILURE TO DO SO MAY RESULT IN THE ISSUANCE OF AN
ADMINISTRATIVE CITATION BY THE CITY OF PALO ALTO”. It would be good to have revised polices sent to pet owners,
or have it stated on the Pets In Need website to avoid miscommunication.
The main issue I have with the rabies vaccination policy is with dogs who have already had the vaccination. I understand
it is in the CA Health and Safety code regarding how often dogs should be re‐vaccinated‐ but now I’m questioning the
once every 3 year rule, as I've found published studies that counter the reasoning behind every 3 years re‐vaccination
for the rabies virus for canines. They found that dogs have immunity from the rabies virus for up to 7 years after their
initial rabies vaccination. This is the reason I wrote to the city. Pets In Need is probably not going to be able to
challenge this, as it is a state code, but citations should be avoided, given that we are in a pandemic. If all citations are
negated, then I have no more concerns to address.
Here are some articles I found :
https://news.vin.com/default.aspx?pid=210&Id=6833910
https://www.dogsnaturallymagazine.com/lifelong‐immunity‐vets/
They cited the publications:

Duration of Immunity to Canine Vaccines: What We Know and What We Don’t Know, Proceedings
– Canine Infectious Diseases: From Clinicalto Molecular Pathogenesis, Ithaca, NY, 1999, Dr Ronald
Schultz,
Search Results

Web results
Are we vaccinating too much JAVMA, No. 4, August 15, 1995, pg. 421, Dr. Ronal Shultz
Over the weekend, I did get my dog the rabies vaccination. It took me 2 hours of wait‐ and by the time the vet saw my
dog, I think she’s seen at least 30 humans.
Thank you for reading this‐ my only point is to advocate for those who are struggling during this shelter‐in‐place order,
and to minimize any unnecessary contacts and spread of the COVID virus.
Sincerely,
Patricia Lee
125

On Dec 13, 2020, at 8:00 PM, Becky Kortvely <bkortvely@petsinneed.org> wrote:
Dear Ms. Lee,
I would like to address your concerns.
Regarding the issue of extensions, we cannot extend the tag expiration date, but we are waiving the late
fee during shelter‐in‐place (SIP). As far as citations during SIP, Animal Control Officers (ACO) are not
issuing citations unless your dog is off leash, not in your yard or bites someone, etc.
Unfortunately, we do need a current rabies report to issue a new/renewal license for your dog. That is
why we are waiving the late fee to give owners time to get an appointment with their vet. You can
register your dog online as we are not collecting late fees during SIP. You will get a temporary license
for your dog until you can send us a copy of your current rabies report. We normally give 30 days to
turn in the rabies vaccine report but during SIP this will be extended.
Our clinic has been shut down for remodeling and COVID to protect our employees as well as the
public. We have a program for those who are financially crippled due to COVID. It is a one‐year license
only, at no charge, but we do need a rabies vaccine report. As stated above, we can issue a temporary
license until you can get an appointment to see your vet or our clinic, when it opens. There are other
clinics such as Vetco, that offer low‐cost vaccines. You can also check with Peninsula Humane Society in
Burlingame and Dr. Stern with Overbay Mobile Veterinary Services which is a mobile vet who will come
to your home for checkups and vaccines.
If we can be of any further assistance, please feel free to contact me at the phone number listed below
or you can email me. I will be very happy to help.
Thank You,

Becky Kortvely
Licensing Administrator
Pets in Need
3281 E. Bayshore Rd.
Palo Alto, CA 94303
(650) 496.5971 ext. 278 | bkortvely@petsinneed.org
Visit our website at www.petsinneed.org
Like us on Facebook at www.facebook.com/petsinneed1965
<image001.jpg>

From: Patricia Lee <patti.lee.chang@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 10, 2020 6:47 PM
To: city.council@cityofpaloalto.org; CityMgr@cityofpaloalto.org; city.clerk@cityofpaloalto.org
Cc: Licensing <licensing@petsinneed.org>; Becky Kortvely <bkortvely@petsinneed.org>
Subject: Pets In Need Licensing
Dear City Council Members, City Manager, and City Clerk,
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I am unsure which department to address my issue to, therefore, have included many of you. If there is
a more relevant department I should address, please direct me to their email(s).
I am writing to ask that the city of Palo Alto extend the time for owners of pets to fulfill the rabies
vaccination requirement, without risk of receiving citations from the city of Palo Alto.
First of all, I want to assure you that I am in full support of the rabies vaccination requirement and have
been for the last 10 years, while owning my dog. On 11/24/2020, I received my notice of renewal and
rabies vaccination requirement, with a warning of late penalty charges if I don’t pay by 1/1/2021— and I
must provide a current rabies certificate in order to renew my dog’s license. I actually tried to pay
online without submitting a rabies certificate, but received a notice today that it has been voided.
I’d like to raise two important points here regarding this rabies requirement.
First of all, we are still in a pandemic, and I am sure I am not the only who has to take care of elderly
parents, or have family who are immune‐compromised‐ therefore, limiting exposure to the public is of
utmost importance. We are in Shelter‐at‐Home orders in Santa Clara County, and as of yesterday,
three hospitals have already reached capacity.
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19/Pages/mandatory‐directives‐personal‐care.aspx
https://www.kron4.com/health/coronavirus/covid‐surge‐3‐bay‐area‐hospitals‐reach‐icu‐capacity/

Secondly, Pets In Need offers low‐cost vaccines for our county’s residents. When these services aren’t
available, owners who are already financially crippled by this pandemic, are put into a further
hardship. We already know that many small businesses have gone out‐of‐business due to this pandemic
and its associated restrictions. To add upon these hardships to those who are in need (with late renewal
fees, forced visits to expensive veterinary clinic for routine vaccinations, possible exposure to COVID‐19
due to the veterinary clinic visits, and possible citations if the prior requirements aren’t met), is
unconscionable, and the divide between the haves and have‐nots will be expanded.
I don’t dispute the importance of the rabies vaccination. However, during this shelter‐at‐home, the risk
of contracting rabies is pretty low. I would argue that the COVID‐19 virus is the biggest threat to our
health and safety right now— and this pandemic needs to be under control before we risk our health for
routine vaccinations for our dogs/pets. (In my own case, my dog is 10 years old, and has had the rabies
vaccine routinely— so I don’t believe he is at any risk of getting rabies and passing it on.).
So please consider extending the time for people to fulfill the rabies vaccination requirement to :
1. when Santa Clara County have deemed our cities to be safe, and businesses have opened up without
any restrictions, and
2. when shelters like Pets In Need, have opened up, and are offering vaccinations to the public.
Thank you for your attention on this matter. I look forward to hearing from you.
Sincerely,
Patricia Lee
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

sumitra <ncfnorcalrep@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 6:05 PM
Council, City
Appointing new board and commission members

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council Members,
I am writing to express my concern that Council will appoint new
commission and board members without due process (i.e. look at all
possible candidates, conducting full interviews,etc.).
I am also concerned that there will be rush by this current Council to push
though votes for these appointments when this should be left up to the
new Council of 2021.
To avoid any apparent conflict of interest these appointments should be
made by the incoming new council.
Thank you for your attention.
Sumitra Joy
College Terrace Resident
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Shikada, Ed
Monday, December 14, 2020 9:19 PM
Hamilton Hitchings
Council, City
RE: PAMF COVID Screener Does Not Facilitate Testing Unless Symptomatic or Confirmed Exposure or
High Risk

Hi Hamilton –
This can be reported to www.SCCCovidConcerns.org. That will take you to the following form, and you’ll want to check
the box at the very bottom.
SCC COVID Concern (accela.com)
Best,
‐‐Ed
Ed Shikada
City Manager
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
(650) 329‐2280
ed.shikada@cityofpaloalto.org

From: Hamilton Hitchings <hitchingsh@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2020 8:44 PM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Cc: Shikada, Ed <Ed.Shikada@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: PAMF COVID Screener Does Not Facilitate Testing Unless Symptomatic or Confirmed Exposure or High Risk
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I took the PAMF / Sutter Health online screener for my daughter for her return home from out of state
college and it did not recommend or facilitate a way to get tested unless she was symptomatic, had a
confirmed exposure or is in a high risk group with pre existing conditions. I have included the starting
and final result screenshot to help you see this. At very least the screener is designed to discourage
patients from getting tested by not asking about unconfirmed potential exposures such as flying on a
plane, being in a crowd or on public transportation and subsequently not giving a path to get tested.
Thus we needed to use the Art Center COVID Testing (which we really appreciated).
Hamilton Hitchings
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Lisa Van Dusen <lvandusen@paloaltocommfund.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 10:15 PM
Council, City
Shikada, Ed; Bruce Gee
Palo Alto Community Fund - $100k in grants for local families

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Palo Alto City Council members,
As you are working hard via the Zoom council chambers on behalf of all of us in Palo Alto, I am sending a quick note
here to let you know that tomorrow (Tuesday, 12/15) the Palo Alto Community Fund will announce $100,000 in
grants to provide direct financial support to 275 local families (including the “PAUSD 60”, families in Buena Vista
and RVs) in response to the recent lockdown.
The checks were delivered today to our nonprofit partners (Bring Hope Home/Family Giving Tree, Kafenia Peace
Collective and the Gift Card Bank) and the funds should get to the families by the end of the week. In addition, a
portion is granted to La Comida to support seniors.
Less than two weeks ago in a regular PACF committee meeting we learned that Gov. Newsom might be announcing
more restrictions of activities in the coming week. Our board sprung into action amid concerns about job losses
and impacts to local families. Even though no grants were planned until our Annual Grant Cycle in the early spring
fo 2021 (applications in process now), the board made an unanimous decision to move forward with this $100K
grant round thanks to the generous support of our donors. And this is on top of our commitment to at least
$500,000 in Annual Grants.
We wanted to share this good news with you, as well as thank you again for your hard work to support our
neighbors and community during these extraordinary times.
Happy Holidays,
Lisa & Bruce
Lisa Van Dusen
(pronouns she/her)
Executive Director
Palo Alto Community Fund
lvandusen@paloaltocommfund.org
Main: 650.690.0370
Mobile: 650.799.3883
PO Box 50634
Palo Alto, CA 94303
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Hamilton Hitchings <hitchingsh@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 10:31 PM
Shikada, Ed
Council, City
Re: PAMF COVID Screener Does Not Facilitate Testing Unless Symptomatic or Confirmed Exposure or
High Risk

Ed,
Thanks. While surfing the PAMF website, it linked me to the following Santa Clara County web page
which says that PAMF is not required to test non essential works that are not symptomatic and have
not had a confirmed contact with a COVID patient. Thus for many folks like my daughter PAMF who
might have been exposed while traveling it is not legally required for PAMF to test them and their
website screener does not offer a way for them to get tested:
https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19/Pages/patient-testing-notice.aspx
Thus for folks who think they might have been exposed public testing through the Art Center remains
a very helpful and essential service. I have heard from other family friends who have used the Art
Center testing as well. Thank you again for offering this service.
Hamilton Hitchings
On Monday, December 14, 2020, 09:18:45 PM PST, Shikada, Ed <ed.shikada@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:

Hi Hamilton –
This can be reported to www.SCCCovidConcerns.org. That will take you to the following form, and you’ll want to check
the box at the very bottom.
SCC COVID Concern (accela.com)
Best,
--Ed

Ed Shikada
City Manager
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301
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(650) 329‐2280 ed.shikada@cityofpaloalto.org

From: Hamilton Hitchings <hitchingsh@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2020 8:44 PM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Cc: Shikada, Ed <Ed.Shikada@CityofPaloAlto.org>
Subject: PAMF COVID Screener Does Not Facilitate Testing Unless Symptomatic or Confirmed Exposure or High Risk

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and
clicking on links.

I took the PAMF / Sutter Health online screener for my daughter for her return home from out of state
college and it did not recommend or facilitate a way to get tested unless she was symptomatic, had a
confirmed exposure or is in a high risk group with pre existing conditions. I have included the starting
and final result screenshot to help you see this. At very least the screener is designed to discourage
patients from getting tested by not asking about unconfirmed potential exposures such as flying on a
plane, being in a crowd or on public transportation and subsequently not giving a path to get tested.
Thus we needed to use the Art Center COVID Testing (which we really appreciated).

Hamilton Hitchings
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynn Chiapella <lchiapella@gmail.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 10:36 PM
Council, City
Message from the City Council Home Page

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Honorable City Council:
I am very concerned with the zoning changes or allowances for commercial areas in Palo Alto.
However, because I was unable to find, download, or read the staff report I could not comment on the item.
I am concerned because of the rent structures in Palo Alto which has driven out many retail businesses, even
long time businesses, such as University Art. I now do my shopping in Mt. View, Redwood City and Los Altos where I can
still find small businesses that cater to local residents.
My friends and I used to shop weekly on University. They, as well as I, now shop in the above cities. I live in Midtown,
as well
as many of my friends. We do not come downtown anymore. Midtown has many dentists between Colorado Ave and
Loma Verde.
Would you add more??????
There are at least 4 nail salons within several hundred feet of the Colorado Middlefield intersection. Would you allow
more?
There are 2 or more sites with Optician services in Midtown. There are 3 excercize studios, down from 4, and the YMCA
is not far.
When I have asked about the rent structure, the offices seem to generate more rent income to the detriment of
retail. Overall,
Palo Alto has catered to building owners with little regard for renters. Palo Alto has some of the highest rents in Silicon
Valley and
owners have benefitted from this situation for many years with little regard for the loss of many small businesses who
left Palo Alto
for less expensive rents in neighboring cities. At least in Midtown many of the properties are owned under Prop13 by
3rd and 4th gen
families. It has been a gravy train for many years with escalating rents and little maintenance or property
improvements.
Please do not allow zoning changes that will further exacerbate the flight of retail and locally owned and locally serving
businesses.
Sincerely,
Lynn Chiapella
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 12:02 AM
Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Stump, Molly
Re: Roth Building - use it for Housing - with FREE money from the state!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

This probably is a better link, listing some of the programs currently funding in California:
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants‐funding/active‐funding/index.shtml
Main page of the California Department of Housing and Community Development: https://www.hcd.ca.gov/
They are here for us! They have free money for us! Let's take their money! Ask your friends in Mountain View, Redwood
City, Santa Clara, Fresno, San Diego, Bakersfield, and San Francisco: this is real!
Best,
Rebecca
On Mon, Dec 14, 2020 at 11:58 PM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
Hi again,
Another option for the Roth Building is to use it for Affordable Housing.
This could be done for FREE with State funding under the HOMEKEY Program, which was designed for the purpose of
allowing municipalities and nonprofits to buy and repurpose buildings for the sake of AFFORDABLE HOUSING.
If you APPLY for a Homekey (or similar program) grant, you can rehabilitate the Roth Building FOR FREE, including
putting parking underground if necessary and cleaning up the asbestos, toxic waste and other problems. The HomeKey
program is designed for this EXACT purpose! Mountain View received $12.3 million to repurpose an industrial parking
lot for homeless shelters. Santa Clara received $35 million to repurpose a large commercial building for housing.
Palo Alto can and must access the free money that has been available to it for months. Please take time and devote
resources to investigate applying for these programs. The California Department of Housing and Community
Development is a great place to start! For example, this page:
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants‐funding/active‐funding/homekey.shtml
Best,
Rebecca
415‐235‐8078
On Mon, Dec 14, 2020 at 11:40 PM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
Dear City Council:
Why build the new police building for $200+++ million and sell the Roth Building?
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Rehabilitate the Roth building for the Police. That is a public service in accordance with the terms under with the City
purchased the building:
https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/blobdload.aspx?t=60131.87&BlobID=79488
Background In April 2000, the City Council approved the $1,957,000 purchase of the Roth Building and its 0.41 acre
site for potential development as a “public facility or alternative use if a public facility is not feasible,” in conjunction
with the South of Forest Avenue Coordinated Area Plan (SOFA CAP). On May 20, 2002, Council approved a Request for
Proposals (RFP) and directed staff to solicit proposals for the lease of the Roth Building. The RFP specified that
preference be given to non‐profit groups located in or serving Palo Alto, that the property be improved and operated
at no cost to the City, and that public access to the Roth Building restrooms by users of the neighboring park be
provided.
It is irresponsible for the City to move forward with the hugely expensive and highly disruptive "public safety" building
when the Roth Building is right there, and can be renovated far less expensively and more quickly!
Plus, the city needs to own more real estate, not less. Every time that Palo Alto sells land to private parties, it later
regrets it.
Finally, I hope that this discussion reminds you that:
(1) Castilleja's proposed development would be VERY expensive to the City;
(2) organizations that raise money and/or receive large commitments do not want to give it back ‐‐ but that is not a
reason to prioritize their desire not to give back money over what is in the best interest of the community; and
(3) As you state, Palo Alto always has the option to sell the Roth building, just like Castilleja always has the option to
sell its 6.5 acres. So why was the alternative of Castilleja selling their land and moving removed from the approved
EIR?
I think it is hard to deny that these issues are interrelated, and at the end of the day, the analysis depends on what is
in the public's interest, as hard as it is to say No to powerful, wealthy people and donors.
Thank you!

Rebecca Eisenberg, Esq.
Principal & Founder
Private Client Legal Services
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
rebecca@privateclientlegal.com
415-235-8078

136

Please Contact the Clerk’s Office
to View Additional Pages,
Attachments, or Images Related
to this Document

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 12:04 AM
Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Stump, Molly
Take the free money from the state!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

On Tue, Dec 15, 2020 at 12:02 AM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
This probably is a better link, listing some of the programs currently funding in California:
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants‐funding/active‐funding/index.shtml
Main page of the California Department of Housing and Community Development: https://www.hcd.ca.gov/
They are here for us! They have free money for us! Let's take their money! Ask your friends in Mountain View,
Redwood City, Santa Clara, Fresno, San Diego, Bakersfield, and San Francisco: this is real!
Best,
Rebecca
On Mon, Dec 14, 2020 at 11:58 PM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
Hi again,
Another option for the Roth Building is to use it for Affordable Housing.
This could be done for FREE with State funding under the HOMEKEY Program, which was designed for the purpose of
allowing municipalities and nonprofits to buy and repurpose buildings for the sake of AFFORDABLE HOUSING.
If you APPLY for a Homekey (or similar program) grant, you can rehabilitate the Roth Building FOR FREE, including
putting parking underground if necessary and cleaning up the asbestos, toxic waste and other problems. The
HomeKey program is designed for this EXACT purpose! Mountain View received $12.3 million to repurpose an
industrial parking lot for homeless shelters. Santa Clara received $35 million to repurpose a large commercial building
for housing.
Palo Alto can and must access the free money that has been available to it for months. Please take time and devote
resources to investigate applying for these programs. The California Department of Housing and Community
Development is a great place to start! For example, this page:
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants‐funding/active‐funding/homekey.shtml
Best,
Rebecca
415‐235‐8078
On Mon, Dec 14, 2020 at 11:40 PM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
Dear City Council:
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kelly Traver <kellytraver@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 12:30 AM
Council, City
Thank you

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council,
Thank you for voting unanimously to move forward with drafting a safe storage ordinance. Please let me know if I can be
of any help in the process.
Best, Kelly Traver
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Maryjane Marcus <maryjane.marcus@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 9:28 AM
Council, City
Lait, Jonathan; Shikada, Ed
follow up - how to address vacancies

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council,
My family is from Greece, and when they had a severe economic crisis, you saw an explosion of creative cooperative
spaces opening. That could happen here too if rents finally start to come down.
Yes, we do need to fix the zoning designations, not led by landlord/broker requests but by the community and those
wanting to rent space.
In the future, please support & encourage creative community‐led zoning uses rather than dental/medical/gyms.
Please support community engagement in this visioning process.
Look at the waitlist at Cubberly ‐ there is a huge need for space here at the right price (esp. $1‐$2 sf vs. $4‐$5). We could
permit a lot more cultural uses of retail spaces as long as they are open to the public and have 50%+ public
offerings. We could allow multiple uses for one space (like in SF, where you do not have to designate one use). We
could allow non‐profits in some instances. If we are intentional with our zoning and other supports, there is so much
possible!
See you in 2021,
Warmly
Mary Jane
PS Do not just look at vacancies, but look at what rents they are asking relative to vacancies.
“The heart is a
The thousand-stringed instrument
That can only be tuned with
Love.”
―  ﺷﻣﺱ ﺍﻟﺩﻳﻥ ﻣﺣﻣﺩ ﺣﺎﻓﻅ/ Khwāja Šams ud-Dīn Muhammad Hāfez-e Šīrāzī, The Gift
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

James L <james.liao.do@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 11:30 AM
Council, City
Improvements in Ventilation for COVID-19 Mitigation

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and the Palo Alto City Council,
I am a practicing Family Medicine physician in Palo Alto. COVID‐19 will continue to be a threat to our city’s
population and economy in the next year. As the state reopens, it is critical for Palo Alto residents to know
they are safe to patronize businesses and send their kids to school. To accomplish this, we must “fortify” our
businesses and schools with improvements in indoor ventilation.
As a respiratory disease, the majority of COVID‐19 superspreading events have been indoors in areas with
poor ventilation. Improvements in ventilation are as simple as keeping windows open, to ensuring proper air
filters are used in air conditioning units, and using air cleaners. Dr. Linsey Marr, an aerosol research at Virginia
Tech and aerosol researcher has been at the forefront of indoor COVID‐19 ventilation strategies and has
published very helpful resources on this topic[1] .
On December 8th, the CDC highlighted the importance of ventilation as part of its COVID‐19 mitigation
strategy[2] . The San Francisco Department of Public Health has put out excellent guidance as well[3] . We
need similar strong guidance from the Santa Clara County Public Health Department.
In order for this to succeed, incentives must be given for ventilation upgrades. Businesses who have upgraded
their ventilation should be allowed to reopen sooner and at greater capacity. Grants should be given to buy air
filters and air cleaners. Schools and businesses should be encouraged and praised for making ventilation
changes.
The end to the COVID‐19 pandemic is in sight, but the finish line is still far. We will still need protective
measures such as universal masking for many months. But investing in ventilation will help Palo Alto reopen
safely sooner. I thank you for your time.
Very Respectfully,
James Liao, DO
Family Medicine
Disclosures: None
1. https://tinyurl.com/FAQ‐aerosols
2. https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019‐ncov/community/ventilation.html
3. https://www.sfdph.org/dph/files/ig/COVID‐19‐Ventilation‐Guidance.pdf
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Jennifer Landesmann <jlandesmann@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 11:46 AM
scscroundtable@gmail.com
Council, City; Karen.Chapman@mail.house.gov; Eric.Henshall@mail.house.gov;
supervisor.simitian@bos.sccgov.org; Kristine.Zanardi@bos.sccgov.org; editor@paweekly.com
Today's meeting on GBAS and environmental review items

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello SCSC members,
Following are my comments for the public records of your 12/15/20 Agenda,
for Agenda Item 4 ‐ to please consider them as part of the SCSC's input to SFO's GBAS project, and
for Agenda Item 5 - the long standing and unresolved problem with the IFP Gateway and SCSC's associated
Memos.
Agenda Item 4
1) "Review of SFO project to implement GBAS/GLS arrival procedures.."


Project Ownership: Please confirm and document a comprehensive project ownership description for GBAS that
does not fail to disclose that GBAS is ultimately a Nextgen project irrespective of SFO buying/installing the
Honeywell system. SFO GLS procedures have been documented as part of FAA's Nextgen Priorities ‐ a national
infrastructure program. What assurance or documentation will back up what SFO has been saying that it can
choose to not use GBAS if it causes harm to communities? That is ‐ once "harm" has been defined. Will the FAA
sign off to commit suspending use of GLS procedures if they cause harm, once harm has been defined? How
does the GBAS project square with the follow up on the FAA Initiative that engaged the Select Committee on
South Bay Arrivals? So far is highly controversial with FAA distorting what communities proposed and instead
using the process to get premium spots on the IFP Gateway to benefit operators as happened with PIRAT.



Project Description: It's time to come clean about "safety and efficiency" and the deception of using "tech" to
say that airspace procedural changes are meant to reduce noise, see San Mateo Daily Journal, new Tech may
quiet SFO noise. Nextgen first compromises safety because of reduced aircraft separation; "tech" then helps
reduce the risks with enhanced navigational info (it does not solve safety issues) and "efficiency" increases
airport capacity which qualifies projects for a higher level environmental look and review, or EIS. The yet
unaddressed deception began when Nextgen was pitched to Congress as a project with environmental benefits ‐
purposely crafted itself as "good" to hide realistic estimates and not have any consideration of necessary
mitigations for significant costs to communities. This needs to be cleaned up. Including that it was not
appreciated when Air Canada had a near crash at SFO a couple of years ago and the chatter was that it was
because of changes to address noise.



Public and Stakeholder Outreach: The phrase in roundtable communications ‐ emails to "roundtable members
and interested parties" needs to be addressed because you may be misrepresenting that either you are the
public or that you are engaging the public. The impacted public and stakeholders are people who may not know
or don't know that they should have an interest until they are contacted, and given adequate information in the
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form of estimated impacts from GBAS or any procedural modifications or changes. I have not seen any actual
public engagement or outreach activities with GBAS. Who is responsible for public and stakeholder outreach?


In addition to DNL: SCSC stakeholders who are far away from SFO but have been suffering Nextgen
impacts will have very different needs than what SFO or FAA are used to, in terms of noise metrics and
thresholds. The 65 dnl threshold is too insensitive or overly permissive and the DNL metric is not
enough. To have impact estimates for GBAS that reflect the true experience on the ground (and to
avert the noise problems from previously flawed SFO/FAA estimates) - please request that impact
estimates are done with supplemental metrics and as suggested in this practical Recommendation to
ensure that adequate information about aircraft noise and exposure is made available to the public



The term "identical" to describe overlays: Overlays is a legalistic term to trick you and the public to let the FAA
prematurely declare a Catex and abuse NEPA and public trust. FAA and SFO should first substantiate
the previous environmental assessments and basis that should exist (for said "overlays") and upon
which a Catex was calculated - if there are none, then higher level reviews are called for. Either way, so
much has changed and expected to change with Nextgen that a Catex is wholly inappropriate.



About the term "Augmentation:" I urge you to watch the recent 20/20 investigation on Boeing's
Maneuvering Characteristics Augmentation System MCAS which illustrates the anatomy of how
Boeing claimed that there was "nothing to look at" with MCAS in order to sell planes without additional
pilot training - to save money and time for airlines - which as you know cannot turn a profit on their
own. What a Boeing employee boasted as "jedi mind tricking" - is what has been going on with GBAS
and Nextgen - regrettably using the affected communities themselves into bypassing rightful NEPA
processes with horribly managed projects that appear to mitigate noise but only push to quiet the
public. The resulting harm may not be as sudden as the deaths of hundreds of innocent people as with
the doomed MAX flights but if you count the lost life years due to health impacts from aviation noise
and emissions - these are real costs, and for thousands of families.

2) "Develop a list of concerns (with examples where possible) regarding the FAA Environmental Review
Process.. "


This item looks like a separate concern from GBAS when it should be the first order priority to
understand FAA NEPA processes before engaging in any airport procedure discussions.



No matter what SFO says or does about GBAS, the ultimate environmental responsibility is FAA and
we know how vulnerable that makes all citizens but especially those already suffering Nextgen
problems. Worst, SFO/FAA appear to be using the unresolved cracks or craters in the system to doubly
take advantage of how in the dark the public is kept. It was similar in 2014 when SFO insisted that
"nothing has changed. An 8-13 db change in 45-50 DNL is not nothing.



The FAA has described in at least two presentations to you that you can state the level of environmental
review and public engagement for projects. Why do you still not ask for higher level reviews from the
FAA? Are the airports pressuring you to not ask for higher level environmental reviews as they
threatened to not support the SCSC if you support dispersion? There is also the "shared responsibility"
communications in responses to Congress. I don't see how shared responsibility can happen in the
absence of transparency, facts and noise and emissions impact analysis.
Agenda Item 5

Oral Communications for items not on the Agenda
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For a year and almost every meeting I have been imploring attention to your IFP Gateway
Memos https://scscroundtable.org/ifp‐gateway‐memos/ which would lead one to believe that the SCSC is actually
looking at the procedures when in fact there is no environmental information on the IFP Gateway and the FAA even
has a Disclaimer on the IFP Gateway.
It was especially alarming that at the last meeting, a member of the public randomly asked you to explore an item on the
IFP Gateway and the response was along the lines of Steve will call the FAA. Do you notice how arbitrary that is? That
the public is given no way to deal with procedure development, practically gagged, there is no environmental
information for anything, and yet a random request from one person gets a phone call to the FAA?

It was a gut punch to hear SFO say that the FAA issued CATEX in 2018! for the GLS procedures that have been on the
SCSC Memo with "No further information on the IFP Gateway at this time."
WHEN will you connect the dots between the IFP Gateway and rightful NEPA processes?
Thank you,
Jennifer
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

D Martell <dmpaloalto@gmail.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 3:19 PM
Shikada, Ed; Stump, Molly; Council, City; AnnaEshoo@mail.house.gov; anne.ream@mail.house.gov;
Supervisor Simitian; Lee, David; Kan, Michael; Jonsen, Robert
RA@alexanderlaw.com; Kleinberg, Judy; Aram James; John Fredrich; Drekmeier, Peter; Bill Johnson
RAPE at Lytton Gardens - 12 yrs prison

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

RAPE at LYTTON GARDENS
Palo Alto's downtown Lytton Gardens III ‐Webster Health Center‐ male Assistant Nurse was sentenced to twelve (12)
years prison, for raping a woman in their nursing home, during Summer 2019. The facility was fined only $20,000 for
Neglect.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 6:27 PM
Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Greg Tanaka
Airport Expenses not reimbursed

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Finance Committee:
I appreciate Council Member Tanaka's inquiry into City funds made to the Palo Alto Airport.

As Ms. Nose said (unfortunately, indirectly) only the INFRASTRUCTURE expenses of the airport are reimbursed by the
FAA. Infrastructure expenses, to the extent they are reimbursed (as they have to be approved by the FAA) are
reimbursed at only 90%, leaving 10% of the costs entirely to the city.
The Airport also has OPERATING expenses which the City pays for ENTIRELY via loans to the Airport.
I do not believe that this is a responsible use of limited city funds, and I think that Kiely Nose was not straightforward in
her description of these costs when asked about them by Council Member Tanaka.
Best,
Rebecca

Rebecca Eisenberg for Positive Change
Our Community Deserves Better
415-235-8078
rebecca@winwithrebecca.com
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
Twitter: @rle Facebook @reisenberg
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 7:25 PM
Council, City; Stump, Molly; Greg Tanaka; Kniss, Liz (internal); tomforcouncil@gmail.com
Clarification (especially for the benefit of Greg Tanaka)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To clarify the question: Is Palo Alto legally allowed to sell insurance? My understanding is that only insurance companies
can sell insurance legally.
Warranties of course are separate from insurance. Non‐insurers can sell warranties but not insurance under California
law ‐‐ but there are specific requirements about what makes a product or service insurance and what makes it a
warranty.
I think that this MUST be looked into.
In my mind, a mandatory usage fee on businesses takes it out of the realm of an insurance product. Large businesses
must pay on a per‐employee basis to compensate for the externalities caused by their operation as a business.
I'd be curious about the legal analysis of the City's proposal and whether my alteration is relevant to the regulatory
analysis.
best,
Rebecca

On Tue, Dec 15, 2020 at 7:18 PM Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:
Dear Ms. Stump,
My understanding (based on my work at financial services consumer companies including PayPal and Trulia) is that
California defines insurance as a program that charges a subscription fee to cover costs that are unexpected and not
necessarily under the subscriber's control. Given this definition, is the proposed ambulance subscription fee an
insurance product?
If it is not ‐ and I hope it is not ‐ I strongly believe that businesses should be charged this fee on a PER EMPLOYEE basis
give that businesses currently pay nothing into the general fund while residents already pay more than their fare
share. Ideally, businesses up to 100 employees could have a set fee, then after 100 employees, the employers should
be charged on a per‐employee fee.
Notably, comparing business fees in Palo Alto to other cities is not effective given that Palo Alto has the shameful
position of being the ONLY city in California with a business presence that lacks ANY local business taxes! So obviously
these charges should be mandatory to businesses.
Also, I think that it is urgently necessary to require these fees to be paid by commercial entities who have large
construction projects.
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Obviously this fees MUST be part of Castilleja's required mitigations ‐‐ Castilleja right now has NO mandatory
mitigations, an unprecedented situation ‐‐ and we know that large construction projects create large risks of
construction fires and injuries.
Finally, I think that the city needs to recognize that uninsured people are the residents with the least means and it is a
moral, ethical, and practical imperative that the City cover the costs for our most vulnerable.
None of the members of the Finance Committee demonstrated that they listened to my comments. (Thanks a ton,
Greg, Tom, and Liz. My 8000 voters think I have things to say ‐ why don't you?) so I am compelled to send an email as
well, where you will file this without reading as well.
Best,
Rebecca Eisenberg

Rebecca Eisenberg, Esq.
Principal & Founder
Private Client Legal Services
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
rebecca@privateclientlegal.com
415-235-8078
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 11:10 PM
Greg Tanaka; Kniss, Liz (internal); tomforcouncil@gmail.com; Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Stump, Molly
Palo Alto Finance Committee Fail

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Finance Committee and Finance Department, Ed Shikada, Tom, Greg, and Liz:
I would apologize for the tone of this letter, but in truth, you deserve a scolding for your bad behavior.
I watched your irresponsible actions and arrogant remarks at the Finance Committee tonight and I wonder whom you
represent. You emphasized the need to cut costs, yet when I talked about the millions of dollars of costs that will be
created by Lydia Kou's unprofessional and unprecedented actions in attempting to put the City of Palo Alto into breach
of its amicable and mutual Settlement Agreement, you did not respond. When I mentioned the $12 million plus costs
and attorneys fees that a court already ruled against you due to your irresponsible actions in overcharging residents for
utilities expenses, you ignored that as well. Might I suggest that if you want to cut costs, you can stop fighting losing
battles, which go against public interest and which syphon city funds away from struggling residents and to overpaid
lawyers? And maybe you can stop lying to the public about the costs of opening Foothills Park, given that you know that
opening the park saves funds by allowing the poor guard whose sole job is to check residency to engage in work that
helps him not hate himself ‐ and in the same process, save $200,000 to $300,000 of taxpayer funds.
You look at next year's budget forecast, based entirely ‐ as before ‐ on residential property tax, hotel taxes (which will
NOT recover next year) and your highly regressive sales taxes, and you admit that these revenue sources fall short. What
to do? You just don't know. It's so hard, you say.
Yet when I suggest that Palo Alto do what every single one of our neighboring cities does ‐‐ tax large (not small, Liz)
businesses, you laugh. "Of course we don't want to tax large businesses," says Greg Tanaka, who received $80,000 in
campaign donations from large billionaire commercial developers and other corporate interests, including TESLA. See,
e.g., the huge TANAKA banner that still waves courtesy of the commercial developer building the controversial (and
potentially Superfund puncturing) development on El Camino and Oregon Ave.
Rather, Liz, Greg, and Tom, tonight you chose to cut funding to seniors, children, the disabled, people of color, the
homeless, and the thousands of Palo Altans who risk homelessness when the eviction moratorium expires ... rather than
tax Amazon, Facebook, Google, Tesla, or Palantir. And Ed, you and Kylie were eager to agree, maximizing your bonuses
at the expense of the rest of us.
The five international multi‐hundred‐billion‐dollar companies ‐ and others like it ‐ comprise just a few of Palo Alto's
biggest employers. These multi‐billion tech firms are more profitable than ever, making money off pain suffered by the
rest of us. They are making money hand over fist, off of our shutdowns and illnesses, off of school closures and major
layoffs. As we lose, they win. This is why every other city has enacted taxes on these highly profitable huge companies.
Every city other than Palo Alto, the home to the majority of these companies and the creation of an overrepresentative
amount of their revenues. (You can't dispute this because you refuse to investigate it.)
You must know that businesses own 80% of our land, and use 80% of our city services, yet businesses pay nothing into
the general fund, while residents ‐ and especially our lowest wage earners, mostly people of color ‐ suffer. You refuse to
charge Mark Zuckerberg, Elon Musk, or Peter Thiel one dime, even though they pay billions of dollars in taxes in every
other city. You refuse even to research what a large business tax would do for Palo Alto. Liz, you are the worst at this. "I
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am so worried about our bad forecast! What can we do other than cut services to poor people and seniors?!" That quote
should be put on a plaque with your name stating your legacy to our city. What a missed opportunity.
Palo Alto has the largest percentage of billionaire businesses and executives in the world ‐‐ and those billionaires pay
nothing in tax. Your solution is to cut services to children, the disabled, and seniors, rather than to tax the billionaires.
Here in Palo Alto we have headquarters or large offices of numerous of the largest companies who continue to profit
hundreds of billions of dollars from the pandemic, but Liz Kniss says "I really don't want to tax businesses!" Why,
Liz? Do you think that Jeff Bezos makes too little, and deserves to be worth more than $200 Billion Dollars?
The irony is that Jeff Bezos, Mark Zuckerberg, Elon Musk, Peter Thiel, and all other billionaire executives pay taxes in
every other city where they are located! When you oppose taxing Google, you deny that Google did not oppose
Mountain View's famous Google Tax, where Google pays 60% of its revenues? Thanks to this Google Tax, Mountain
View is going to make its "totally impossible" (according to you) affordable housing requirements, and Mountain View
also now has a shelter bed for every homeless person. Guess how many shelter beds Palo Alto has for its
homeless? Zero.
Look at East Palo Alto, a city with zero billionaires as compared with our dozens of billionaires. EPA proposed a large
business tax targeting mostly Amazon.com and AMAZON.COM did not even file a responsive statement opposing the
law in the voter guide! Amazon.com knows that large business taxes HELP the economy, help the city, and help
businesses by creating housing for its workers. Whom exactly are you seeking to protect, given that large companies do
not oppose large business taxes?
Even though every other city has a large business tax, you laugh about it. You know so much more than every other
city! "Oh haha we heard about a business tax so much tonight," Greg Tanaka scoffs. BTW Greg, unlike you, I have a
degree in statistics and probability, as well as an expertise in tax law, and none of your rambling questions were
remotely on topic; it is ironic how you cut me off at 3 minutes while you blathered off point for 30 minutes. And BTW
obviously there will be overtime costs given that you insisted on firing so many of our city employees! You really think
that cutting firefighter overtime is a good idea? What if a fire happens ... at night?
While the successful actions made by our sister cities are there for the record, you make your own "different"
suggestions. Greg, per usual, suggests firing more firefighters and city workers! Greg, more furloughs will lead to more
overtime ‐ which you hate. And it leads to offloading to consultants, which creates worse work and costs more
money. And Tom, you propose that employees should work from home. Tom, you must realize that you cannot require
employees to work from home. That is the decision of their bosses, not you. Your idea of creativity is "tourism" and you
claim (testerically) that people would travel here to view your and Karen Holman's $7 million money sink called the
"Palo Alto History Museum."
We know that other cities are passing emergency taxes, based on clarifications to California law that enable emergency
taxes for this very purpose. Why won't you research this? Why won't you look at what San Mateo has done? Liz, you
say, "You don't have much choice, Kylie" while you laugh at the prospect of doing what every other city has done ‐ tax its
biggest and most profitable businesses, in order to create revenue to support small businesses and residents. Why do
you think you know better than your colleagues in literally every single other city? You must recognize that your policy
decisions have run Palo Alto into the ground. We are the richest city in the world, yet your intentional policy decisions
have made us the worst off city as well.
Greg and Tom, you call yourself data‐driven, but tonight you literally laughed off the prospect of gathering data as to
what revenue a large business tax could create for the city. Someone that is data driven would require data before
dismissing an idea, much less an idea that has worked for every other city. You believe in data, except when it comes to
taxing your campaign donors, perhaps. There are a lot of commercial developers on the PASZ donor rolls, Tom. Lots of
Castilleja insiders too.
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I am proud to make this public record, even though you won't read it. I have found that others do read these
public records, even though you don't. Those readers ‐ and more ‐ will agree that you three have sold out your resident
constituents. You have betrayed your community. Your actions are indefensible.
Due to your poor choices, sooner or later, the city is very likely to be put in receivership. I won't be happy about that. I
continue to try my hardest to help you. But how can I help a group of people who keep trying the same actions over and
over again, expecting a different result?
Our community deserves better than you.
Happy Holidays!
Rebecca Eisenberg
PS I have the First Amendment right to name and quote you by name. See, e.g., NYT v. Sullivan, 276 US 254 (1964). Not
to mention that your remarks, as hard as they may be to believe, are public record.
Rebecca Eisenberg, Esq.
Principal & Founder
Private Client Legal Services
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
rebecca@privateclientlegal.com
415-235-8078
Rebecca Eisenberg for Positive Change
Our Community Deserves Better
415-235-8078
rebecca@winwithrebecca.com
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
Twitter: @rle Facebook @reisenberg
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

mark weiss <earwopa@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 12:13 AM
Rebecca Eisenberg
Greg Tanaka; Kniss, Liz (internal); tomforcouncil@gmail.com; Council, City; Shikada, Ed; Stump, Molly
Re: Palo Alto Finance Committee Fail

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I agree with every word of Stanford grad, Harvard‐law‐trained Palo Alto dissent leader Rebecca Eisenberg’s critique of
fiscal leadership, sent to list and council December 15.
I’ve met each of the five individuals named in the letter and note being pleased and displeased at their various actions
over the years, going back to 2012 in some cases. With the exception of Greg Tanaka who I find literally hard to believe.
Yet always wrong.
It might be a trivial case but:
https://m.youtube.com/watch?v=vC_1GUrHNPc&feature=youtu.be
During the recent campaign Greg was interviewed by the Reverend Bruce Reyes/Chow and he claimed — in his
introductory remarks —to have been a neighbor “three doors down” from an assault victim in Northridge, CA of the
convicted murderer Richard Ramirez, “the Night Stalker”. Setting aside the question of why a Palo Alto leader would
invoke this sad and despicable person in his self‐ description, i don’t believe his story. I think he’s lying. I hereby publicly
pledge that if Greg Tanaka can prove that he lived “three doors down” from a victim of Ramirez, i will atone for my
refuted claim by donating $1,000 (one thousand dollars) to the Palo Alto Recreation Foundation.
Mark Weiss

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 15, 2020, at 11:10 PM, Rebecca Eisenberg <rebecca@winwithrebecca.com> wrote:

Dear Finance Committee and Finance Department, Ed Shikada, Tom, Greg, and Liz:
I would apologize for the tone of this letter, but in truth, you deserve a scolding for your bad behavior.
I watched your irresponsible actions and arrogant remarks at the Finance Committee tonight and I
wonder whom you represent. You emphasized the need to cut costs, yet when I talked about the
millions of dollars of costs that will be created by Lydia Kou's unprofessional and unprecedented actions
in attempting to put the City of Palo Alto into breach of its amicable and mutual Settlement Agreement,
you did not respond. When I mentioned the $12 million plus costs and attorneys fees that a court
already ruled against you due to your irresponsible actions in overcharging residents for utilities
expenses, you ignored that as well. Might I suggest that if you want to cut costs, you can stop fighting
losing battles, which go against public interest and which syphon city funds away from struggling
residents and to overpaid lawyers? And maybe you can stop lying to the public about the costs of
opening Foothills Park, given that you know that opening the park saves funds by allowing the poor
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guard whose sole job is to check residency to engage in work that helps him not hate himself ‐ and in the
same process, save $200,000 to $300,000 of taxpayer funds.
You look at next year's budget forecast, based entirely ‐ as before ‐ on residential property tax, hotel
taxes (which will NOT recover next year) and your highly regressive sales taxes, and you admit that these
revenue sources fall short. What to do? You just don't know. It's so hard, you say.
Yet when I suggest that Palo Alto do what every single one of our neighboring cities does ‐‐ tax large (not
small, Liz) businesses, you laugh. "Of course we don't want to tax large businesses," says Greg Tanaka,
who received $80,000 in campaign donations from large billionaire commercial developers and other
corporate interests, including TESLA. See, e.g., the huge TANAKA banner that still waves courtesy of the
commercial developer building the controversial (and potentially Superfund puncturing) development
on El Camino and Oregon Ave.
Rather, Liz, Greg, and Tom, tonight you chose to cut funding to seniors, children, the disabled, people of
color, the homeless, and the thousands of Palo Altans who risk homelessness when the eviction
moratorium expires ... rather than tax Amazon, Facebook, Google, Tesla, or Palantir. And Ed, you and
Kylie were eager to agree, maximizing your bonuses at the expense of the rest of us.
The five international multi‐hundred‐billion‐dollar companies ‐ and others like it ‐ comprise just a few of
Palo Alto's biggest employers. These multi‐billion tech firms are more profitable than ever, making
money off pain suffered by the rest of us. They are making money hand over fist, off of our shutdowns
and illnesses, off of school closures and major layoffs. As we lose, they win. This is why every other city
has enacted taxes on these highly profitable huge companies. Every city other than Palo Alto, the home
to the majority of these companies and the creation of an overrepresentative amount of their revenues.
(You can't dispute this because you refuse to investigate it.)
You must know that businesses own 80% of our land, and use 80% of our city services, yet businesses
pay nothing into the general fund, while residents ‐ and especially our lowest wage earners, mostly
people of color ‐ suffer. You refuse to charge Mark Zuckerberg, Elon Musk, or Peter Thiel one dime, even
though they pay billions of dollars in taxes in every other city. You refuse even to research what a large
business tax would do for Palo Alto. Liz, you are the worst at this. "I am so worried about our bad
forecast! What can we do other than cut services to poor people and seniors?!" That quote should be
put on a plaque with your name stating your legacy to our city. What a missed opportunity.
Palo Alto has the largest percentage of billionaire businesses and executives in the world ‐‐ and those
billionaires pay nothing in tax. Your solution is to cut services to children, the disabled, and seniors,
rather than to tax the billionaires.
Here in Palo Alto we have headquarters or large offices of numerous of the largest companies who
continue to profit hundreds of billions of dollars from the pandemic, but Liz Kniss says "I really don't
want to tax businesses!" Why, Liz? Do you think that Jeff Bezos makes too little, and deserves to be
worth more than $200 Billion Dollars?
The irony is that Jeff Bezos, Mark Zuckerberg, Elon Musk, Peter Thiel, and all other billionaire executives
pay taxes in every other city where they are located! When you oppose taxing Google, you deny that
Google did not oppose Mountain View's famous Google Tax, where Google pays 60% of its
revenues? Thanks to this Google Tax, Mountain View is going to make its "totally impossible" (according
to you) affordable housing requirements, and Mountain View also now has a shelter bed for every
homeless person. Guess how many shelter beds Palo Alto has for its homeless? Zero.
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Look at East Palo Alto, a city with zero billionaires as compared with our dozens of billionaires. EPA
proposed a large business tax targeting mostly Amazon.com and AMAZON.COM did not even file a
responsive statement opposing the law in the voter guide! Amazon.com knows that large business
taxes HELP the economy, help the city, and help businesses by creating housing for its workers. Whom
exactly are you seeking to protect, given that large companies do not oppose large business taxes?
Even though every other city has a large business tax, you laugh about it. You know so much more than
every other city! "Oh haha we heard about a business tax so much tonight," Greg Tanaka scoffs. BTW
Greg, unlike you, I have a degree in statistics and probability, as well as an expertise in tax law, and none
of your rambling questions were remotely on topic; it is ironic how you cut me off at 3 minutes while
you blathered off point for 30 minutes. And BTW obviously there will be overtime costs given that you
insisted on firing so many of our city employees! You really think that cutting firefighter overtime is a
good idea? What if a fire happens ... at night?
While the successful actions made by our sister cities are there for the record, you make your own
"different" suggestions. Greg, per usual, suggests firing more firefighters and city workers! Greg, more
furloughs will lead to more overtime ‐ which you hate. And it leads to offloading to consultants, which
creates worse work and costs more money. And Tom, you propose that employees should work from
home. Tom, you must realize that you cannot require employees to work from home. That is the
decision of their bosses, not you. Your idea of creativity is "tourism" and you claim (testerically) that
people would travel here to view your and Karen Holman's $7 million money sink called the "Palo Alto
History Museum."
We know that other cities are passing emergency taxes, based on clarifications to California law that
enable emergency taxes for this very purpose. Why won't you research this? Why won't you look at
what San Mateo has done? Liz, you say, "You don't have much choice, Kylie" while you laugh at the
prospect of doing what every other city has done ‐ tax its biggest and most profitable businesses, in
order to create revenue to support small businesses and residents. Why do you think you know better
than your colleagues in literally every single other city? You must recognize that your policy decisions
have run Palo Alto into the ground. We are the richest city in the world, yet your intentional policy
decisions have made us the worst off city as well.
Greg and Tom, you call yourself data‐driven, but tonight you literally laughed off the prospect of
gathering data as to what revenue a large business tax could create for the city. Someone that is data
driven would require data before dismissing an idea, much less an idea that has worked for every other
city. You believe in data, except when it comes to taxing your campaign donors, perhaps. There are a lot
of commercial developers on the PASZ donor rolls, Tom. Lots of Castilleja insiders too.
I am proud to make this public record, even though you won't read it. I have found that others do read
these public records, even though you don't. Those readers ‐ and more ‐ will agree that you three have
sold out your resident constituents. You have betrayed your community. Your actions are indefensible.
Due to your poor choices, sooner or later, the city is very likely to be put in receivership. I won't be
happy about that. I continue to try my hardest to help you. But how can I help a group of people who
keep trying the same actions over and over again, expecting a different result?
Our community deserves better than you.
Happy Holidays!
Rebecca Eisenberg
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PS I have the First Amendment right to name and quote you by name. See, e.g., NYT v. Sullivan, 276 US
254 (1964). Not to mention that your remarks, as hard as they may be to believe, are public record.
Rebecca Eisenberg, Esq.
Principal & Founder
Private Client Legal Services
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
rebecca@privateclientlegal.com
415-235-8078
Rebecca Eisenberg for Positive Change
Our Community Deserves Better
415-235-8078
rebecca@winwithrebecca.com
www.linkedin.com/in/eisenberg
Twitter: @rle Facebook @reisenberg
The companies named, some founded since Kniss’s election, have a combined market cap of more than a trillion dollars.
If we had a “Democracy tax” or Percent for People, like a stock option, we might have an endowment of just these
companies totalling $10 billion. Instead, corporate America gets a free lunch here, and we lay off librarians.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 12:17 AM
Cormack, Alison; Greer Stone; chuck jagoda; Steven D. Lee; Council, City; Human Relations
Commission; Raven Malone; Ed Lauing; Joe Simitian; Cari Templeton; Shikada, Ed;
rebecca@winwithrebecca.com; Dennis Upton; greg@gregtanaka.org; DuBois, Tom;
eric.filseth@cityofpaloalto.com; Kniss, Liz (internal)
chuck jagoda; Winter Dellenbach; Dave Price; jodie.gergardt@cityofpaloalto.org
Aram James: Car dwelling ban would demonize the homeless – The Mercury News ( from the
archives of Aram James (circa 2013) see link below ( P.S.) Liz is featured in my mercury piece ( see link
below)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

( ****Please put me on the list for all future meetings re this critical civil rights issue) thanks city officials. aram
FYI: Thanks Allison and Greer ( would have copied Pat in on this e‐mail but I don’t have his current email address) for
attending tonight’s session on the possibilities of a viable, for all concerned, (the housed and the unhoused) meeting re
developing a potentially robust Safe Parking Program in Palo Alto.
There will be ‐no doubt‐ much initial fear and concern re having people labeled unhoused in a substantial number of
Palo Alto neighborhoods. When Chuck Jagoda and I visited the Santa Barbara Safe Parking Program ( a national model)
there were valuable lessons learned:
1. A Safe Parking Program is transitional
the goal being to as quickly as possible move those living in their vehicles into permanent housing.
2. To get community buy‐in early‐and often‐ re the requirements of the Safe Parking Program, that are many, and must
be enforced‐ to maintain and grow credibility, and get this message out to the community....All of this to allay
unreasonable fears of community members‐who haven’t been fully informed/ lack of out reach ‐re the substantial
benefit of such programs ‐by the city.
3. As example vehicles must be properly registered. No drugs or alcohol allowed.
4. Case works assigned to each participant to assist in obtaining appropriate training for jobs, mental health counseling‐
to mitigate the mental health issues that often attach to those who become unhoused.
5. A zero tolerance for violence.
6. Being on lists for permanent housing mandatory.
7. No loud noises, fires etc., those who can’t or won’t comply ‐putting the entire program at risk ‐are asked to leave.
8. Research shows that as a general rule the folks who end up in a particular city’s Safe Parking Program often lived or
grew up in the community that they are now seeking to participate in a safe parking program, that the city now
provides. It may have been the loss of a job, a disability that developed late in life, that made it harder to continue
working, a spouse who passed away‐that resulted in the surviving spouse becoming unhoused.
9. Chuck Jagoda can hopefully add to this conversation. Chuck’s own story of becoming unhoused is compelling, he lived
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an experience I have not, and can provide a: I’ve lived there have been there narrative that can fill in many of the gaps I
can’t. Chuck worked all of his life, an extraordinary teacher‐and many other jobs ‐yet ended up unhoused and traveled
back with tenacious grit and determination to become housed again. And, along the way: he helped hundreds if not
thousands to get back on their feet. Talk to Chuck. Listen to his stories and wisdom.
10. I commented at tonight’s session that the onerous nature of the requirements re the City’s application process reads
almost as though the city designed the application process for the churches‐ now applying‐ to fail. What a scam! What a
shame! We can, we must, we will do better!!!
11. Its like telling folks we are finally going to reluctantly give you the right to vote‐but adding that there will be a $600
poll tax you must pay, knowing full well, that, of course the cost will essentially act to continue their disenfranchised.
12. It felt like the city was almost trying to invite yet more litigation around yet another core civil rights issue of our day.
If its not Foothills Park, if it not police violence, then it’s the right of the unhoused members of our community to live
integrated into the fabric of our city. Must we litigate this issue too? More money thrown down a rat hole? Really?
13. Tom & Eric’s recent op‐ed in the weekly seemed to suggest that we are a community of highly educated progressive
people. My lived experience growing up in this community suggests that we our liberal or progressives, in our words
only, but our actions speak otherwise!!! Although there may be many folks with lots of booking learning and impressive
degrees behind their names, here in Palo Alto, I experience our town as provincial, segregationist, elitist, exclusionary,
now and historically, as willingly and intentionally, accepting of police violence against people of color and the poor.
None of these traits is suggestive to me of an intelligent community, in fact, quite to the contrary it suggests a term my
dad coined in a piece in The Nation circa 1962: “Liberal Bigots.” A community full of self‐satisfied bigots unwilling or
unable to view the realties outsiders see so clearly.
14. I invite anyone interested in any of the above topics to sit down and talk with me. We can do it in a dignified and
measured way one fact at time. Time we pull together as community to solve these long festering social justice issues.
Failure to do so will ultimately destroy the soul of this city.
Sincerely,
Aram James
https://www.mercurynews.com/2013/08/02/aram‐james‐car‐dwelling‐ban‐would‐demonize‐the‐homeless/

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Aram James <abjpd1@gmail.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 12:37 AM
DuBois, Tom; eric.filseth@cityofpaloalto.com; Council, City
Aram James: Car dwelling ban would demonize the homeless – The Mercury News ( from the
archives of Aram James (circa 2013) see link below ( P.S.) Liz is featured in my mercury piece ( see link
below)

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

FYI:
( ****Please put me on the list for all future meetings re this critical civil rights issue)
thanks city officials. aram
FYI: Thanks Allison and Greer ( would have copied Pat in on this e‐mail but I don’t have
his current email address) for attending tonight’s session on the possibilities of a viable,
for all concerned, (the housed and the unhoused) meeting re developing a potentially
robust Safe Parking Program in Palo Alto.
There will be ‐no doubt‐ much initial fear and concern re having people labeled
unhoused in a substantial number of Palo Alto neighborhoods. When Chuck Jagoda and
I visited the Santa Barbara Safe Parking Program ( a national model) there were valuable
lessons learned:
1. A Safe Parking Program is transitional
the goal being to as quickly as possible move those living in their vehicles into
permanent housing.
2. To get community buy‐in early‐and often‐ re the requirements of the Safe Parking
Program, that are many, and must be enforced‐ to maintain and grow credibility, and
get this message out to the community....All of this to allay unreasonable fears of
community members‐who haven’t been fully informed/ lack of out reach ‐re the
substantial benefit of such programs ‐by the city.
3. As example vehicles must be properly registered. No drugs or alcohol allowed.
4. Case works assigned to each participant to assist in obtaining appropriate training for
jobs, mental health counseling‐to mitigate the mental health issues that often attach to
those who become unhoused.
5. A zero tolerance for violence.
6. Being on lists for permanent housing mandatory.
7. No loud noises, fires etc., those who can’t or won’t comply ‐putting the entire
program at risk ‐are asked to leave.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hamilton Hitchings <hitchingsh@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 8:44 PM
Council, City
Shikada, Ed
PAMF COVID Screener Does Not Facilitate Testing Unless Symptomatic or Confirmed Exposure or
High Risk
PAMF_SutterHealth_COVID_Test_Screener.JPG; COVID_Testing_Screener_No_Testing.JPG

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I took the PAMF / Sutter Health online screener for my daughter for her return home from out of state
college and it did not recommend or facilitate a way to get tested unless she was symptomatic, had a
confirmed exposure or is in a high risk group with pre existing conditions. I have included the starting
and final result screenshot to help you see this. At very least the screener is designed to discourage
patients from getting tested by not asking about unconfirmed potential exposures such as flying on a
plane, being in a crowd or on public transportation and subsequently not giving a path to get tested.
Thus we needed to use the Art Center COVID Testing (which we really appreciated).
Hamilton Hitchings
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

VTA Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 5:11 PM
Cameron, Dawn; VTA Board Secretary
Fernandez, Nuria; Council, City; cityclerk@sunnyvale.ca.gov
VTA Response to City of Mountain View letter re: 2016 Measure B 10-Year Outlook Base Scenario
121420 - VTA Response to City of Mountain View re Msr B.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good afternoon,
Attached is VTA’s response to the City of Mountain View’s letter regarding 2016 Measure B. If you have any questions,
please reply to this message. Thank you. Stay safe and healthy.
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Office of the Board Secretary
3331 North First Street, Building B
San Jose, CA 95134-1927
Phone 408-321-5680
Board.secretary@vta.org
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Authority

◄

December 14, 2020

Honorable Margaret Abe-Koga
Mayor, City of Mountain View
500 Castro Street
Mountain View, CA 94041
Dear Mayor Abe-Koga,
Thank you for clearly sharing the City of Mountain View's concerns with the 2016 Measure B
10-Year Vision Plan. We will consider your feedback in the development of the funding allocation
framework that is currently underway.
The process we are drafting, with assistance and feedback from all 15 cities and the County and
VTA's Advisory Committees and Board, will determine project priorities that will be approved by the
VTA Board of Directors and included in our Fiscal Years 2022/2023 biennial budget. VTA staff and
members of the Technical Advisory Ad-hoc Committee have started the process of drafting
principles and criteria, such as geographic balance, project readiness and regional impact, to outline
various 10-year vision options. Input from the City of Mountain View, the public and VTA's
Advisory Committees will be incorporated into these principles and the resulting options. Each
option will include updated tax revenue projections from the UCLA Andersen School of
Management that we anticipate receiving in early January 2021. The financial projections will
include considerations such as program costs, cost of financing, debt capacity and other cost impacts.
We will have ongoing, public presentations and discussions on proposed 10-year options during
VTA's various workshops and Committee meetings to achieve the best allocation plan that addresses
our intermediate and long-term needs.
We appreciate your continued participation in this 10-year Vision process and are committed to
providing an open and transparent approach as we work together to find the most effective way to
deliver all of the programs and projects in 2016 Measure B.
Sincerely,

�m1�
General Manager/CEO
cc:

VTA Policy Advisory Committee
VTA Technical Advisory Committee
Palo Alto City Council
Sunnyvale City Council
Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors

3331 North First Street
San Jose, CA 95134-1927

Administration 408-321-5555
Customer Service 408-321-2300

Solutions that move you

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

VTA Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 5:08 PM
Council, City; Fine, Adrian
VTA Board Secretary; city.council@mountainview.gov; cityclerk@sunnyvale.ca.gov; City Mgr;
Transportation
VTA Response to City of Palo Alto's letter re: Measure B
121420 - VTA Response to City of Palo Alto re Msr B.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good afternoon,
Attached is VTA’s response to the City of Palo Alto’s letter regarding Measure B. If you have any questions, please reply
to this message.
Thank you. Stay safe and healthy.
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Office of the Board Secretary
3331 North First Street, Building B
San Jose, CA 95134-1927
Phone 408-321-5680
Board.secretary@vta.org
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

VTA Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 4:58 PM
Ashley Sanks; citycouncil@cupertino.org
Council, City; cityclerk@sunnyvale.ca.gov; city.council@mountainview.gov; VTA Board Secretary
VTA’s response to Cupertino Mayor Scharf’s letter regarding 2016 Measure B
121420 - VTA Response to City of Cupertino re Msr B.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good afternoon,
Attached is VTA’s response to Mayor Scharf’s letter regarding 2016 Measure B. If you have any questions, please reply
to this message. Thank you. Stay safe and healthy.
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Office of the Board Secretary
3331 North First Street, Building B
San Jose, CA 95134-1927
Phone 408-321-5680
Board.secretary@vta.org
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

VTA Board Secretary <Board.Secretary@vta.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 4:51 PM
city.council@mountainview.gov; kleincouncil@sunnyvale.ca.gov
Cameron, Dawn; Kamhi, Philip; Council, City; cityclerk@sunnyvale.ca.gov; citymgr@sunnyvale.ca.gov;
pubworks@sunnyvale.ca.gov; Dennis Ng; VTA Board Secretary
VTA Response to Mayor Klein's letter RE: 2016 Measure B 10-Year Outlook Base Scenario
121420 - VTA Response to City of Sunnyvale re Msr B.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good afternoon,
Attached is VTA’s response to Mayor Klein's letter regarding 2016 B 10‐Year Outlook Base Scenario. If you have any
questions, please reply to this message. Thank you. Stay safe and healthy.
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Office of the Board Secretary
3331 North First Street, Building B
San Jose, CA 95134-1927
Phone 408-321-5680
Board.secretary@vta.org
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Yehia Rizk <yrizk@yahoo.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 9:59 AM
Council, City
Yehia.M.Rizk@nasa.gov
Ordinance (#5507)/Pending Permits
Summary_CC.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Sorry if you get this message twice but the first one had the wrong attachment

Hi;
I like to express my concern on applying the new city ordinance (#5507) on my pending ADU permit.
I am attaching a short summary of my experience with the planning department.
I can provide more details if needed.
I would appreciate if I can get a clarification from the City Council.
The explanation I received from Amy French is not clear to me.
Can you please let me know which previous ordinance(s) did the City Council pass with a ‘pipeline project’ clause so I can
better understand Amy’s explanation?
Thank You.
Yehia

All the interaction with planning department was by email.

6

Date

Action

Outcome

Showed conceptual design of attached ADU
2/10/2020 to planning department and followed up
with email confirmation

Conceptual design confirms to ordinance (#5489 )

9/30

Submitted Project Plan (construction
drawings, structure report, Title 24) to City
website

Project coordinator route the Project Plan for 30 day
review

12/04

Planning review completed and consolidated
report posted on City Website

Planning request that Project Plan be revised to comply
with new city ordinance (#5507) which became
effective on 11/26/2020

12/04 to
12/11

Email exchange with planning department
Amy French effectively says “ Pending Projects must
inquiring why new ordinance is being applied comply with new ordinance because City Council did
to pending permits.
not include a clause for ‘pipeline project’ exemption”

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Leah Rogers <leah.rogers@stanfordalumni.org>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 9:27 AM
Council, City
re: 788 San Antonio Road Mixed-Use Project
Palo Alto under 3 ft of Sea Level Rise.png; comment to PA City Council Dec 2020.pages

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
Comments on 788 San Antonio Housing Project
Dear Palo Alto City Council:
I am writing to protest the approval of the housing project at 788 San Antonio Road with a 2-story basement. The City of Palo Alto on
one hand has created a rising sea level policy and then on the other hand approved a building project that is unsustainable in the face
of rising sea levels.
I am a career groundwater hydrogeologist, yet let me speak in terms of common sense. Why doesn’t Venice, Italy have underground
parking garages? Right, their water table is too high. Why doesn’t New Orleans allow burying people underground? Yes, again it is
because they face groundwater levels too close to the ground surface, and unless they have above ground tombs, bodies tend to not
stay buried.
Palo Alto forgets it is also a tidal city and affected by tides and groundwater close to the ground surface. And we know this problem
will become more treacherous and expensive within a few years with rising sea levels. And as the seas move inland, the groundwater
will rise and basements will be under great pressure from corrosive, brackish and contaminated water.
The final EIR for this project does not appear to change any analysis and yet they extended the project from a one to a two level
underground parking garage.
How can this issue be overlooked by the City Council? Sometimes these EIRs bury the overarching issues under the weight of details
and minutiae.
Save Palo Alto’s Groundwater and the City of Palo Alto worked together to bring Dr. Kristina Hill of UC Berkeley to speak with the
community May 11, 2019. She spoke of areas of concern and the massive need for responsible planning. She also challenged Palo
Alto to take a strong lead as they were an educated community with significant resources. Approving unsustainable development was
not on her call to action. One of the slides Dr. Hill showed is included below. If one pins down where the 788 San Antonio project is,
one sees clearly that even the most modest sea level rise (which means the time frame is sooner) will cause serious problems for
basements in the area.
Many others have also pointed out that there are soil contamination issues in this area and the massive dewatering will encourage
mobilizations of these contaminants.. My Ph.D.thesis at Stanford was about remediation of contaminated groundwater, so let me just
say I know something about the fate and transport of contaminants in the subsurface. I am particularly shocked that the project
description of April 2020 (on page 20 of https://www.cityofpaloalto.org/civicax/filebank/documents/77839) does not check the box of
Hydrology/Water Quality as being an environmental factor potentially affected. And then buried in the AEI Consultants report later
we see significant contamination in the groundwater analysis: TPHg 10 times above levels of concern, and Ethylbenzene almost
double levels of concern and Trichloroethene (TCE) 6 times above levels of concern. I have worked extensively with tracking TCE
transport in groundwater and this is a real concern.
In conclusion, I believe the City Council wishes to be proactive by setting policy to reduce greenhouse gases and help slow climate
change. But why just make a general policy of support without any teeth when you neglect what is in your circle of influence (i.e. wise
city planning.) Of course there is an interest in increasing housing. But if the Council continues to approve housing that may end up in
serious trouble in a few years, who will the residents blame? The City will be held accountable to a large degree and the very people
they are trying to help house will be ready to sue. Not just because their garage is flooded and their property devalued, but their lives
may be in danger from flooding, infrastructure collapses, and mobilization of contaminants.
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Palo Alto residents think they are safe from sea level rise and they are not. It is not just Highway 1 being flooded, but what will be
happening as groundwater rises.You have only to look at other areas where people should not have built, but they did, and they came
demanding money and resources to solve the problem from the local city governments as well as state and federal aid. We have
evolved in managing floodplain, earthquake, and landslide zones, In the very near future we will undoubtedly have more regulation in
wildfire zones as well as rising sea level zones. Palo Alto has the information to be a true leader in this evolution and it needs to start
by making wiser planning decisions than it is currently making.
Sincerely,
Leah Rogers
Ph.D. in Groundwater Hydrogeology
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Civil Grand Jury <CGJ@scscourt.org>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 2:26 PM
Council, City
2020 Civil Grand Jury Ceremony Invitation
Civil Grand Jury Ceremony Invitation.pdf; Palo Alto City Council.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
Dear Members of the Palo Alto City Council,
Please find attached here a letter from Presiding Judge Deborah A. Ryan and Assistant Presiding Judge Theodore C.
Zayner, as well as the flyer for 2020 Civil Grand Jury Ceremony, which will be held on Thursday, December 17, at 4 pm
via Zoom.
In order to receive the link to join, please register at: https://rb.gy/37f86i
Please let me know if any additional information is needed. Thank you.
Best,
Britney

Britney Huelbig | pronouns: she, her, hers
Deputy Manager - Civil Grand Jury, Administration
Temporary Judge Administrator
Superior Court of California, County of Santa Clara
191 North First Street
San José, CA 95113
(408) 882-2721 | bhuelbig@scscourt.org | www.scscourt.org
Confidentiality Notice: This message, together with any attachments, is intended only for the review and/or use of the individual(s) or
entity to which it is addressed and may contain confidential or privileged information. If you think you have received this message in
error, please advise the sender immediately and delete this and any copies of the message.
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Please join us in thanking and discharging
the 2019-2020 Civil Grand Jury, and
welcoming the 2021 panel.

THU RS DA Y , DEC EM B ER 17, 2020
4 P. M . V IA Z OOM
PRES EN TED B Y THE HON ORA B LE
DEB ORA H A . RY A N , PRES IDIN G J U DGE,
A N D THE HON ORA B LE THEODORE C . Z A Y N ER,
A S S IS TA N T PRES IDIN G J U DGE

Register at: https://rb.gy/37f86i
PLEA S E S U B M IT QU ES TION S TO C GJ @ S C S C OU RT. ORG

Superior Court of California
County of Santa Clara
191 North First Street
San José, California 95113
(408) 882-2700
Chambers of

H O N . D E B O R A H A . R Y A N , Presiding Judge

December 8, 2020
Palo Alto City Council
City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94301
Sent via email: city.council@cityofpaloalto.org
Dear Members of the Palo Alto City Council,
Thank you for your assistance with the Court’s annual recruitment effort for the Santa Clara County Civil
Grand Jury. With your help, we are able to allow the Civil Grand Jury to continue to play a vital role in
promoting accountability in our local government. These grand jurors contribute countless volunteer hours
during their term, and provide an invaluable service to the citizens of Santa Clara County. They work
diligently to fulfill their duty as the civil watchdog agency of local government.
To honor their service and support this effort, please join us via Zoom for the Discharge and Impanelment
Ceremony of the Santa Clara County Civil Grand Jury on Thursday, December 17, 2020. The Discharge
of the 2019-2020 Civil Grand Jury will commence at 4 p.m., followed by the Impanelment of the 2021
Civil Grand Jury immediately thereafter. The flyer with the ceremony information is also attached.
I hope your schedule will permit you to join us to thank and congratulate the outgoing and incoming Grand
Jury, respectively. In order to receive the Zoom log-in information, please register at the following link
on or before Friday, December 11, 2020: https://rb.gy/37f86i
Should you have any questions about the ceremony or about the work of the Civil Grand Jury, please
contact Britney Huelbig, Deputy Manager of the Civil Grand Jury, at 408-882-2721 or CGJ@scscourt.org.
Thank you.
Sincerely,

Deborah A. Ryan
Presiding Judge

Theodore C. Zayner
Assistant Presiding Judge

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Gontaye, Yampue <yampue.gontaye@fema.dhs.gov>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 11:30 AM
Gontaye, Yampue
kcrocker@co.tulare.ca.us; pvanderpoel@co.tulare.ca.us; ashuklian@co.tulare.ca.us;
evalero@co.tulare.ca.us; dtownsend@co.tulare.ca.us; TMWeyker@co.tulare.ca.us;
SFerrer@co.tulare.ca.us; abalderas1@co.tulare.ca.us; dpine@smcgov.org; cgroom@smcgov.org;
dhorsley@smcgov.org; wslocum@smcgov.org; dcanepa@smcgov.org;
john.leopold@santacruzcounty.us; zach.friend@santacruzcounty.us;
ryan.coonerty@santacruzcounty.us; greg.caput@santacruzcounty.us;
bruce.mcpherson@santacruzcounty.us; ladykpetersen@gmail.com; brooksforcitycouncil@gmail.com;
jbertrand@ci.capitola.ca.us; ebottorff167@yahoo.com; samforcapitola@yahoo.com;
jgoldstein@ci.capitola.ca.us; mbernal@cityofsantacruz.com; citycouncil@cityofsantacruz.com;
dmeyers@cityofsantacruz.com; kbeiers@cityofsantacruz.com; sbrown@cityofsantacruz.com;
rgolder@cityofsantacruz.com; cmathews@cityofsantacruz.com; mwatkins@cityofsantacruz.com;
tfriend@scottsvalley.org; rlj12@comcast.net; dtimm@scottsvalley.org; jdilles@scottsvalley.org;
dlindslind@earthlink.net; jimreedSV@gmail.com; Jolly, Michael; citymanager@cityofwatsonville.org;
rebecca.garcia@cityofwatsonville.org; citycouncil@watsonvelle.org; garry.herceg@ceo.sccgov.org;
mike.wasserman@bos.sccgov.org; Cindy.Chavez@bos.sccgov.org; dave.cortese@bos.sccgov.org;
supervisor.ellenberg@bos.sccgov.org; supervisor.simitian@bos.sccgov.org;
dana.reed@oem.sccgov.org; david.flamm@oem.sccgov.org; xia.xiong@oem.sccgov.org;
xia.xiong@oem.sccgov.org; cmoffice@campbellca.gov; susanl@campbellca.gov;
lizg@campbellca.gov; richw@campbellca.gov; paulr@cityofcampbell.com;
anneb@cityofcampbell.com; manager@cupertino.org; diannet@cupertino.org;
sscharf@cupertino.org; dpaul@cupertino.org; liangchao@cupertino.org; rsinks@cupertino.org;
jwilley@cupertino.org; Jimmy.Forbis@CityofGilroy.org; AllCouncilMembers@ci.gilroy.ca.us;
administration@losaltosca.gov; council@losaltosca.gov; ccahill@losaltoshills.ca.gov;
mwu@losaltoshills.ca.gov; ktankha@losaltoshills.ca.gov; cccorrigan@losaltoshills.ca.gov;
rspreen@losaltoshills.ca.gov; gtyson@losaltoshills.ca.gov; manager@losgatosca.gov;
council@losgatosca.gov; smcharris@ci.milpitas.ca.gov; rtran@ci.milpitas.ca.gov;
bnunez@ci.milpitas.ca.gov; kdominguez@ci.milpitas.ca.gov; cmontano@ci.milpitas.ca.gov;
aphan@ci.milpitas.ca.gov; steve@cityofmontesereno.org; llawler@cityofmontesereno.org;
sleuthold@cityofmontesereno.org; jellahie@cityofmontesereno.org; rturner@cityofmontesereno.org;
christina.turner@morganhill.ca.gov; rich.constantine@morganhill.ca.gov;
yvonne.martinezbeltran@morganhill.ca.gov; larry.carr@morganhill.ca.gov;
rene.spring@morganhill.ca.gov; john.mckay@morganhill.ca.gov; city.mgr@mountainview.gov;
citycouncil@mountainview.gov; City Mgr; Council, City; webmaster.manager@sanjoseca.gov;
jim.reed@sanjoseca.gov; Manager@santaclaraca.gov; MayorAndCouncil@santaclaraca.gov;
jlindsay@saratoga.ca.us; hmiller@saratoga.ca.us; mlbernald@saratoga.ca.us; rkumar@saratoga.ca.us;
yzhao@saratoga.ca.us; citymgr@sunnyvale.ca.gov; council@sunnyvale.ca.gov; district3
@co.monterey.ca.us; district1@co.monterey.ca.us; district2@co.monterey.ca.us; district4
@co.monterey.ca.us; district5@co.monterey.ca.us; malaisG@co.monterey.ca.us;
scanlonk@co.monterey.ca.us; mckeec@co.monterey.ca.us; AndersonY@co.monterey.ca.us;
hardgraves@co.monterey.ca.us; dpotter@ci.carmel.ca.us; brichards@ci.carmel.ca.us;
jbaron@ci.carmel.ca.us; jreimers@ci.carmel.ca.us; ctheis@ci.carmel.ca.us; crerig@ci.carmel.ca.us;
dpick@delreyoaks.org; akerr@delreyoaks.org; kclark@delreyoaks.org; jgagliotti@delreyoaks.org;
lgoetzelt@delreyoaks.org; plintell@delreyoaks.org; rmendez@ci.gonzales.ca.us;
morozco@ci.gonzales.ca.us; lsilva@ci.gonzales.ca.us; lworthy@ci.gonzales.ca.us;
pmiller@ci.gonzales.ca.us; pmiller@ci.gonzales.ca.us; lwalker@ci.greenfield.ca.us;
ymartinez@ci.greenfield.ca.us; auntalon@ci.greemfield.ca.us; dtipton@ci.greenfield.ca.us;
sadams@kingcity.com; mlebarre@kingcity.com; cvictoria@kingcity.com; rcullen@kingcity.com;
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Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Importance:

dacosta@kingcity.com; cdeleon@kingcity.com; uslar@monterey.org; roberson@momterey.org;
albert@monterey.org; haffa@monterey.org; smith@monterey.org; williamson@monterey.org;
citymanager@cityofpacificgrove.org; citycouncil@cityofpacificgrove.org; cmalin@ci.seaside.ca.us;
ioglesby@ci.seaside.ca.us; dpacheco@ci.seaside.ca.us; jcampbell@ci.seaside.ca.us;
jwizard@ci.seaside.ca.us; akispersky@ci.seaside.ca.us; cmwebmail@ci.salinas.ca.us;
cityclerkwebmail@ci.salinas.ca.us; district1@ci.salinas.ca.us; district2@ci.salinas.ca.us; district3
@ci.salinas.ca.us; district4@ci.salinas.ca.us; district5@ci.salinas.ca.us; district6@ci.salinas.ca.us;
aaron@sandcityca.org; carbone@sandcityca.org; blackwelder@sandcityca.org;
hawthoren@sandcityca.org; sofer@sandcityca.org; bslama@cityofsoledad.com;
fledesma@cityofsoledad.com; achavez@cityofsoledad.com; anna.velazquez@sen.ca.gov;
cstewart@cityofsoledad.com; mlara@cityofsoledad.com; APickett@buttecounty.net;
CHatcher@ButteCounty.net; cdunsmoor@buttecounty.net; BConnelly@ButteCounty.net;
DLucero@ButteCounty.net; TRitter@ButteCounty.net; District4@ButteCounty.net;
DTeeter@ButteCounty.net; creynolds@cityoforoville.org; sthomson@cityoforoville.org;
cityclerk@cityoforoville.org; jgoodson@cityoforoville.org; ldraper@cityoforoville.org;
dpittman@cityoforoville.org; esmith@cityoforoville.org; ahatley@cityoforoville.org;
CMWeb@chicoca.gov; ann.schwab@chicoca.gov; debbie.presson@chicoca.gov;
TShaw@co.lassen.ca.us; REgan@co.lassen.ca.us; jbustamante@co.lassen.ca.us;
sheriff@co.lassen.ca.us; cgallagher@co.lassen.ca.us; dteeter@co.lassen.ca.us;
jhemphill@co.lassen.ca.us; aalbaugh@co.lassen.ca.us; thammond@co.lassen.ca.us;
Kyle.Noderer@CalOES.ca.gov; dana.carey@yolocounty.org; oscar.villegas@yolocounty.org;
don.saylor@yolocounty.org; gary.sandy@yolocounty.org; jim.provenza@yolocounty.org;
duane.chamberlain@yolocounty.org; stanclerk@stancounty.com; olsenk@stancounty.com;
vito.chiesa@stancounty.com; withrowt@stancounty.com; mgrewal@stancounty.com;
demartinij@stancounty.com; Leanza, Pedro; Bazazzadeh, Rita; Crawford Jr, Joseph; Navarro, Armando
NR043 (Three Days Left) DR-4558-CA
DR-4558-CA NR043 - Wildfire Survivors Have Three Days to Apply for Federal Aid.pdf; DR-4558-CA
NR043 - Wildfire Survivors Have Three Days to Apply for Federal Aid.docx
High

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good morning –
In the attachment and below is a news release reminder that Wildfire Survivors Have Three Days to Apply Federal Aid
for DR-4558.
The registration deadline is Friday, Dec. 11, 2020
Individuals and households with losses due to August/September wildfires in Butte, Lake, Lassen, Mendocino,
Monterey, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus, Trinity, Tulare and Yolo
counties have just three days remaining to apply for grants from FEMA or low-interest disaster loans from the U.S. Small
Business Administration.
Please help to spread the word by posting this information on your county website or Facebook page if that’s possible.
There are three ways for survivors to register: online at DisasterAssistance.gov, with the FEMA Mobile App on a
smartphone or tablet, or by or by calling the FEMA Helpline at 800-621-3362 (TTY 800-462-7585) between 7 a.m. and 8
p.m. PST.
Dec. 9, 2020
11

DR-4558-CA NR 0043
Cal OES News Desk: 916-800-3943
FEMA News Desk: 916-718-8540
SBA: 916-847-2638

News Release
Three Days Left

Wildfire Survivors Should Call FEMA Helpline or visit DisasterAssistance.gov by Dec. 11
SACRAMENTO, Calif. – Individuals and households with losses due to August/September wildfires in Butte,
Lake, Lassen, Mendocino, Monterey, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano, Sonoma, Stanislaus,
Trinity, Tulare and Yolo counties have just three days remaining to apply for grants from FEMA or low-interest
disaster loans from the U.S. Small Business Administration.
These counties are included in federal Disaster 4558, declared initially Aug. 22 for seven counties and expanded
later. The registration deadline is Dec. 11.
FEMA awards help eligible survivors pay for rent, home repair/replacement and many other serious disaster‐related
needs, including replacement or repair of vehicles, funeral expenses, medical or dental expenses and miscellaneous
other costs. To be reimbursed by FEMA, survivors should photograph damage and save receipts for repair work.

Survivors should contact their insurers and file a claim for the disaster-caused damage before they register with
FEMA. Anyone with insurance should register with FEMA even if they aren’t yet certain whether they will be
eligible. FEMA may be able to help with costs that insurance doesn’t cover.
The agency can determine eligibility once an applicant’s insurance claim is settled—but there won’t be any
FEMA reimbursement for those who fail to register by the Dec. 11 deadline for those who suffered losses in
fires including the CZU Lightning Complex, SCU Lighting Complex, August Complex Fire, LNU Lightning
Complex, North Complex, Sheep, Dolan and SQF Complex.
There are three ways for survivors to register: online at DisasterAssistance.gov, with the FEMA Mobile App on
a smartphone or tablet, or by or by calling the FEMA Helpline at 800-621-3362 (TTY 800-462-7585) between 7
a.m. and 8 p.m. PST. Those who use a relay service such as a videophone, Innocaption or CapTel, should
provide FEMA with the specific number assigned to that service when they register. Multilingual services are
available on the helpline and specialists can answer most aid questions.
To register you will need the following information:
 Social Security number
 Insurance policy information
 Address of the damaged primary dwelling
 A description of disaster-caused damage and losses
 Current mailing address
 Current telephone number
 Total household annual income
 Routing and account number of your checking or savings account (for direct transfer of funds to your
bank account)
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After you register online or with the FEMA app, you can create your own account. This will enable you to
check the status of your application, view messages from FEMA, update your personal information and upload
documents that may be necessary to determine your eligibility for aid.
If you are unable to upload your documents, mail them to FEMA at P.O. Box 10055, Hyattsville MD 207828055 or fax them to 800-827-8112.
U.S. Small Business Administration
Dec. 11 is also the deadline to apply for a disaster loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration. Grants
from FEMA are meant to give eligible survivors a start on their road to recovery. The primary source of
recovery funding for many, however, is a loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration (SBA), which
makes disaster loans to individuals and businesses of all sizes.
Survivors can find out more and apply for a loan at DisasterLoanAssistance.sba.gov/. For additional assistance,
contact the SBA’s Virtual Disaster Loan Outreach Center. Customer service representatives are available to
assist individuals and business owners, answer questions about SBA’s disaster loan program, explain the
application process and help each person complete their electronic loan application. The Virtual DLOC is open
5 a.m. to 5 p.m. PST daily. Call 800-659-2955 or email FOCWAssistance@sba.gov.
These services are only available for the California disaster declaration as a result of the wildfires.
For the latest information on wildfire recovery, visit https://www.fema.gov/disaster/4558 and follow the FEMA
Region 9 Twitter account at https://twitter.com/femaregion9.
###
All FEMA disaster assistance will be provided without discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex
(including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability, limited English proficiency, economic
status, or retaliation. If you believe your civil rights are being violated, call 800-621-3362 or 800-4627585(TTY/TDD).
FEMA’s mission: Helping people before, during, and after disasters.
The U.S. Small Business Administration is the federal government’s primary source of money for the long-term
rebuilding of disaster-damaged private property. SBA helps businesses of all sizes, private nonprofit
organizations, homeowners and renters fund repairs or rebuilding efforts and cover the cost of replacing lost or
disaster-damaged personal property.
For more information, applicants may contact SBA’s Disaster Assistance Customer Service Center at 800-6592955. TTY users may also call 800-877-8339. Applicants may also email disastercustomerservice@sba.gov or
visit SBA at SBA.gov/disaster.
Best Regards,

Yampue Gontaye

Yampue Gontaye
Intergovernmental Affairs Specialist | Office of External Affairs| DR-4558-CA
Mobile: (202)794-4743
email: yampue.gontaye@fema.dhs.gov
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News Release

Dec. 9, 2020
DR-4558-CA NR 0043
Cal OES News Desk: 916-800-3943
FEMA News Desk: 916-718-8540
SBA: 916-847-2638

Three Days Left
Wildfire Survivors Should Call FEMA Helpline or visit DisasterAssistance.gov by Dec. 11
SACRAMENTO, Calif. – Individuals and households with losses due to August/September wildfires in
Butte, Lake, Lassen, Mendocino, Monterey, Napa, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Solano,
Sonoma, Stanislaus, Trinity, Tulare and Yolo counties have just three days remaining to apply for
grants from FEMA or low-interest disaster loans from the U.S. Small Business Administration.
These counties are included in federal Disaster 4558, declared initially Aug. 22 for seven counties and
expanded later. The registration deadline is Dec. 11.
FEMA awards help eligible survivors pay for rent, home repair/replacement and many other serious
disaster-related needs, including replacement or repair of vehicles, funeral expenses, medical or dental
expenses and miscellaneous other costs. To be reimbursed by FEMA, survivors should photograph
damage and save receipts for repair work.
Survivors should contact their insurers and file a claim for the disaster-caused damage before they
register with FEMA. Anyone with insurance should register with FEMA even if they aren’t yet certain
whether they will be eligible. FEMA may be able to help with costs that insurance doesn’t cover.
The agency can determine eligibility once an applicant’s insurance claim is settled—but there won’t be
any FEMA reimbursement for those who fail to register by the Dec. 11 deadline for those who suffered
losses in fires including the CZU Lightning Complex, SCU Lighting Complex, August Complex Fire,
LNU Lightning Complex, North Complex, Sheep, Dolan and SQF Complex.
There are three ways for survivors to register: online at DisasterAssistance.gov, with the FEMA Mobile
App on a smartphone or tablet, or by or by calling the FEMA Helpline at 800-621-3362 (TTY 800-4627585) between 7 a.m. and 8 p.m. PST. Those who use a relay service such as a videophone, Innocaption
or CapTel, should provide FEMA with the specific number assigned to that service when they register.
Multilingual services are available on the helpline and specialists can answer most aid questions.
To register you will need the following information:
• Social Security number
• Insurance policy information
• Address of the damaged primary dwelling
• A description of disaster-caused damage and losses
• Current mailing address

•
•
•

Current telephone number
Total household annual income
Routing and account number of your checking or savings account (for direct transfer of funds to
your bank account)

After you register online or with the FEMA app, you can create your own account. This will enable you
to check the status of your application, view messages from FEMA, update your personal information
and upload documents that may be necessary to determine your eligibility for aid.
If you are unable to upload your documents, mail them to FEMA at P.O. Box 10055, Hyattsville MD
20782-8055 or fax them to 800-827-8112.
U.S. Small Business Administration
Dec. 11 is also the deadline to apply for a disaster loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration.
Grants from FEMA are meant to give eligible survivors a start on their road to recovery. The primary
source of recovery funding for many, however, is a loan from the U.S. Small Business Administration
(SBA), which makes disaster loans to individuals and businesses of all sizes.
Survivors can find out more and apply for a loan at DisasterLoanAssistance.sba.gov/. For additional
assistance, contact the SBA’s Virtual Disaster Loan Outreach Center. Customer service representatives
are available to assist individuals and business owners, answer questions about SBA’s disaster loan
program, explain the application process and help each person complete their electronic loan
application. The Virtual DLOC is open 5 a.m. to 5 p.m. PST daily. Call 800-659-2955 or email
FOCWAssistance@sba.gov.
These services are only available for the California disaster declaration as a result of the wildfires.
For the latest information on wildfire recovery, visit https://www.fema.gov/disaster/4558 and follow the
FEMA Region 9 Twitter account at https://twitter.com/femaregion9.
###
All FEMA disaster assistance will be provided without discrimination on the grounds of race, color, sex
(including sexual harassment), religion, national origin, age, disability, limited English proficiency,
economic status, or retaliation. If you believe your civil rights are being violated, call 800-621-3362 or
800-462-7585(TTY/TDD).
FEMA’s mission: Helping people before, during, and after disasters.
The U.S. Small Business Administration is the federal government’s primary source of money for the
long-term rebuilding of disaster-damaged private property. SBA helps businesses of all sizes, private
nonprofit organizations, homeowners and renters fund repairs or rebuilding efforts and cover the cost of
replacing lost or disaster-damaged personal property.
For more information, applicants may contact SBA’s Disaster Assistance Customer Service Center at
800-659-2955. TTY users may also call 800-877-8339. Applicants may also email
disastercustomerservice@sba.gov or visit SBA at SBA.gov/disaster.

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 11:39 AM
Davis, Susan
bill@sdap.org; jramirez@sunnyvaleca.gov; knguyen@sunnyvaleca.gov;
cmontgomery@sunnyvaleca.gov; pngo@cityofsunnyvale.org; joe.simitian@bos.sscourt.org;
vagabondinnsunnyvale@gmail.com; debra.ryan@scscourt.org; sixth.district@jud.ca.gov;
supreme.court@jud.ca.gov
Re: "Consul"

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi Susan,
From what I understand, investigators have uncovered new information or obtained documentation which suggests
that SVSP may have gotten tangled up somehow with the Corruption investigation into the Santa Clara County Sheriff's
department & out of fear of indictment by Criminal Grand Jury , SVSP management may have agreed to work in
collusion with District Attorneys office in the extortion / entrapment scandal at Vagabond Inn to cover up Grand Jury
Tampering on Civil Grand Jury investigations from 2013‐2015.
Additionally, someone from Civil Grand Jury investigations from 2012‐2015 appears to have been deliberately planted as
member of Grand Jury by county executives office & I know very little of te specific details except to say that the
individual was a county employee who, like Ky Le was under supervision of County Executive's office and employed at
the "Berger drive county office. This person was possibly employed by "County of Santa Clara Finance Agency Fiscal
Services Division" ‐ It is noted that civil grand jury findings incorrexctky stated that "There was no Fiscal Impact".

1

2

https://www.latimes.com/california/story/2020‐11‐23/apple‐chief‐security‐officer‐charged‐with‐bribery‐firearm‐permit
Best Regards,
Caru Andrew Crittenden
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On January 15, 2020 at 1:19 PM, Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com> wrote:
Thanks Susan,
BTW, Heidi had interactions with State Department / U.S. Consul officials last night in Palo Alto & they
googled her.
Was kind of funny the way it happened as 2 days ago, Heidi was outside the Apple computer store with
her sign that said “Google Heidi Yauman” and HeidiYauman.com and the security guards told her she
would have to leave or they would call police. I told them to go ahead and call whoever they wanted but
Heidi was not going anywhere. I told them to leave her alone & video taped the interaction.
Later, I was approached by one of the security guards who apologised to me and he confessed that he
was new and did not understand the law. He also said he Googled Heidi and learned about Markham
Plaza and the Grand Jury cover up i & that he had heard from Apple employees and Palo Alto Police that
Heidi’s story on the internet was true. Apple Employees directed their security guards to leave Heidi
alone.
She returned to the same location yesterday and the same group of security guards were present. There
other guards present who we assumed were Apple Computer security guards & they were talking with
Heidi about her situation after googling her & the Apple Security Guard’s told the well dressed guards
that they had confirmed though PAPD sand Apple Computer employees that Heidi’s story was true and
that Tim Cook was witness. They were all very nice and courteous to her and inquired if there was any
current litigation or investigation in progress.
Then shortly thereafter, there was heavy police presence CHP officers and cars with tinted windows and
US. Consul license plates. US. Secretary of State Michael Pompeo then came out of the Burma Ruby
restaurant next door at 326 University Avenue next to the Apple Computer Store making direct eye
contact with Heidi and he was ushered into Black Suburban SUV by security while Heidi stood there with
her sign saying to “Google Heidi Yauman” and HeidiYauman.com and held it up Michael Pomeo. The
“extra guards” then got into other vehicles with US Consul license plates and left.
I videotaped this also.
Cary Andrew Crittenden. |. 408‐318‐1105

On Jan 15, 2020, at 12:17 PM, Davis, Susan <Susan.Davis@ssa.sccgov.org> wrote:
Hi Cary,
If I am not here, the officer of the day will have the funds.
I appreciate the update, thank you.
Kind regards,
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Susan Davis
Deputy Public Guardian Conservator
Office of Public Administrator
Social Services Agency
Department of Aging and Adult Services
P.O. Box 760, San Jose, CA 95106‐0760
Email: susan.davis@ssa.sccgov.org
Desk Phone: (408) 755‐7621
Facsimile: (408) 755‐7950

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This communication contains legal privileged and
confidential information sent solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not
the intended recipient of this communication you are not authorized to use it in any
manner, except to immediately destroy it and notify the sender.

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2020 12:14 PM
To: Davis, Susan <Susan.Davis@ssa.sccgov.org>
Cc: Royal, Carlotta <Carlotta.Royal@ssa.sccgov.org>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] APPT
Hello Susan,
Heidi & I are just finishing up at court in Palo Alto & need to charge phone for about 1
hour.
We will be leaving for San Jose at around 1:30 or so and heading to Public Guardian’s
office so that Heidi can pick up her funds.
We expect to arrive no later than 3:00
Please let me know if this does not work for you & we can try to adjust.
6

Thank you,
Cary Andrew Crittenden |. 408‐318‐1105
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 12:45 AM
Honky
[WhoDid911] Bill Barr Out! Trump Signals He Is About To Move Against Foreign Corruption ?

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
NOT TO MENTION that LCfor9/11 suit (MANDAMUS?) VS. FBI , Bill Barr and Berman too HHMM GREAT HE'S OUT

Bill Barr Out!
https://79days.news/watch?id=5fd81868cc22ea7ef9116707
__._,_.___

Posted by: || <smacko9@comcast.net>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 9:29 PM
Honky
The Greatest Hoax Ever Perpetuated on an Unsuspecting Public

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
The Doctor has spoken, and it was recorded for everyone to hear forever. It's only 5 minutes long and he has put the
situation in the proverbial nutshell. As far as experts go, he is top of the list. There are many more who agree with
him. You can make up your own mind after hearing what he has to say.
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2020/12/09/coronavirus-hoax.aspx
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 11:25 AM
Honky
FAREWELL TO YAHOO GROUPS

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
THIS REALLY HURT ME
THANK GOD I'VE BACKED EM ALL UP
(ON OTHER VENUES)
----- Forwarded Message ----From: FREEDOM FIGHTERS FOR AMERICA chris@freedomfightersforamerica.com [reality101_redux]
<reality101_redux@yahoogroups.ca>
Sent: Monday, December 14, 2020, 09:42:37 PM EST
Subject: [reality101_redux] FAREWELL TO YAHOO GROUPS

TO ALL,
FOR SO MANY YEARS OUR GROUPS COULD NETWORK AND SHARE FREELY.
YES BIG TECH GIANTS LIKE VERIZON THAT NOW OWNS YAHOO,
HAS DECIDED TO PULL THE PLUG ON THIS NETWORK, THE CONSTITUTION, AND OUR RIGHTS
TO FREE SPEECH.
DESPITE GIANT TECH'S GOAL FOR TOTAL GLOBAL FASCISM .
ALONG WITH OTHER CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY ,TRAITORS AND CRIMINALS.
WE ARE SEEING SO MUCH OF THESE DEEDS, CRIME AND ACTIONS, THAT THEY ARE FALLING
OVER THEMSELVES, TO LIE, CHEAT, STEAL EVEN KILL TO DESTROY AMERICA AND THE
WORLD.
I HOPE ALL THE MODERATORS WILL CONTINUE ON,
EVERYONE I PRAY YOUR SAFETY IN THE BATTLE FOR OUR COUNTRY, IN THESE TIMES OF
GREAT PERIL. GOD BLESS FREEDOM, GOD BLESS AMERICA.
AND MAY GOD BLESS US ALL.
RESPECTFULLY,
CHRIS
FREEDOM FIGHTERS FOR AMERICA
P.S.SEE YOU ON OTHER NETWORKS
__._,_.___
Posted by: FREEDOM FIGHTERS FOR AMERICA <chris@freedomfightersforamerica.com>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 11:06 AM
Honky
LIVE: BREAKING Nevada GOP ELECTORS CAST VOTES FOR PRESIDENT TRUMP!!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
?
Then why does the HEADLINE say "the electoral college has CONFIRMED? Joe Biden as PRESIDENT ELECT"? LOL
I guess FACTCHECKERS will say this is FAKE NEWS too LOL

GO VIRAL

BRAVO!!!!
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=W39MK-WRKhM&feature=youtu.be

__._,_.___
Posted by: FREEDOM FIGHTERS FOR AMERICA <chris@freedomfightersforamerica.com>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 9:17 AM
Honky
SPECIAL WARNING ISSUE: PFIZER/MODERNA COVID VACCINE RISKS

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Is this email not displaying correctly?
View it in your browser.
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SPECIAL WARNING REPORT
PFIZER/MODERNA
COVID VACCINE RISKS
and the "Big Picture"
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24% of FDA Experts are Awake and Heroic. The Rest
are Either Big Pharma’s “Captured” Idiots or
Genocidalists Endorsing the Pfizer COVID Vaccine.
by
Dr. Leonard G. Horowitz

(MedicalVeritas.org; Dec. 11, 2020) Las Vegas, NV–The FDA’s expert
commission voted 17-to-4 to approve Pfizer’s COVID-19 mRNA “vaccine.” The
ruling, in effect, means you have a 24% chance of something terrible
happening from taking the “game changing” “Final Solution” to the pandemic
imposition, or virtual geopolitical and economic extortion.
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Substantive omissions to induce damaging actions is FRAUD in law. Add to
this fact that in criminal trials wherein murderers “plead the fifth,” “silence is
evidence most persuasive.” Pfizer omitted doing genetic safety testing on their
“genetic therapy” misrepresented as a COVID-19 vaccine. And the media
omitted the intelligence that caused nearly a quarter of the FDA experts to fear
authorizing the unsafe “genetic therapy.”
To continue reading CLICK HERE.
_______________

In Case You Want to Watch Dr. Horowitz Being
Interviewed by Laura-Lynn on What You Need to
Know to Survive and Even Thrive Through COVID-19,
20, 21, 22 and the "Great Global Reset" Click the
Banner Below.
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_________

BREAKING NEWS FROM ENGLAND
COVID vaccines are now being called into question in the UK due to new
strains of the virus developing, corroborating Dr. Horowitz's greatest concern.
The doctor has repeatedly protested that the unstable lab virus 'spike protein,'
having been spliced using four AIDS-virus genes, invites recombinations with
other circulating viruses, predicting the extension, even worsening, of damage
14

to civilization.
The Guardian is now reporting on a suspected emerging hyper-transmissible
strain of the pandemic virus, thusly: "Scientists said any potential impact on the
Covid vaccine rollout would need to be examined. Prof Wendy Barclay, from
Imperial College London . . . , said: “This variant contains some mutations in
spike protein that is the major target of vaccines, and it will be important to
establish whether they impact vaccine efficacy by performing experiments in
the coming weeks.”
This concern corroborates Dr. Horowitz's research, determinations, and
warnings to government officials and the press that the genetic splicing of the
"novel" SARS-coronavirus/HIV recombinant raises serious 'red flags,' as does
Pfizer's lacking examination of these predicted recombinations during the
safety trials. This negligence should have caused the FDA to deny the
Emergency Use Authorization. Pfizer's neglected genetic trials should have
been done BEFORE the FDA certified the Pfizer/Moderna mRNA (spike
protein) vaccines.
But that legitimacy is not part of the demonic scheme.
Dr. Horowitz's federal lawsuit filed December 3, 2020, heralded exclusively in
Healthy World News two issues ago, is linked below. Therein he asserts the
same recklessly-neglected risks to civilization imposed by Pfizer and its
partners, including Bill Gates. In the featured article in this issue you will learn
about Gates's partnership in the Canadian companies supplying the "BIONANOTECHNOLOGY" in the mRNA "vaccine'" "Lipid Nano-Particle" spikeprotein payload delivery envelop.
In essence, here is the "Big Picture" certified by scientific evidence for the first
time detailing the connections to the mad-men whose lust for power and
population control actualizes doom through the COVID-19 mutagenic bio-
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apocalypse.
All of this alleged criminal malfeasance aids-and-abets Gates's "Final
Solution," Big Tech's "Fourth Industrial Revolution," and the "Great Global
Reset" schemed by Gates and Co. with complicit totalitarian genocidalists.
Given this evidence, President Trump's final historic act as President fighting
this Beast must be to immediately appoint a new U.S. Attorney General to
indict Gates and his complicit Big Tech associates for violations of 18 U.S.C.
§ 2385, that prohibits anyone from advocating for the overthrow of any branch
of government, including the Executive Branch; and 18 U.S.C. § 175 that
Prohibits biological weapons developments and deployments. This law states
in relevant parts: “Whoever knowingly develops, produces, stockpiles,
transfers, acquires, retains, or possesses any biological agent, toxin, or
delivery system for use as a weapon, or knowingly assists a foreign state or
any organization to do so, or attempts, threatens, or conspires to do the same,
shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for life or any term of years, or
both.”
If President Trump neglects this last chance to save civilization, neglects his
"Public Duty" in violation of his Oath of Office, neglects his Emergency Powers
authority, neglects the anti-oxidant preventatives and 'cures' his advisors have
already advised, he condemns humanity to suffer unfathomable woes.
_______________

Need More Intel on the "Big Picture"
of COVID Organized Crimes?
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In Case You Missed Our Last
Vitally-Important Articles . . .
FORCED VACCINATIONS & COVID-19 MINDCONTROL WON’T GAIN “HERD IMMUNITY,” and
WHY YOU SHOULD SHARE THIS INFORMATION
To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.

Why “We Are All in This Together”
COVID-19 MIND-CONTROL is largely failing because at the time of this writing more than
60% of citizens won’t submit to forced vaccinations nor “contact-tracing” in many
communities.
As you can tell by the Trump administration's court battles over the “stolen election,”
where ‘the-rubber-meets-the-road’ is in courts of law. The same is true for forced
vaccinations and social impositions such as contact-tracing and mask-wearing. . . .
In vaccination law that is used to advance forced vaccinations, also called “immunization
mandates,” “general agreement” about the benefits of vaccines presumes that efficacy
and safety is “generally accepted.”
Actual science is not necessary. The vaccines need not be sufficiently proven without
question. The “SAFETY” of “mandated vaccines” is simply presumed to be in the “public
interest” according to general acceptance.
That's why you need to integrate and spread this intelligence. Because by awakening the
masses about the risks, you are actually helping to establish the new "general agreement"
that vaccines are UNSAFE! This, more than anything else, impacts pending court
decisions and your freedom to abstain from forced intoxications.
This is the 'remedy' for governmental and Big Pharma's efforts to deprive you of your
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health, safety, faith in God and religious freedom.
This is urgent knowledge for you to have and share. CLICK HERE to read more.

__________

To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.

Dr. Leonard Horowitz Files COVID-19 "Vaccine"
Lawsuit to Block FDA’s Approval of Pfizer and
Moderna’s “Genetic Therapies”
Ft Myers, FL (12-3-20; MedicalVeritas.org)—A world leading vaccine risk analyst, Dr.
Leonard G. Horowitz, has filed a COVID-19 vaccine lawsuit in the United States District
Court for the Middle District of Florida to oppose the FDA’s approval of Pfizer and
Moderna vaccines until the companies, alleged to have falsely advertised safety, perform
tests on the genetic impacts admittedly neglected by the companies.
CLICK HERE to read all about this life-saving effort, and share it!
_____________
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________
LISTEN TO DR. HOROWITZ BREAK NEWS OF HIS
PFIZER/MODERNA LAWSUIT on The John Moore Show and The
Carl Nelson Show
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Click the banners to listen now!
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___________

Laura Ingraham Interviews Dr. Sucharit Bhakdi Who Claims The
Covid Vaccine is Downright Dangerous and Unnecessary
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Click this banner to view now!
_______________

IDEAL 'STOCKING STUFFERS'
For the 'Uptight' and 'Ailing':
The 528 Tuning Fork Magnetized Orgone Generator
Instant 'Relaxation Response' Set
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Ideal gift for clinics or home use.
Only $120 with free shipping.
Click here to Order Now!
__________
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ONLY $69
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Click here to Order Now!
___________
Suffering From
'SOCIAL-DISTANCING DEPRESSION'?
Anxious About What is
Happening to America?
Know Anyone with Recurring Pain?
Gift them the amazing . . .
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Only $24.90
______________

COMBINE ANTI-OXIDANT ACTIVITY
WITH 'PRAYER POWER" and BE AMAZED AT HOW
FAST MALAISE FLEES.
There's NOTHING more powerful than OxySilver with
528!
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download
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Check out these great offers, expiring on
December 31, 2020.
OxySilver-3 Pack
$10.00 off Use Coupon Code:
20

A6PCB21NHI8
OxySilver or
Liquid Dentist (single bottle)
10% Off Use Coupon Code;
II318194NI92K
This coupon is also good for single bottles of:
CBD528, Zeolove, 528Rejuvenate and OxySilver For Pets.

CLICK HERE FOR
THE LATEST PACKAGE SPECIAL

___________
For the "Dark Winter" and Your Family:
Buy "THE BILL GATES BIOTERRORISM DOOMSDAY
PACKAGE SPECIAL" (OxySilver Case of 24) and
SAVE!
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Tell friends to sign up for this free newsletter on
HealthyWorldStore.com!
______
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HOME ALONE? TIRED OF THE 'NEWS'? NEED RELIEF?
LISTEN FOR FREE ON THERAPEUTIC 528RADIO.com:
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Please Share Newsletter Far & Wide!
https://mailchi.mp/medicalveritas/vaccine-hesitancy-goes-mainstream-politicians-anddrug-companies-go-bonkers

follow on Twitter | friend on Facebook | forward to a friend

follow on Twitter | friend on Facebook | forward to a friend
info@healthyworldstore.com
Links to: 528Radio.com | Healthy World
Newsletter Archive
| Dr. Leonard Horowitz | Tetrahedron Press
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Dr. Horowitz's Essays | 528Revolution.com |
WarOnWeThePeople | Liquid Dentist
| OxySilver with 528 | 528Records.com | |
HealthyWorldStore.com
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 9:13 AM
Honky
Attorneys are CAVING too! : What happened to the "Plain Error Rule" and the "Rehearing Rule"? Did
BOTH somehow VANISH from our Universe???

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

https://wethepeopleconvention.org/articles/Miller-Trump-Next-Steps
Greetings
If it makes you feel any better,
PERHAPS all of the following:
http://supremelaw.org/cc/kagan/tx/intervention2/intervene.by.right.h
tm
That doesn't change a single thing!
As officers of American Courts, the attorneys who have appeared
to date
have a legal obligation to honor the Rules of the U.S. Supreme
Court:
https://www.supremecourt.gov/search.aspx?filename=/docket/dock
etfiles/html/public/22o155.html
Rule 24(1)(a) re: "plain error"
Rule 44(1) re: "rehearing"
https://www.supremecourt.gov/ctrules/2019RulesoftheCourt.pdf
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Did I suddenly and without any explanations make myself
some kind of ENEMY to all those attorneys -- by reminding
them of these 2 standing Rules of the U.S. Supreme Court?
Setting attorneys aside, what

do YOU think?

What I think really does NOT matter.
What DOES MATTER is the relevant decisions already made
by American Courts concerning the extremely serious nature
of "Plain Error".
Notably, here's what we find in Black's Law Dictionary,
Sixth Edition:

The notion that Texas "lacked standing" is Plain Error!
25

Biden cannot delegate authority
if Biden has no authority to delegate!
If you can find or make the time required to do so,
there are many other legal dictionaries which are now
available for free on the Internet: it behooves any serious
journalist to compare the several definitions of "Plain Error"
which can be quickly located on the Internet now.
Repeating, one last time: take my name off all of this.
But, please do NOT ignore the decisions already made on
"Plain Error"
by the American courts cited and quoted above, and in the case
law
cited by all other legal dictionaries.
The point that is now staring everyone in their faces is JUDICIAL
PRECEDENT,
explained with erudition -- and with Article III authority -- here:
http://www.supremelaw.org/decs/anastasoff/
BOTTOM LINE: if current American Court Judges and Justices
can NOT and will NOT
honor standing Judicial Precedents, what they are doing blatantly
by that behavior
is a violation of existing Court ORDERs, and effectively a
CONTEMPT OF COURT
warranting their removal from the bench -- the only sanction that
now appears likely
to inspire all other judicial officers to obey the Law!
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Thank you. We appreciate what you are doing, and
we encourage you to keep up the good work.
/s/ Paul
On Tue, Dec 15, 2020 at 5:33 AM Tom Zawistowski <tomz@wethepeopleconvention.org> wrote:
AG Bill Barr Resigns
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TRUMP ADVISOR STEPHEN MILLER EXPLAINS WHAT
STEPS THE TRUMP CAMPAIGN WILL TAKE NEXT TO
ACHIEVE RE-ELECTION
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CLICK TO WATCH SHORT VIDEO
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READ THE CONTENTS OF HIS RESIGNATION LETTER

Powell Ask SCOTUS to View
'Cyber Pearl Harbor' Evidence
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WATCH VIDEO AND READ STORY
THE STATE LEGISLATURES, THE STATE COURTS, THE
FBI AND DOJ, THE SUPREME COURT HAVE FAILED TO
FOLLOW THE CONSTITUTION!
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IT IS TIME FOR PRESIDENT TRUMP TO ORDER THE
MILITARY TO CONDUCT A FAIR NATIONAL RE-VOTE!
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READ IT! SHARE IT! DEMAND A RE-VOTE!

Find a Rally or List Your Rally Here!
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CLICK FOR VOTER FRAUD LINKS - UPDATED DAILY!
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Sincerely yours,
/s/ Paul Andrew Mitchell, B.A., M.S.
Private Attorney General, Civil RICO: 18 U.S.C. 1964;
Agent of the United States as Qui Tam Relator (4X),
Federal Civil False Claims Act: 31 U.S.C. 3729 et seq.
All Rights Reserved ( cf. UCC 1-308 https://www.law.cornell.edu/ucc/1/1-308 )
-__._,_.___
Posted by: Supreme Law Firm <paulandrewmitchell2004@yahoo.com>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Tuesday, December 15, 2020 4:54 AM
Honky
There Is no Covid and There Is no Pandemic: There Is Only Deception and Tyranny

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

There Is no Covid and There Is no Pandemic: There Is Only Deception and Tyranny
By Gary D. Barnett
October 24, 2020
https://www.lewrockwell.com/2020/10/gary-d-barnett/there-is-no-covid-and-there-is-no-pandemicthere-is-only-deception-and-tyranny/
--COVID: The Virus That Isn’t There: The Root Fraud Exposed
by Jon Rappoport
October 8, 2020
https://blog.nomorefakenews.com/2020/10/09/covid-the-virus-that-isnt-there-the-root-fraud-exposed/
---There is NO Virus!
Lorraine Day, M.D.
https://www.goodnewsaboutgod.com/studies/dr_day/updates/There%20is%20NO%20Virus.pdf

===
COVID-19: An Enormous Jewish Hoax: Evidence from USA & Germany
The greatest financial and economic damage in the world is the plan, the disease is simply an
innocent disease.
I will do another video on new information which shows that the UK and USA Govt.'s were TOTALLY
FOOLED by scientific nonsense, which if followed up on, will mean that the Western world will be in
lockdown for ALL OF 2020! This crisis is NOT a MEDICAL CRISIS. This is a crisis created by the
Jewish Mass media and it will shatter countries.
Full story:
http://historyreviewed.best/index.php/video-audio-covid-19-an-enormous-jewish-hoax-evidence-fromusa-germany/
--https://grizzom.blogspot.com/2020/12/the-covid1984-genocide-of-2020-claire.html#more
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====
Maker of COVID Tests Says Pandemic is Biggest Hoax Ever Perpetrated
Nov 21, 2020
Top pathologist Dr. Roger Hodkinson told Canadian government officials in Alberta during a phone
conference that the coronavirus pandemic is “the greatest hoax ever perpetrated on an unsuspecting
public.” Hodkinson, who is the CEO of a biotech company that makes COVID tests, says “There is
utterly unfounded public hysteria driven by the media and politicians.” We are seeing “politics playing
medicine, and that’s a very dangerous game.”
Positive test results do not mean a clinical infection, he says. All testing should stop because the false
numbers they produce are “driving public hysteria.” Hodkinson says the risk of death for people under
the age of 65 is “one in three-hundred thousand” and it is “outrageous” to shut down society for what
is merely “just another bad flu.”
https://redpilluniversity.org/2020/11/21/maker-of-covid-tests-says-pandemic-is-biggest-hoax-everperpetrated/
--PCR Test Manufacturer Claims COVID-19 Is a Scam
Don't believe COVID-19 is just a giant scam to scare everyone into losing their freedoms and control
over their lives? All you have to do is look at this publicly-available data and you'll see proof of why
the pandemic lockdowns and widespread testing are part of the biggest hoax ever.
the rest here: https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2020/12/09/coronavirus-hoax.aspx
======
Landmark legal ruling finds that Covid tests are not fit for purpose..
So what do the MSM do? They ignore it
27 Nov, 2020
https://www.rt.com/op-ed/507937-covid-pcr-test-fail/
https://nexusnewsfeed.com/article/geopolitics/msm-deathly-silent-as-pcr-test-legally-ruled-useless-totest-for-covid
====
The COVID-19 Testing Scam, 8 in 10 Are False Positives
Nov 19, 2020
The chances of a positive result being accurate at 35 cycles or more are
minuscule, but guess what cycle the WHO and CDC all recommend using? You and
I are being sold down the river by this shameless scheme to fuel needless fear.
https://articles.mercola.com/sites/articles/archive/2020/11/19/covid-testing-fraud-fuelscasedemic.aspx
==
Don’t Believe the COVID Case Numbers; It’s a Scam
https://blog.nomorefakenews.com/2020/11/17/dont-believe-the-covid-case-numbers-its-a-scam/
(https://www.lewrockwell.com/2020/11/jon-rappoport/dont-believe-the-covid-case-numbers-its-a31

scam/)
November 18, 2020
==
Why COVID-19 Testing Is A Tragic Waste
https://www.zerohedge.com/medical/why-covid-19-testing-tragic-waste
Authored by Joseph Mercola via LewRockwell.com, From the beginning of the
COVID-19 pandemic, the clarion call has been to test, test and test some
more. However, right from the start, serious questions arose about the tests
being used…
==
The COVID-19 RT-PCR Test: How To Mislead All Humanity Into Accepting Societal Lock-Downs
https://www.globalresearch.ca/covid-19-rt-pcr-how-to-mislead-all-humanity-using-a-test-to-lock-downsociety/5728483
===
Nov 18
Portuguese Court Rules PCR Tests As Unreliable & Unlawful To Quarantine People
https://greatgameindia.com/portuguese-court-pcr-tests-unreliable/
==
Germany Passes Law they Can Now Do Anything in the name of COVID
https://www.investmentwatchblog...com/germany-passes-law-they-can-now-do-anything-in-the-nameof-covid/
===/
The aide said that guys like me were 'in what we
call the reality-based community,' which he
defined as people who 'believe that solutions
emerge from your judicious study of discernible
reality.' [...] 'That's not the way the world
really works anymore,' he continued. 'We're an
empire now, and when we act, we create our own
reality. And while you're studying that
reality—judiciously, as you will—we'll act
again, creating other new realities, which you can
study too, and that's how things will sort out.
We're history's actors...and you, all of you, will
be left to just study what we do'
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reality-based_community
Trying to Avoid Pain, Americans Have Only Delayed the Inevitable and Allowed the Cancer to Spread
https://georgewashington2.blogspot.com/2008/09/trying-to-avoid-pain-americans-have.html
WhoDid911?
===
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Trump installed for Covid Op?
False Flag Weekly News 11/7/2020
https://youtu.be/FXDSll4SnfE?t=1892
-source page of links to the many topic/articles referenced
https://kevinbarrett.heresycentral.is/2020/11/re-rigged/
===
TRUMP' S GREATEST FLIP FLOP OF ALL TIME
https://archive.org/details/TRUMPSGREATESTFLIPFLOPOFALLTIME
==
Trump Glorifies New COVID Vaccine: What Else Did You Expect?
https://www.lewrockwell.com/2020/12/jon-rappoport/trump-glorifies-new-covid-vaccine-what-else-didyou-expect/
https://blog.nomorefakenews.com/2020/12/09/trump-glorifies-new-covid-vaccine-what-else-did-youexpect/
__._,_.___
Posted by: || <smacko9@comcast.net>

Reply via web post

• Reply to sender • Reply to group • Start a New Topic • Messages in this topic (1)

VISIT YOUR GROUP
To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.
Yahoo! Groups

• Privacy • Unsubscribe • Terms of Use
.

__,_._,___

33

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Monday, December 14, 2020 12:16 PM
Honky
The Health Ranger Report: EMERGENCY Situation Update, Dec. 12th - The betrayal is now complete

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
Ignore this at your own risk. This person reporting has given a very realistic assessment of where we are today.
https://healthrangerreport.com/emergency-situation-update-dec-12th-the-betrayal-is-now-complete
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Monday, December 14, 2020 2:28 AM
Loran Harding; alumnipresident@stanford.edu; antonia.tinoco@hsr.ca.gov; David Balakian; bballpod;
beachrides; bearwithme1016@att.net; boardmembers; paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy Lewis;
Chris Field; Doug Vagim; dennisbalakian; Daniel Zack; Dan Richard; eappel@stanford.edu;
esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov; fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net; fmerlo@wildelectric.net;
francis.collins@nih.gov; grinellelake@yahoo.com; huidentalsanmateo; hennessy; Joel Stiner; jerry
ruopoli; kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; lalws4@gmail.com; margaretsasaki@live.com; Mayor; Mark Standriff; newsdesk; nick yovino; russ@topperjewelers.com; tsheehan;
terry; vallesR1969@att.net; Leodies Buchanan; Steve Wayte; dlfranklin0@outlook.com
Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sun, Dec 13, 2020 at 2:57 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sun, Dec 13, 2020 at 2:23 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 11:30 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 4:46 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 2:32 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 12:38 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 3:31 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 2:29 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Sat, Dec 12, 2020 at 1:31 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 1:10 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 1:02 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 12:42 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 12:32 AM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 9:14 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 8:56 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 8:45 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
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‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 5:18 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 5:14 PM
Subject: Fwd: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Thu, Dec 10, 2020 at 4:53 PM
Subject: $65 million Bel Air Mansion
To: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Thursday, Dec. 10, 2020
To all‐
$65 million mansion in Bel Air:
$65MILLION BEL AIR MEGA MANSION WITH A BEAUTY SALON AND SPA!! ‐ YouTube
$32 million mansion in Beverly HIlls:
OUR BEST MANSION TOUR EVER?! ($32MILLION BEVERLY HILLS HOME) ‐ YouTube

$20 million mansion in the Hollywood HIls:
MY NEW HOUSE?! ‐ YouTube
All three are well worth watching. Note his estimate that the $65 million house would cost ~$3 million per year for
property tax, insurance and staff. (Sounded more like a mere $2 million).
They conclude that the $32 million house is the best, feels livable, fun, good, rich, very nice. I agree.
If my Moderna, Pfizer, Nvidia, Tesla and Square stocks keep climbing...
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You get the beautiful home in the link below for $1.65 million in Fresno. Sort of a "starter mansion" for vastly less
money than the three above. It's in Fresno and not in the Hollywood Hills, of course, but before long Fresno will be just
45 minutes by HSR from Diridon Station in San Jose. There, one will be able to walk across the platform and take Caltrain
to the playground that is San Francisco. Eventually, HSR will run clear up to SF. I hope they arrange for Caltrain to
articulate with HSR in San Jose on Friday and Saturday nights. In the 40's and 50's, rich Hollywood people would get on
the SP on Friday nights and go up to San Francisco for the weekend, Soon, Fresnans will be able to do the same thing via
HSR, so what will that do to real estate values here?
Wealthy people, not just commuters to SV from Fresno via HSR, will move to Fresno for the home they can get here
when HSR runs to San Jose, when they will not now without HSR. Why? Because they will be able to get back to SV and
the Bay Area so easily (fast) on HSR. HSR to Fresno will be like driving Santa Clara to Gilroy is now. And I think that with
the housing problem solved by moving here, some SV Cos. will move operations to Fresno instead of to Austin. Fresno
should be spreading the word around SV that before you move to Austin, consider that HSR Fresno to San Jose is now a
top priority for CHSRA. If each of the 8,000 SV Cos. raised an average of $1 million via a bond issue, that would provide
the additional $8 billion needed to build HSR Fresno to Diridon Station in San Jose.
11430 N Sloan Ave, Fresno, CA 93730 MLS# 551162 ‐ Movoto.com
I paid $7.7738 per share for 80 shares of MGM on March 19, 2020 and it closed today at $30.93. What does that
sound like? Close to quadrupling in nine months.
BTW, look at Omega Healthcare Investors, OHI, a REIT. Rated B by Schwab. 71% held by institutions, a good sign.
They own the real estate in which long term care facilities operate in the U.S. and Britain. The real estate, not the health
care facilities. I paid $25 a share for 80 shares in March, and now on Friday, Dec. 11, 2020 it closed at $37.59, up 50%
from what I paid. I get a 10.7% DIV at the price I paid while I watch it go up. $2,000 has turned into $3,000 in nine
months. Never hard to take. You see these $53.60 DIVs keep popping up if you own 80 shares. On Thurs. Dec. 10, 2020,
Wells Fargo upgraded OHI to overweight from equal weight and raised the PT to $39 from $33. Even at the current price,
you get a 7.13% DIV. Almost too good to be true.
A small bonus vid: A $50 million mansion in LA's Holmby Hills: Well worth seeing.
$50MILLION LA MANSION HAS A GUEST HOUSE WITH A LAGOON! ‐ YouTube
This is good. ProducerMichael buys 15 watches from Jacob at Jacob and Co. on 57th St. (I'd have spent hours
choosing those). Tourneau must love that since their flagship store is also on 57th St. In 1997 I spent the better part of
two days in the 57th St. Tourneau store. Four floors of watches, counting the basement. The Rollies, Breitlings and IWCs
are on the top floor. The "Holy Trinity" of watches would be up there too: Vacheron Constantin, Audemars Piguet and
Patek Philippe, but now we're talking real money. They also have stores in Roosevelt Field in New York, Palm Beach,
Dallas or Houston, big mall in L.A., Santana Row in San Jose, and one in San Francisco. Great company.
I BOUGHT 15 JACOB & CO WATCHES!!! ‐ YouTube
Bonus‐ Celebrity homes tour around Beverly Hills in a Rolls Royce Dawn:
Celebrity homes tour around Beverly Hills in a Rolls Royce Dawn! ‐ YouTube

L. William Harding
Fresno
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 2:14 AM
Honky
The US Supreme Court Lawsuit rejects TX no matter what the case? HUH WTF Do we have a
LAWLESS SCOTUS? WE HAVE A DUTY!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

We have a LAWLESS Supreme Court at this point. There is MASSIVE EVIDENCE OF VOTER FRAUD........EVIDENCE
PRESENTED...OVER AND OVER . Well, everyone is or must be totally pissed. by now. Fear not...there is
much more to come. STAY ALERT....it is NOT over yet by any means.
Supreme Court Rejects Texas Lawsuit and Trump Bid to Undo Election Loss

To help pr
priv acy , M
prev ented
download
from the In

Supreme Court Rejects Texas Lawsuit and
Trump Bid to Undo Election Loss
The U.S. Supreme Court on Friday brought an abrupt end
to a long-shot lawsuit filed by Texas and backed by Presi...

__._,_.___
Posted by: Pat Rylance <patrylance@yahoo.com>
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Saturday, December 12, 2020 1:50 AM
Honky
Are Weaponized Prions The Secret Genocidal Component In Covid-19 Vaccines?

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
Are Weaponized Prions The Secret Genocidal Component In Covid-19 Vaccines?

Are Weaponized Prions The Secret Genocidal
Component In Covid-19 Vaccines?

42

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Friday, December 11, 2020 10:55 PM
alumnipresident@stanford.edu; antonia.tinoco@hsr.ca.gov; David Balakian; beachrides; bballpod;
Leodies Buchanan; boardmembers; paul.caprioglio; Council, City; Cathy Lewis; dennisbalakian; Daniel
Zack; Dan Richard; dlfranklin0@outlook.com; eappel@stanford.edu; esmeralda.soria@fresno.gov;
fmbeyerlein@sbcglobal.net; fmerlo@wildelectric.net; grinellelake@yahoo.com; huidentalsanmateo;
hennessy; Joel Stiner; jerry ruopoli; kwalsh@kmaxtv.com; kfsndesk; Mark Kreutzer; Pam Kelly; lalws4
@gmail.com; leager; margaret-sasaki@live.com; Mayor; Mark Standriff;
mthibodeaux@electriclaboratories.com; newsdesk; nick yovino; russ@topperjewelers.com; Steve
Wayte; tsheehan; terry; vallesR1969@att.net
Fwd: Oracle on Friday said it is leaving Silicon Valley for Texas.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Forwarded message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
From: Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>
Date: Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 10:31 PM
Subject: Re: Oracle on Friday said it is leaving Silicon Valley for Texas.
To: Doug Vagim <dougvagim@gmail.com>, Loran Harding <loran.harding@stanfordalumni.org>

Friday, Dec. 11, 2020

Doug‐ Oracle leaving for Texas is indeed big news. Notice how they keep touching on the fact that these cos. have
found that a lot of their work can be done by their EEs remotely. So the exodus is partly stimulated by the pandemic. At
least they got right which co. is moving this time. The false HP story was an embarrassment. But this is big news for SV.
All of the weenies who went to Harvard, Yale, Princeton, Columbia have been smarting for years since Stanford
moved into #1. The ones serving in Congress have been trying to damage Stanford any way they could for a long
time. So now they will try to say that this proves that Stanford is a bunch of frauds and morons, liars and losers and that
the big accolades have to go to the deserving eastern schools once again. I don't think that will work. Notice that the
Clinton's sent their daughter to Stanford. A lot of people noticed that, and they did not like it. Stanford had four alumni
on the U.S. Supreme court for years, and that created anger. The new Sect. of HHS, Becerra, is a Stanford Law grad, and
that will further the anger. This big attack on FB is no doubt led by disgruntled ivy leaguers.
Apparently the State of California are a bunch numb‐nuts wrt the business environment they create. These
companies leaving will set off loud alarms in Sacto. and there may now be some substantial changes to how bus. is
treated here. The tragic and exploitive housing crisis that many SV workers try to live with is a big factor in the cos.
moving. The last time I checked, in the 80s, there were 8,000 tech co. in SV. Two out of 8,000 isn't a lot. I guess there
have been some more. Musk was mad about officials cracking down on his Covid response at the Fremont plant. Larry
Ellison had problems with his huge private plane operating out of San Jose International at all hours. So there have been
some animosities over time that developed with these guys.
If the State of Calif. creates a more (big) business friendly environment and if the housing crisis in SV can be
addressed, I think the exodus to Texas will slow. I've been there, and I won't be moving there. The idea that this
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portends doom for Stanford is a fond wish by the Ivy League weenies that may not come to pass immediately. It's tough
to deny excellence.
This move by Oracle won't help Newsom's political career.
Finding the $8 billion to build HSR Fresno to San Jose will help the housing crisis there a LOT‐ a huge relief valve for
the housing imbalance in SV. I think the pro‐rail, pro‐infrastructure Biden admin. will provide the money needed to get
this done. Californians Pelosi, Feinstein, Harris and Becerra should help him see the crying need for money for this
project.

L. William Harding
Stanford '64
On Fri, Dec 11, 2020 at 5:30 PM Doug Vagim <dougvagim@gmail.com> wrote:
Another legacy tenant leaving silicon Valley... Is Prune production back in Santa Clara Valley's future?
https://uk‐finance‐yahoo‐com.cdn.ampproject.org/v/s/uk.finance.yahoo.com/amphtml/news/oracle‐leaving‐silicon‐
valley‐texas‐
005813590.html?amp_js_v=a6&amp_gsa=1&usqp=mq331AQHKAFQArABIA%3D%3D#aoh=16077352204393&referrer=
https%3A%2F%2Fwww.google.com&amp_tf=From%20%251%24s&ampshare=https%3A%2F%2Fuk.finance.yahoo.com
%2Fnews%2Foracle‐leaving‐silicon‐valley‐texas‐005813590.html
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 2:07 AM
Honky
THEY BANNED THIS VIDEO? GHEEEZ I WONDER WHY? LOL AND THE MAIN REASON I AM AN
ANARCHIST DO NO HARM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
They Banned Our Video

They Banned Our Video
They banned this video before it had even launched. What a blow
to the chest as I spent so much working on this ...
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 1:15 PM
Honky
the case? THAT'S RIGHT but there were MANY and the EVIDENCE was OVERWHELMING THE
PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION WAS FRAUD

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Texas and 9 other states are arguing that Pa, Mich, Wisc, and Ga violated their obligation
to other states by not adhering to the Constitution as a contract between the states in how
they administered the election and how they reviewed election fraud.
Go another step: when state courts allow election fraud, that is a violation of the contract
also. That negates the votes of the plaintive states.
It will be hard for SCOTUS to ignore those 10 states... 10... especially since state to state
conflicts make SCOTUS the court of origin which allows the plaintive states to enter actual
original evidence of voter fraud and contract violation.... not just appeal arguments as
an appellate court.
If SCOTUS agrees that those 4 states violated the contract, then what is the remedy?
The evidence of massive election fraud and contract violations are overwhelming. So
remedy is probably the real issue the justices are arguing behind closed doors right
now. What is an acceptable remedy?
Texas and 9 other states are arguing that the only remedy is disqualification of those 4
states from the electoral college.
If SCOTUS rules against those 10 states, it will be because SCOTUS does not want to
step up to the remedy... keep the peace.... not because of no contract violations or
massive election fraud. If SCOTUS divides different remedies among the defendants,
then it is to save Biden to keep riots from happening, not because those 10 states did not
prove their case.... an excuse just as Roberts found an excuse for allowing Obamacare.
Right now. this is a conflict between a nation ruled by laws vs capitulating to the mob for
peace. right vs extortion.
"Baseless" accusations? hardly. The media got caught again spinning the facts.
PA TO SCOTUS: HEY! WE STOLE IT FAIR & SQUARE!

LMAO

Carl F. Worden writes
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A few years ago I had to take a contractor to Small Claims Court to
recover money I advanced him in return for what turned out to be
no performed work. In his argument before the judge, he basically
said he'd stolen my money fair & square and it was unfair for me to
take him to court to make him pay it back!
I kid you not, and of course the judge ruled in my favor.
Well, I'm chuckling again, because Pennsylvania, in response to a
lawsuit alleging voting irregularities that are clearly unconstitutional,
is arguing that, constitutional or not, it would be a bad precedent for
the court to step in and overturn something as important as a
presidential election! So in other words, they're contending that,
constitutional or not, they stole the election fair & square, and the
court better stay out of it because such, "meddling", by the court
would open up a precedent to challenge future stolen
elections. Yeah, that would be just awful for a state known for
consistently fixing elections, wouldn't it?
I don't know why, but judges are very reluctant to interfere in
election results, even if the evidence of vote fraud and election theft
is obvious. Just look at all the state and lower federal court judges
that have punted and dismissed similar vote fraud lawsuits arising
from the 2020 election alone. They all punt
them up to the Supreme Court before they even consider the
evidence offered.
I suppose in election cases, where time limits call for expedited
review, that practice actually helps the Plaintiffs get to a SCOTUS
review faster, but then the Plaintiff faces the possibility SCOTUS
would refuse to hear the case. I doubt that will happen with the
current cases because of the massive fraud that occurred and
videotaped evidence that leave little doubt, but we'll never know
until SCOTUS acts one way or the other.
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Carl F. Worden
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:58 PM
Honky
One Third Of US States Have Now Joined Texas SCOTUS Bid To Overturn Election

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

One Third Of US States Have Now Joined Texas SCOTUS Bid To Overturn Election
Update (1555ET): A total of seventeen US states filed a brief at the US Supreme Court on Wednesday in support of
Texas's bid to overturn the election results. * * *
One Third Of US States Have Now Joined Texas SCOTUS Bid To Overturn Election

One Third Of US States Have Now Joined Texas
SCOTUS Bid To Overturn Elec...
First it was Louisiana, now Eric Schmitt, the Attorney General for
Missouri, announced on Tuesday that he will j...

On 12/10/2020 12:39 PM || <smacko9@comcast.net> wrote:
THIS IS THE BIG ONE! The Supreme Court Will DETERMINE the FATE of the 2020 ELECTION!!!
THIS IS THE BIG ONE! The Supreme Court Will DETERMINE the FATE of the 2020 ELECTION!!!
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:33 PM
Honky
Leigh Dundas "WE'RE AT WAR" BUT WE CAN WIN THIS WAR IF WE ALL BECOME AWARE THAT
THERE IS A WAR

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Leigh Dundas - Election update 12-8-2020
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=E9BaHdJkQxE
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Thursday, December 10, 2020 12:08 PM
Honky
[rightamerica] pending further confirmation: seized Scytl server data: Trump 410 / Biden 128

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

PS. it is getting close to crunch time and I hope you are heeding what I say and
send to you and that you pass it on! I am just the messenger here folks, but I do
believe This is not a drill or a dress rehearsal! Govern yourself accordingly.
https://www.rumormillnews.com/cgi-bin/forum.cgi?read=160096
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In the last 24 hours...
The Supreme Court agrees to hear election fraud case.
17 states join historic court case (18 now and still growing)
Hunted Biden admits he is being investigated
FBI admits they have the Seth Rich data from his computer
Two are removed from their gov. positions, one with connection to China and the other for
hate and threats to the president.
The whole house is coming down boys. BE READY
Plus:
FTC filed lawsuit against Facebook.
Pfizer executive admits Covid is a “hoax”
Navy moved all fleet to CONUS (close to the Atlantic and Pacific coast)
Military is talking about “Go” (time)
Source and discussions:
https://www.godlikeproductions.com/forum1/message4620536/pg1
(The next few weeks are going to be epic and go down in history. The tide is turning and
Trump will win this battle for re-election and make a stand against corruption and the
blatant attempt to overthrow this nation by China and other foreign countries. GE)

https://www.rumormillnews.com/cgi-bin/forum.cgi?read=160097
https://www.bitchute.com/video/zEEkl42hdT0h/
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The CIA Black Hat's (bad guys) server that was obtained in a raid by the U.S. Army in Frankfurt,
Germany recently shows that Pres. Trump had won 410 electoral votes on election night. That's a
"landslide victory" by anyone's estimation.

__._,_.___
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 9:13 PM
Honky
The COVID Vaccine - Ask The Experts...

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

The COVID Vaccine - Ask The Experts...

The COVID Vaccine - Ask The Experts...
World Doctors Alliance: https://worlddoctorsalliance.com/

View this email in your browser
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New Video Report from TheCrowhouse.com
The COVID Vaccine - Ask The Experts...
Please share this video with everyone you know.
It's very important
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https://www.bitchute.com/video/TlxWZHk5yhFM/
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 4:58 AM
Honky
New Video Report from TheCrowhouse GO VIRAL REMEMBER NETWORK I"M MAD AS HELL AND
I'M NOT GONNA TAKE IT ANYMORE

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
If You Think 2020 Was Rough Just Wait Until You See 2021

If You Think 2020 Was Rough Just Wait Until You
See 2021
http://thecrowhouse.com TheCrowhouse YouTube Archive on
AltCensored: https://www.altcensored.com/channel/UCegO...

View this email in your browser

To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.

New Max Igan Bitchute / LBRY Upload
If You Think 2020 Was Rough Just Wait Until You See 2021 - 12/08/20
https://www.bitchute.com/video/XBGcy3NPPawu/
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 3:56 AM
Honky
THIS IS TERRIBLE 😠

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
NO GOVERNMENT CAN GIVE YOU YOUR FREEDOM
BUT
NO GOVERNMENT CAN GIVE YOU YOUR FREEDOM
I can explain it TO you
BUT
I can not understand it FOR you
SAD REALLY SAD , MY BLOOD DID BOIL THEY NEED TO BE KICKED
OUT OF CALIFORNIA BY THE PEOPLE ,THE FILTHY ANIMALS.
https://youtu.be/7ZTlZZsnK8Y
LA Bar Owner Goes Viral In Video About Lockdown That Will Make Your Blood Boil

LA Bar Owner Goes Viral In Video About
Lockdown That Will Make Your Blood Boil

James Paris
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 9, 2020 3:29 AM
Honky
Thinking strategically while preparing a video conference for organizing a movement for judicial
abuse of power exposure, compensation of abusees, and reform of the judicial and legal system

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

NOTE: I would be grateful if you would acknowledge receipt of this email.
You are encouraged to share and post it to social media as widely as possible in your
own interest and that of the rest of We the People.
To subscribe to articles similar to the one hereunder go to http://www.JudicialDiscipline-Reform.org <left panel ↓Register or + New or Users >Add New.
Thinking strategically
while preparing a video conference
for organizing a movement for
judicial abuse of power exposure,
compensation of abusees, and
reform of the judicial and legal system.
A three-point agenda to prepare for, and guide, it
http://Judicial-DisciplineReform.org/OL2/DrRCordero_preparing_video_conference.pdf
By
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.
Ph.D., University of Cambridge, England
M.B.A., University of Michigan Business School
D.E.A., La Sorbonne, Paris
Judicial Discipline Reform
New York City
http://www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org
Dr.Richard.Cordero_Esq@verizon.net , DrRCordero@Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org ,
CorderoRic@yahoo.com
Dear Advocates of Honest Judiciaries,
Thank you for your emails requesting that I answer your legal questions.
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A. Encouraged by individuals while committed to them and the rest of the public
collectively
1. It is likely that you contacted me after reading one or more of my articles or visiting
my website Judicial Discipline Reform. It has attracted so many webvisitors
that 36,159 have become subscribers. I trust you realize that many of them as well
as recipients of my emails also came up with the same idea of contacting me for a
consultation about their legal problem.
2. Indeed, many people contact me by email, mail, and phone. Do you think that it
would be reasonable to expect that I drop whatever I am doing, even if time sensitive,
in order to help them and, in addition, do so for free? Of course not.
3. The article on preparing a video conference shows what I have been doing
recently: I have been developing a strategy for exposing judges abuse of power in
the context of current events: Judges are called upon to determine charges of
fraudulent voting in the presidential election and President Trump and his supporters
are very dissatisfied with their determinations.
a. Can we cause them to retaliate against judges by exposing their abuse?
b. Can the proposed unprecedented citizens hearings be the event where they
can do so?
c. Can the naming by President-elect Biden of his announced commission to
reform the judicial system induce President Trump to use judicial reform as a
justification for his judicial exposure?
B. Thinking strategically to advance our interest by gaining allies of result
4. Taking advantage of the exposure of judges’ abuse by Reuters, Boston Globe, and
Sen. E. Warren is an application of the strategic thinking principle “The enemy of my
enemy is my friend”.
5. Our objective is not to cause them to become our supporters. Rather, it is to
heighten their own commercial and reputational interest in continuning the exposure
of judges that they have already dare do and doing it to a greater extent in spite of
the greater risk of incurring judges’ retaliation, e.g., by extending their investigation of
state judges to their federal counterparts.
6. We must be willing to step outside the box in our comfort zone, so cluttered with
the suffering, resentment, and outrage caused by judges’ abuse, and think
strategically in terms of the interests that motivate other people to take or not to take
action or do so differently. We must try to steer their interest in a direction that is
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harmonious with our own interest in exposing judges’ abuse, obtaining
compensation, and reforming the system.
7. It follows that our and their interests need not coincide. We need not be ideological
allies. Our interests only need be harmonious. We need be only allies of result: We
want to achieve the same result even if driven to it by different motives and taking
different routes. That calls for strategic thinking.
8. It also calls for realizing how time sensitive the implrementation of the strategy is.
A key element of it aims to induce President Trump to release to the public the FBI
secret reports on its vetting of judicial candidates and nominees; for him to do that,
he must still be in office, where he will be only until next January 20.
a. Those FBI vetting reports can reveal criminal and unethical conduct of
unaccountable and consequently risklessly abusive judges. The outrage that
they can provoke can make judges’ resignation unavoidable given that their own
Code of Conduct, Canon 2, requires that they "avoid impropriety and even the
appearance of impropriety".
b. Trump, who together with his children faces charges in court alleging
personal and organizational financial wrongdoing, would like nothing more than
to disqualify any and all judges and throw federal and state judiciaries into
chaos.
c. Chaos can act as an expository force, causing judges to plea bargain by
incriminating their peers and "bigger fish", which with domino effect can cause
one to bring another down and so on.
9. If we can implement the strategy, each of us, all of us, and the rest of the national
public will benefit.
a. Strategic thinking runs through my three-volume study* † of judges and their
judiciaries, which is the product of professional law research and writing. It is
titled and downloadable thus:

Exposing Judges' Unaccountability
and Consequent Riskless Abuse of Power:
Pioneering the news and publishing field of
judicial unaccountability reporting* †
* Volume 1: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL/DrRCorderoHonest_Jud_Advocates.pdf
†

Volume 2: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL2/DrRCorderoHonest_Jud_Advocates2.pdf
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Volume 3: http://Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org/OL3/DrRCorderoHonest_Jud_Advocates3.pdf
i. Open the downloaded files using Adobe Acrobat Reader, which is available
for free at https://acrobat.adobe.com/us/en/acrobat/pdf-reader.html.
ii. In each downloaded file, go to the Menu bar >View >Navigation Panels
>Bookmarks panel and use its bookmarks, which make navigating to the
contents’ numerous(* †>blue references) very easy.
C. Helping one person warrants payment of a consulting fee
10. Therefore, turning my attention, effort, and time to the case of one party’s
personal and local legal problem can only be done as a gainful activity: a consulting
fee must be earned. This fee is $350 per hour to which is added the cost of access to
any necessary specialized legal databases or books as well as any other incidental
expense. That fee is a retainer: You decide how many hours of consulting you want
and pay for them in advance by making a deposit or an online transfer, which normally
carries no transfer fee using your bank’s Billpay feature, to either:
Citi Bank, routing number 021 000 089, account 4977 59 2001
D. Joining forces to distribute the article and promote the video conference
11. In your own interest you can help implement that strategy by sharing this article
with all your friends and relatives; forwarding it to the addresses in the To: box of this
email; and sending it to the following email addresses, which you can copy as one
bloc, paste it in the To: box of this email, and click Send:

marketresearch.thomsonreuters@thomsonreuters.com,
bthompson@legalnews.com, john.shiffman@thomsonreuters.com,
michael.berens@thomsonreuters.com,
blake.morrison@thomsonreuters.com, todd.wallack@globe.com,
spotlight@globe.com, patricia.wen@globe.com,
brian.mcgrory@globe.com, newstip@globe.com,
evan.dewitt@lexisnexis.com, austin.dunn@lexisnexis.com,
Lane.Okney@lexisnexis.com, info@elizabethwarren.com,
Elizabeth_Warren@warren.senate.gov, john.caminiti@lexisnexis.com,
communication@lexisnexis.com, mcnulaj@nytimes.com,
eric.sylvers@wsj.com, Alice.Crites@washpost.com,
Amy.Brittain@washpost.com, amber.phillips@washpost.com,
jathomsen@alm.com, Derek.Willis@propublica.org,
Eric.Umansky@ProPublica.org, amiller@newshour.org,
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ssmithrichardson@publicintegrity.org, watchdog@publicintegrity.org,
andrea@americanthinker.com,
12. You can also post it to social media, such as:
Facebook
Youtube
LinkedIn
Instagram
Google Plus
Pinterest
Twitter: Preparing a video conference on organizing a civic, single
issue, apolitical movement for judicial abuse of power exposure,
compensation of abusees, and reform of the judicial and legal system;
http://Judicial-DisciplineReform.org/OL2/DrRCordero_preparing_video_conference.pdf
13. In the Subject: box or equivalent you can write this:
Re: Preparing a video conference for organizing a movement for judicial
abuse of power exposure, compensation of abusees, and reform of the
judicial system
14. By way of a preview of the video conference and its agenda, watch the
presentation video of Judicial Discipline Reform and follow it with its slides.
E. Every meaningful cause needs resources for its advancement; none can be
continued, let alone advanced, without money
15. Distributing this email is essential to implementing the strategy of taking
advantage of current events in order to expose judges’ abuse of power. But it is not
enough. We all need to recognize that resources are needed. So:

Put your money
where your outrage at abuse and
passion for justice are.
Donate to
Judicial Discipline Reform
by making a deposit or an online transfer, which normally carries no transfer fee, to
Citi Bank, routing number 021 000 089, account 4977 59 2001
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through Paypal
https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_sxclick&hosted_button_id=HBFP5252TB5YJ
or
by mailing a check to the address below.
To join for free its subscribers:
go to http://www.Judicial-Discipline-Reform.org <left panel ↓Register
or + New or Users >Add New.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Dare trigger history!...and you may enter it.
Sincerely,
Dr. Richard Cordero, Esq.
Judicial Discipline Reform
2165 Bruckner Blvd
Bronx, New York City 10472-6506
tel. +1(718)827-9521
https://www.linkedin.com/in/dr-richard-cordero-esq-0508ba4b
NOTE: Given the interference with Dr. Cordero’s email and e-cloud
storage accounts described at *>ggl:1 et seq. and †>OL2:1114§G, when
emailing him, copy the above bloc of his email addresses and paste it in
the To: box of your email so as to enhance the chances of your email
reaching him at least at one of those addresses.
*****************************************
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, December 16, 2020 12:40 AM
Honky
Trump Team Has Dominion Voting Machine
afb120420dAPR20201204064504.jpg

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

There is so much evidence of election fraud from all over that I'm sending out an extra political post
today.
One Secretary of State official said that where she worked for 30 years she had never seen an
honest election.
Many poll watchers have come forward and signed affidavits that they personally witnessed election
fraud in the areas where votes were counted.
We now have a video from Georga of it happening. Even some democrats have complained in the
past of being a victom of election fraud. I do not think this started over night - but has finally come to
light due to it finally getting do bad that it can be proven almost all over the country.
https://www.thegatewaypundit.com/2020/12/breaking-huge-trump-team-dominion-machine-small-georgia-county-showsvotes-flipped-trump-biden/

BREAKING HUGE: Trump Team Has Dominion Machine from Small Georgia County
– Shows Votes Flipped from Trump to Biden
By Joe Hoft
Published December 4, 2020

The Trump team has obtained a Dominion voting machine in Georgia. The machine
shows votes were moved from President Trump to Joe Biden.
Yesterday on the War Room it was reported that the Trump team has obtained a Dominion voting
machine in Georgia.
At the 52:30 mark in the video below, John Fredericks shares the news on the War Room with Steve
Bannon:
https://t.co/NFCygALvGk?amp=1
1

According to Fredericks, there were 37 votes that flipped in this small Georgia
County on the machine. However, this represents only .26% of the Georgia
ballots. When extrapolating to the entire state, this equals more than 14,000
votes and Georgia was stolen by only 10,000 votes by Biden.
This also shows that we now know conclusively in Georgia that the Dominion
voting machines were flipping votes. It supports our reporting that votes were
switched across the country. We were the first to report a month ago that
millions of votes were being removed from the Trump column and/or moved to
the Biden column based on an analysis of data from the election:
This news is huge because we now conclusively know that the Dominion voting machines
were flipping data. This supports our reporting on November 10 where we shared that
millions of votes were flipped in the election from President Trump to Joe Biden. BOOM.
To help protect y ou r
priv acy , Micro so ft Office
prev ented au tomatic
download of this pictu re
from the Internet.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Yahoo Mail.® <honkystar@yahoo.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 10:31 PM
Honky
PLEASE ASAP HELP ME TODAY, THESE DAYS, PRINT & BIND THESE DOCUMENTS TO SAVE PEOPLE!
FACE-MASKINGSHIELDING.pdf; VACCINE INGREDIENTS ACCORDING CDC.pdf; Global Version The
VMD – ‘THE VIRUS OF MASS DESTRUCTION & GFEP – ‘The Global Financial-Economic Plunder’.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear SIR/MADAME/FRIENDS, BROTHERS & SISTERS BEFORE ONE GOD OF TRUTHS,
Please excuse me for emailing you. I pray that people like you isn’t going to be irate about this
email. If so, inadvertently, please accept my humble apologies in advance. And thank you.
Undeniably as axiomatically, all of us are, in one way or another, or generally, on various
magnitudes, in various forms of crisis, all over the world, per se, obviously, the financialeconomic crisis, as plotted out by the global elites, and their minions, etc. but may I say that
truths, the real jewels and of the real currency of humanity should or must not be
also in crisis nor should be curtailed nor be kept in the dark, but must be put in the
light for life-soul-saving purposes.
Please consider to check, read for a moment, or peruse for some time, the very
important documents below herein that are attached in PDF forms in this email which
I wish to PRINT in good quality these as early as possible today, these days,
onward, FOR MY LONG-TERM TO LIFE-TIME REFERENCES for my mission-campaignactivism-works particularly on lecturing local poor people in our villages, towns, in our
province, in our region, and in the countryside, God willing, the soonest possible time
to attempt to help PEOPLE save from the PLANNED-SCAM-SHAM-FAKE-DEMIC OF THE
COVID-19 LEGACY OF THE NIGHTMARES OF ALL LIES, and finally vaccinate the people,
particularly the poor for their eventual and gradual extinction. To PRINT these very
important documents THAT I HAVE COLLATED by keen selections very
carefully SINCE FEB. TO DECEMBER 2020, I therefore urgently need $100 in Peso
value, and then, HAVE THEM BOOK-HARD-BOUND OR EVEN SOFT-BOUND in 3-5 days’
time immediately for durable lasting of the documents.
Can anyone, please, I humbly beg, to generously, munificently help me today, these
days, $100 for the printing of these documents below the soonest possible time while
time is running out and while my family and I here in the Philippines are frequently in
the greatest financial-economic asphyxiations particularly aggravated by the
successive semi-Martial law lockdown and quarantine measures in our daily survival
rush also in the shattering faces of poverty, constant crisis, and debacles of
successively devastating calamities particularly in the months of October-November
2020:
1. FACE-MASKING/SHIELDING (?)
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2. VACCINE INGREDIENTS ACCORDING TO CENTER FOR
DISEASE CONTROL (CDC), USA AND FROM OTHER
SOURCES COMPILED AND ANALYZED BY ERIC V. ENCINA,
FILIPINO FREELANCE WRITER/AUTHOR/CAMPAIGNER

3. The VMD – ‘THE VIRUS OF MASS DESTRUCTION’ & GFEP –
‘The Global Financial‐Economic Plunder’
4. CORONAVIRUS COVID-19 PLANNED/SCAM/SHAM/FAKE-DEMIC
1,350-page Compiled, Analyzed & Partly Written By Eric V. Encina - I
tried to ATTACH, BUT DID NOT WORK THIS LONG MANUSCRIPT.

For any generously and personally sacrificial assistance for the printing and bookbinding of these very important and urgent collated documents to save lives, please
consider to help to send via any method that you may consider safe and fast, and or
via paypal: eric_encina@yahoo.com, or to ericvencina@gmail.com
I am fervently praying round-the-clock or too frequently without ceasing for me to
have this funding at the very least of $100 in Peso value to do so to print and bookbind these immediately these days, so crucially than ever. PLEASE!
I have a close-door event or gathering as scheduled this December 18, 2020,
Friday, in the whole afternoon sessions, Philippine time, with very little soup and
loaves of bread snacks with my participants from the impoverished villages in our
town, in our provinces among the poverty-stricken peasants, farmers and workers and
their families about the very serious discussions of our survival of this approaching
year of 2021, and its presumed brutal days and of our plans how to survive and face
the threats of survival particularly when the systems and policies are becoming
draconian and diabolical than ever.
Finally, the most difficult part of our quest these days is “our general
preparations” that should have been comprehensive but could hardly be done, alas,
with great fear, for the brutal days of 2021. We need to prepare everything including
financial, and we pray things will be favorable, just as the rest of humanity to prepare
so seriously and comprehensively for the year 2021.
I am waiting if possible today, these days, for any kind and positive and
generous back-up response concerning this urgent matter.
With all thanks and gratitude in advance for any sacrificial contribution to help me
raise $100 specifically towards this great cause.
Long live and God bless!
Sincerely & Gratefully yours,
Eric V. Encina
Filipino Freelance Writer/Author/Campaigner
Quezon Province, Philippines
Email Addresses: eric_encina@yahoo.com, encinaverzo@gmail.com
Paypal: eric_encina@yahoo.com, ericvencina@gmail.com
4

OR DONATIONS OR FINANCIAL HELP VIA WORLDREMIT ‐ www.worldremit.com?
ERIC V. ENCINA
SITIO SALAMUNGAY,
BO. BALAYBALAY
4330 MAUBAN, QUEZON PROVINCE,
PHILIPPINES
Email Address: eric_encina@yahoo.com, encinaverzo@gmail.com
Mobile Phone No. 09291068648
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Sunday, December 13, 2020 6:11 PM
karm.hahwaji@ssa.sccgov.org
heidi Yauman; Christopher Welsh; jramirez@sunnyvaleca.gov; knguyen@sunnyvaleca.gov; Davis,
Susan
Heidi Yauman
Habeas Corpus Cary Andrew Crittenden Civil Grand Jury Public Guardian.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hello Karim,
Please ket us know the status of Heidi's card when info becomes available. ii still have money & am happy to covet for
her , but am starting to run low again. I may get another deposit on Wednesday, but not sure. Regardless, we will not
be without food but need to keep in the loop in order to budget and plan according
Regarding the recent attacks by Robert Rocco and HHS social workers at Vagabond Inn & the extortion that
occurred, Vagabond Inn resident are in regular contact with Tim Baldwin's office and information has surfaced that
Social Worker: Kent Hayden, one of the primary instigators has a very extensive criminal history and has been
incarcerated previously for similiar crimes.
When I first arrived in North Kern State Prison, after being railroaded in relation to civill grands jury coverups,
Correctional officers had put out hit in me. Someone had intervened after obtaining records & arrangements were
made to protect me. Though I am not privied to a lot of info from ongoing investigations, Apparently, Kent Hayden is
known to guards at Kern Valley /North Kern State prison. and he may have been incarcerated in Kern County jail.
Apparently he was not forthright. in his employment application in Santa Clara County. It is ironic that this menacing
criminal was assigned as "Case Manager" for myself and Heidi. Also, very alarming how he somehow knew that Heidi
had received a large deposit in her account. Kent demanded that I take Heidi's money from her to pay his accomplice
thug in order to stay at Vagabond Inn.
My understanding is that LT Ramirez, from Sunnyvale DPS should be reporting on these matters too be compliant with
2015 Civil Grand Jury ,
Thank You & Best Regards,
Cary Andrew Crittenden
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 1:01 PM
knguyen@sunnyvaleca.gov
tmontgomery@sunnyvalece.gov
Vagabond Inn
Habeas Corpus Cary Andrew Crittenden Civil Grand Jury Public Guardian.pdf; Public Defender - Covid
19 Community Resource Guide 9.8.20.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Good Morning Kelly,
Please check out the attached Habeas Corpus document, guaranteed to blow you mind.
The current events concerning the crisis at Vagabond Inn & Project room key mirror in many ways the events of 2012,
with the Markham Plaza Attacks. The malicious prosecution against me on case C1493022 was purposed to conceal the
homicide off Robert Moss from Civil Grand Jury investigation into the Santa Clara County Public
Guardian. Also, civil court cases in department 19 were being manipulated to effect probate court cases in department
3. Judge Manoukian was receiving kick backs for property being seized through probate court. The FBI agent assigned
to work with me has been transferred & supervisor appears to have retired. They seamed cool to me, ohowever a
policy appears to have been bypassed which should have required the case too have been designated to Public Integrity
office of USDOJ Criminal division. I believe this is what should have occurred due to the fact that Amber Rosen, the wife
of District Attorney Jeff Rosen was a federal prosecutor.
Best regards & Happy Holidays:
Cary Andrew Crittenden
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Begin forwarded message:
From: Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Date: 12/11/2020
To: Christopher Welsh <cwelshlaw@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: County Free Resources
Thanks you for your email Chris. I Will soon be opening hotel portal for Silicon Valley. I run into people
struggling to pay their rent in hotels & the travel / tourist industry is suffering due to
Pandemic. Therefore it makes sense to put these people to work marketing for the hotels. This enables
me to profit from giving away free products & services. This portal will be similar in many ways to
Expedia.com. It would have been fantastic opportunity for Vagabond Inn to participate in this as this
program, was designed with them in mind and for their benefit. It was unfortunate that they
responded to this kind act of generosity with hostility to the community and residents who are now
dismayed as to why they are not being allowed laptop computers. Especially since Vagabond Inn offers
free wifi service.
Similarly, please keep in mind that I cross paths with many people who are in need of legal services &
am setting up online portal / online community to address these needs.
http://bayareabusiness.news/2020/01/14/legal‐industry‐should‐adapt‐to‐emerging‐global‐trends/
Attorneys like yourself who may be interested in playing a role will be offered free online advertising
worth many thousands of dollars & those individuals marketing for hotels ( with the exception of
Vagabond Inn ) will also become your marketing team.
In the meantime, please feel free to advertise as much as you want
at: http://BayAreaBusiness.Directory
Best Regards,
Cary Andrew Crittenden

On December 11, 2020 at 11:34 AM, Christopher Welsh <cwelshlaw@gmail.com> wrote:
Good Morning,
Please use the resources on this list.
Regards,

Christopher A. Welsh
Attorney At Law
5595 Winfield Blvd, Ste.#200
San Jose, CA. 95123
650‐336‐5729 (Tel.)
650‐434‐5660 (Fax)
cwelshlaw.info
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NOTICE:
This email message and/or its attachments may contain information
that is confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the individuals
named as recipients in the message. This entire message constitutes a
privileged and confidential communication pursuant to California
Evidence Code Section 952 and California Code of Civil Procedure
Section 2018. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you are
prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or
disclosing the message or content to others and must delete the
message from your computer. If you have received this message in
error, please notify the sender by return email or contact The Law
Office of Christopher A. Welsh at 650-336-5729.
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COVID-19 General Community Resource Guide
Santa Clara County Public Defender’s Office

120 W. Mission Street, San Jose, CA 95110 Ph: (408) 299-7700

Free Community Resource Info - Dial 2-1-1
24/7 access to information and referral
services, available in all languages

Mental Health Call Center - 1 (800) 704-0900
24/7 central entry point for those seeking services
from Santa Clara County Behavioral Health.

Covid-19 Crisis Hotline:
(408) 278-6420
Hotline for shelter referrals

Free Covid Testing: https://www.sccgov.org/sites/covid19/Pages/covid19-testing.aspx
Database of County Resources: Resource Directory Compiled by the SCC Office of Cultural Competency – Universal Access Pilot
Community Pretrial Support Silicon Valley DeBug (408) 724-2331. Provides care packages, hygiene kits, resource guide, COVID-19 Info, ongoing case support.

First 5 Family Support
(408) 260-3700

4000 Moorpark Ave #200, San Jose, CA 95117
Email: Jonathan.velazquez@first5kids.org

Family Services
M-F: 9-5pm

No-Cost Prepared Meals

Connects families to services: Food Pantry & Meals, Diapers, Health
Care, Behavioral Health, Unemployment & Workers Pay.

City of San José searchable food distribution map CLICK HERE or go to https://csj.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?appid=ddf8ba621416421ebd3fa5ebeeb5e684
Organization
Address
Dates & Times
Number
2nd Harvest of Silicon Valley
750 Curtner Ave, San Jose, 95125
M-F: 8:00 am - 5:00 pm
1-800-984-3663
City Team
1174 Old Bayshore Hwy, San Jose, 95112
M-Su 7–8:00 am & 5-6:00 pm
(408) 288-2185
Loaves & Fishes
Goodwill: 1080 N. 7th St, San Jose, 95112
3:30 – 4:30 pm M-F (Meals & Hygiene Kits)
(408) 922-9085
Family Kitchen
S.J. Viet. 7th Day Adventist 1066 S. 2nd St, San Jose 95112
4:30 – 5:30 pm M - F
Martha’s Kitchen
311 Willow St. San Jose, 95110
Th: 8:30– 9:30 am Tu, W: 4 – 5:00 pm
(408) 293-6111
Salvation Army
405 N. 4th Street, San Jose 95112
M-Su: 12:15 -1:00 pm & 5:15-6:00 pm
(408) 282-1175
Front Door Communities
49 N 4th St, San Jose, 95112
M, Tu, Th: 9:30 - 11:00 AM
(408) 455-2784
Advent Lutheran Church
16870 Murphy Ave. Morgan Hill, 95037
Tu: 5:00 pm – 6:00 pm
(408) 779-3551
Community Christian
305 W. Main Ave. Morgan Hill, 95037
Th: 6:00 pm – 7:00 pm
(408) 779-4914
St. Catherine’s Church
17400 Peak Ave. Morgan Hill, 95037
M: 6:00 pm – 7:00 pm
(408) 779-3959
Salvation Army – Gilroy
200 W. 5th St. Gilroy, 95020
M-F: 12:00 pm – 12:30 pm
(408) 848-5373
St. Joseph’s Family Center
11 1st St. Gilroy, CA 95020
Tu, Th, Su: 5:00 pm – 6:30 pm
(408) 842-6662
Our Daily Bread
St. Thomas Church, 231 Sunset Ave. Sunnyvale, 94086
M, W, F: 11:00 am – 12:30 pm
(408) 736-4108
Hope’s Corner Saturday
748 Mercy St. Mountain View, 94041
Sa: 8:00 am – 10:00 am
(650) 254-1450
LifeMoves
First Presbyterian Church 1140 Cowper St. Palo Alto, 94306
M-F: 8:30-10, 12:30-2:00pm
(650) 853-8672
Breaking Bread
Opportunity Services Center 33 Encina Ave. Palo Alto, 94301
M-F: 8:30–10:30, 12:30-2:00 pm
(650) 853-8672
Opening Doors 2020
Adjacent to St. James Park, Parking lot @ 2nd & St. James
W, Sa, Su: 11:30-1:00
(408) 401-1090
ConXion to Community
749 Story Rd. #10, San Jose, CA
M-F: 7:30-8:30, 11-12:00 pm
(408) 213-0961

Organization

Sacred Heart Comm Serv
Cathedral of Faith
Comm. Serv. Agency
Sunnyvale Comm. Serv
W. Valley Comm Serv.
St. Catherine’s Church
Salv. Army – Gilroy
Catholic Charities

Agency
Dignity on Wheels
650-779-5065

No-Cost Groceries

Contact Info

Dates & Times

1381 S. First Street, SJ 408-278-2160
M-Th 9am-4pm,
Assist. in Eng., Span., Viet., Cant. & Mand.
F 9M-12pm
2315 Canoas Garden Ave, San Jose
W, Th: 9-12:00 pm
204 Sterlin Rd, Mountain View
T: 2-4, Th 11-1:30, F 1:30-3:30
725 Kifer Road, Sunnyvale
M-F: 9-4
10101 Vista Dr. Cupertino
M-F: 10-12, 2-4
17400 Peak Ave. Morg Hill, 95037.
M-F: 1-2:30 pm
200 W. 5th St. Gilroy, 95020.
W & F: 9-11:30 am
Our Lady of Peace 2800 Mission College Blvd, Santa Clara
M: 10 -12:00 pm
Our Lady of Refuge, 2165 Lucretia Ave, San Jose, 95122
T: 5-7:00 PM
St. Martin of Tours, 200 O’Connor Dr, San Jose 95128
W: 1-4:00 pm
St. John Vianney, 4600 Hyland Ave. San Jose, 95127
Th: 9-11 am
St. Lucy, 2350 S. Winchester Blvd., Campbell 95008
F: 10-12 pm
Santa Teresa, 794 Calero Ave, San Jose 95123
Sa: 12-2 pm

Health & Hygiene Services

Opportunity Ctr

Location
City Team, 1297 N. 13th St, San Jose, 95112
Royal Ave. Encampment, 301 Royal Ave, San Jose, 95126
First Presbyterian Church, 49 N 4th St. San Jose, 95112
Goodwill Industries, 1080 N. 7th St. San Jose, CA 95112
Backesto Park, 551 N. 13th St. San Jose, 95112
Social Service Agency 1919 Senter Rd. San Jose, 95112
Virginia & Prevost Encamp, 361 Virginia St. San Jose, 95112
Martha’s Kitchen, 311 Willow St. San Jose, CA 95110
Santa Maria Urban Mnstry, 778 Almaden Ave, San Jose, 95110
Northside Community Ctr, 488 N 6th St. San Jose, CA 95112
Alum Rock UMC, 30 Kirk Ave. San Jose, CA 95127
33 Encina Avenue, Palo Alto, CA 650-853-8672

Hours
Su: 1-5:00 pm
M 8-12:00pm, F: 8-12:00
M&F: 12-5:00. Sa: 8-12:00
M 2-6:00
Tu: 8-12:00, Th: 8-12:00
Tu: 8-12:00 (Adults only)
Tu: 8-12:00, Th: 8-12:00
We: 1:30-5:30
Th: 1-500
F: 8-12:00
Sa: 6-10:00
8:00-3:00 pm M-F

Compassion Ctr

Day Center, 370 Tomkins Court, Gilroy 408-763-7120

8:00 – 1:30 M-F

Notes

https://www.shfb.org/get-food/ Or text “GETFOOD”
to (408) 455-5181 Or Email getfood@shfb.org
Food Pantry
Food Pantry – Prebagged. (650) 968-0836
Bag Lunches (408) 738-4321.
Food Pantry & bagged groceries (408) 255-8033
Food Pantry. (408) 779-3959
Food Pantry. (408) 848-5373
Weekly drive thru sites at churches throughout south
bay on dates and times indicated. No registration
needed beforehand – all registration done onsite. Will
be expanding to Most Holy Trinity at 2040 Nassau Dr,
San Jose 95122 on Tuesdays, time TBD For more info
call 1(800) 984-3663
Services
Shower & Laundry Services
Free showers & laundry available on a first-come basis.
Take a 7-min timed shower in a private shower room.
Wash up to 2 sets of clothing only (no shoes, sleeping
bags or heavy items).
** Services at First Presbyterian church, are split between
men and women (Women 12-3, Men 3-5)

Showers, case mgt & clothes closet, sleeping bags,
backpacks, & toiletries.
Bfast @ 8:30 & Lunch @ 12 + shower & bathroom.
Last Updated: September 8, 2020

COVID-19 General Community Resource Guide
Santa Clara County Public Defender’s Office

120 W. Mission Street, San Jose, CA 95110 Ph: (408) 299-7700

Shelters & Housing Assistance

Due to the shelter-in-place, many facilities are not accepting new residents. ** CALL FIRST TO CHECK AVAILABILITY & CONFIRM OPENINGS**

Shelter
City Team/Rescue Mission 408288-2153
Blackbird House
blackbirdhouse@fcservices.org
Montgomery Street Inn (Life
Moves)
408-271-5160
Georgia Travis House (Life
Moves)
Commercial Street Inn
Julian Street Inn
(Life Moves)

Location
1297 N. 13th Street,
San Jose, 95112
Location Private
(408) 292-2777
358 N. Montgomery, Ste B
San Jose, 95110

Parisi House (House on the Hill)

Location Private. P.O. Box 21826,
San Jose, 95151 (408) 281-6570
Southside Community Ctr:
5585 Cottle Road, San Jose
Roosevelt Community Ctr
901 E Santa Clara St, San Jose
405 N. Fourth Street, San Jose

Safe & Supportive Parking
(Life Moves)
Tel: 669-238-6193
Salvation Army
408-282-1175
Agency
Alum Rock Counseling
Center/Mobile Crisis Intervention

260 Commercial Street
San Jose, 95112
(408) 271-1630
546, West Julian Street, San Jose,
95110 408-271-0820

Information
Currently at capacity. First come, first served. Intake starts at 5:30pm daily. First 7 nights free, each
following night is $5.
Has Current Bed Space Must be 18. Call for phone assessment and then in-person intake. Beds for 14
days – requires 48 hours of sobriety prior to admission and housing plan for after 14 days.
Still Operating - Not accepting new referrals until end of shelter in place. Emergency shelter for men.
30 days free, 60 day max. Shelter & THU for single adult men. Case mgt, employment & housing
assistance, Program assessments completed M-Th at 12:30 pm
Still operating by waitlist. Open 24 Hours - Emergency shelter for single adult women and families w/
children. Call b/w 10:00-11:00 am M-F for availability. Case management, workshops, on-site tutoring, and
monthly bus passes. 60 day stay.
Still operating by waitlist. For men, women and families. Referral based 90-day program offering
comprehensive day services & shelter for those with mental health issues. Clinical case mgt, workshops,
employment & housing assistance, medical/dental services, & bus passes.
Cas current Bed Space – Women (and children) Only: Residential drug and alcohol treatment program
up to 6 months.
Still Operating. Safe Parking program provides a safe location for families and individuals living in their
cars to stay overnight while receiving individual case management, food, and services. The Safe and
Supportive Parking program operates from 7 PM - 7 AM in two secure, well-lit parking lot locations in San
Jose. Must call # and leave message with contact information.
Not accepting referrals until end of shelter in place. Line-up for shelter b/w 1:30 pm & 2:30 pm; intake at
3:30 pm; first come/first served.

Medical, Mental Health & Recovery Programs

Contact Info
1245 E. Santa Clara St., San Jose.
Main 408-294-0500
24-Hr 408-294-0579
Alexian Health, 2101 Alexian Dr, SJ (408) 272-6577
Central Valley, 2425 Enborg Ln, SJ (408) 885-5400
S. Cty, 90 Highland, # J, San Martin (408) 852-2420
438 North White Road: 408-254-6828
2001 The Alameda: 408-261-7777
206 California Ave, Palo Alto 650-617-8340

Dates & Times
M&Tu: 8:30–11:30 am

Notes
Still Operating. Outpatient short-term counseling for
youth 21 & under Tele-counselling only at this time.

M-F: 6 -2:30 pm
M-F: 6 -4:00 pm
M-F: 6 -2:30 pm
M-F: 8:30-5:00 pm

National Alliance for Mental
Illness (NAMI)

1150 S. Bascom Ave, Ste 24
408-453-0400

M-F:10:00-2:00 pm

Pathway Society, Inc.

1659 Scott Boulevard, Suite 30, Santa Clara
408-244-1834

M-F: 9:00-5:00 pm

Gardner Family Health Network
Healthcare for the Homeless
Project
Valley Medical Call Center

Main: 408-457-7100.
Mobile Medical Unit, 408-935-3908, 408-283-8140

Call for schedule
Th: 9:30-11:30 @
ConXion
M-F: 8:30 - 5:00 pm
9:00 am - 9:00 pm

Call Gateway for Referral (800) 488-9919.
Assessment, detox, outpatient, residential, &
prevention services to adults (18 years & over).
Still Operating, Tele-counselling and med
injections at site. Mental health, housing, & youth
programs. For information regarding the Crisis
Residential Program, contact Eleanor Pace at 408-5107080 ext. 4232
Support groups are still meeting via TeleCounseling Self help, education, support & advocacy
for consumers, families, & friends of people with
psychiatric disabilities.
Referrals via phone only. Tele-Counseling individual therapy offered No group therapy until
further notice. MH & addiction services – Residential,
THUs, & youth services
Mobile Medical Unit – Call for schedule. Medical
services, case management, substance abuse
counseling, & referrals.
Non-emergency services provided. Crisis outreach,
walk-in crisis intervention, screening, & referrals to
community MH resources.
Operating on Modified Schedule. Walk in medical &
psychiatric services. Walk-in (only if they are urgent)

Santa Clara County Dept of
Alcohol & Drug Services
Momentum for Mental Health
Main 408-260-4040

751 S. Bascom Ave, San Jose 1-888-334-1000
Main 408-885-5000. Call for same day appt.
Express Clinic 7 days/week
Valley Homeless Health Clinic
Alexian Clinic - 2101 Alexian Drive, San Jose
Tu-F – Hours Variable.
408-272-6050
Reentry Clinic - 151 W. Mission St, San Jose
M:AM, T:PM, F:AM&PM
After hour nursing advice: 1(888) 334-1000
Addiction Hotlines
Addiction Web Resources:
Substance Use Services: (800) 488-9919 (M-F 8-5:00 pm
AA Link - https://www.aa-intergroup.org/
Substance Use Prevention Svcs (408) 794-0660 M-F 8-5:00
Al-Anon - https://al-anon.org/al-anon-meetings/electronic-meetings/
Youth Substance Use Services: (408) 272-6518
NA Link - https://virtual-na.org/
NA Referral Hotline: (408) 998-4200
Free Zoom Online Meetings:
Narcotics Anonymous San Jose Area: https://www.sjna.org/meetings/
Alcoholics Anonymous San Jose Area: https://aasanjose.org/

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE - Disaster Relief Funds for Immigrants: Hotline: 415-324-1011, Monday - Saturday 8:00 to 8:00 through June 30. Cash benefits
available to noncitizens who are not eligible for federal or other pandemic related benefits. $500 per individual and up to $1000 per household.
Last Updated: September 8, 2020

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Cary Andrew Crittenden <caryandrewcrittenden@icloud.com>
Friday, December 11, 2020 12:29 PM
Christopher Welsh
Re: County Free Resources
Public Defender - Covid 19 Community Resource Guide 9.8.20.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Thanks you for your email Chris. I Will soon be opening hotel portal for Silicon Valley. I run into people struggling to pay
their rent in hotels & the travel / tourist industry is suffering due to Pandemic. Therefore it makes sense to put these
people to work marketing for the hotels. This enables me to profit from giving away free products & services. This
portal will be similar in many ways to Expedia.com. It would have been fantastic opportunity for Vagabond Inn to
participate in this as this program, was designed with them in mind and for their benefit. It was unfortunate that they
responded to this kind act of generosity with hostility to the community and residents who are now dismayed as to why
they are not being allowed laptop computers. Especially since Vagabond Inn offers free wifi service.
Similarly, please keep in mind that I cross paths with many people who are in need of legal services & am setting up
online portal / online community to address these needs.
http://bayareabusiness.news/2020/01/14/legal‐industry‐should‐adapt‐to‐emerging‐global‐trends/
Attorneys like yourself who may be interested in playing a role will be offered free online advertising worth many
thousands of dollars & those individuals marketing for hotels ( with the exception of Vagabond Inn ) will also become
your marketing team.
In the meantime, please feel free to advertise as much as you want at: http://BayAreaBusiness.Directory
Best Regards,
Cary Andrew Crittenden

On December 11, 2020 at 11:34 AM, Christopher Welsh <cwelshlaw@gmail.com> wrote:
Good Morning,
Please use the resources on this list.
Regards,

Christopher A. Welsh
Attorney At Law
5595 Winfield Blvd, Ste.#200
San Jose, CA. 95123
650‐336‐5729 (Tel.)
11

650‐434‐5660 (Fax)
cwelshlaw.info
NOTICE:
This email message and/or its attachments may contain information that is
confidential or restricted. It is intended only for the individuals named as recipients
in the message. This entire message constitutes a privileged and confidential
communication pursuant to California Evidence Code Section 952 and California
Code of Civil Procedure Section 2018. If you are NOT an authorized recipient, you
are prohibited from using, delivering, distributing, printing, copying, or disclosing
the message or content to others and must delete the message from your
computer. If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender by
return email or contact The Law Office of Christopher A. Welsh at 650-336-5729.
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