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Dear Fresno City Council,

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed No Camping Ordinance aimed
at banning homeless individuals from camping within our city. This ordinance not only fails
to address the root causes of homelessness, but it also risks exacerbating an already
critical situation.

Fresno is currently facing a significant housing crisis, with insufficient affordable housing
options for our most vulnerable residents. Enforcing a ban on camping will not provide
solutions; instead, it will lead to criminalizing homelessness and increase arrests, which is
not only inhumane but also burdens our already strained public resources.

Rather than focusing on punitive measures, we should prioritize initiatives that offer tangible
support, such as expanding affordable housing, providing mental health services, and
increasing access to job training programs. Let us work together to create a compassionate
and effective response to homelessness that reflects the values of our community.

I urge the council to reconsider this ordinance and focus on sustainable solutions that
promote dignity and wellness for all residents of Fresno.

Thank you for your attention to this important issue

Amanda Gann

Fresno Resident
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Council,
I ask that you reject the bill proposing the amendments to the no camping

ordinance on 2-B.
I ask what had the ordinance accomplished. It is not accomplishing

“pushing people into housing, both because people have already been seeking
services and because there is still  want of permanent housing, Even those who
accepted being taken to substance abuse treatment often were just taken to be
put on a list and were then back on the street. Our community members cannot
accomplish not being on public property until they are in housing. 

City council, these are your constituents. You represent those who are
among the most vulnerable. Those who have not had the safety net of a
community that could help them at their most vulnerable to not lose their
housing due to a myriad of different crises that should also be addressed. This
fall, I spoke with a gentleman asking about shelters whose wife is in recovery
care for health issues, who said they lost their house due to medical debt and, as
she is still in a care facility, he didn’t have the heart to tell her that they no
longer had a home.

An elderly man who I gave a ride to the warming center this past year
told me he lost his housing while he was in the hospital for an extended amount
of time.

Many people have fled domestic violence. 
The highest rising demographic is those who are elderly and disabled on

a fixed income who cannot afford their housing. Many have become unhoused
because they are disabled and the process to get benefits is difficult and often
includes initial rejections. One of the women who spoke up against HART in
the past years is now finally housed, having become unsheltered after leaving
domestic abuse, after over ten years, and stays at the shelter, because WestCare



helped her finally get her disability and find a place for her (she was in the
county at the time). Another woman in a similar situation finally got housing
after ten years. Note that while officials celebrate and take credit for housing
people, that the process can take a long time. In the meantime those waiting,
including these women, are on public property out of lack of other options,
while city officials claim that they and others are “refusing services.”

There is a young man in his twenties whose grandmother had him leave
the house when he turned 18 and has been without housing since then, which is
reflective of many of our youth, including foster youth who age out. I’m glad
we are doing job programs to help youth who are unhoused, but that doesn’t
negate the fact that we have a limit on all resources and have those who were
unhoused before they were available and trying to get help, but should not face
penalization for trying to exist. 

There are those who needed and completed drug treatment programs,
only to have nowhere to go and be called “Those who refused services.”

There are so many other causes and challenges to why people  are where
they are. We need to address these, instead of penalizing them for being the
only places they can be.

Our housing element shows that we are many thousands of units short on
housing from very low to median, and those with very low income have the
most obstacles, including that fact that they are competing with other low
income marginalized demographics for limited housing when it becomes
available, and in addition to any other challenges, like mobility, consistent
access to the internet, etc, the HART throws away all documents they need to
obtain housing. 

UCSF has done a study that shows that lack of housing is the main
reason for homelessness. We know we have a challenge getting affordable
housing, so the city also needs to be honest and transparent that our community
members, your constituents are in a difficult fight to get into housing and back
on their feet.

Our own FMCOC and service providers can tell you of the challenges of
finding housing and that people ARE seeking services. 

Many of our folks have jobs, which are difficult to maintain with HART
throwing away things needed for employment. One of them was a woman who
was a CNA and asked about housing. I helped her get replacement scrubs that



were taken by HART and lost contact when HART went through. 
All of these people would be considered in violation of the ordinance and

face arrest. You by passing this ordinance are stating that they deserve to be
arrested and fined. 

And thus, it is not addressing concerns of the community
It IS accomplishing allowing the city to violate the rights of our

unhoused. The ordinance as it is has been used to arrest people who were just
standing, not creating an impediment, who were visiting people. I have heard
someone say they were resting because they were tired and they were
threatened with arrest, But also, people who are resting, who need a place to
pause, who need, by very human need to sleep, are being arrested for this. For
living. The city is also violating the right to property as people’s belongings are
taken.

Note that the ACLU points to various court ruling regarding due process
order not being vague and that injunctions regarding nuisance must show
certain parameters, and “It goes without saying that human beings do not
constitute nuisances in themselves,” (Id. at pp. 153-54.) but the City’s
amendments risk just that.

The “Standing and loitering” amendment regarding those impeding
pedestrian traffic is subjective and, based on HART’s practices, could and
likely will be used even when no one is actually being impeded. Though this
amendment isn’t in the code, HART has already arrested people who were
simply standing who  could have moved. 

 As I’ve mentioned before, some have been arrested for “camping” 
waiting for the recycling center to be open. A woman who was living at a
shelter was arrested visiting her uncle who was unhoused, which also
threatened her place in the shelter. I know of elderly men standing with their
walkers who were arrested. 

The inclusion of bedding and shelter supplies in the description of
“camping,” further shows the cruelty and lack of sense for our community. We
just experienced a storm that threatens the health of those unsheltered and are
moving into winter weather that results in deaths of those who are not fortified
and protected from the cold. People need to have something to protect
themselves and including this as a prohibition would further show that the city
is not prioritizing the safety and well being of some of their most vulnerable



residents.
We have already lost a couple due to the cold weather. The HART team

regularly throws away blankets and other sheltering needed to literally survive.
We are pushing for punitive actions when we are aware that HART and

the FPD mistreat and violate the rights of those they identify as unhoused.
In addition, HART is leaving pets behind during these arrests and many

of us have had contact with those who faced this tragedy. A woman recently
told me this week that she has seen so many dogs that HART leaves behind
when they arrest people that she wants to start a rescue program.

These ordinance Counter productive to the goals of decreasing
homelessness and addressing as well as addressing other members of the
community  concerns

It creates another impediment of those who are already facing challenges
to permanent housing. It disrupts the housing process, threatens jobs,. Arrest
records add impediments to housing. 

What does it help in the process of finding housing to add an arrest to
someone’s record? 

And that means it actually sets the city back in the goal to decrease
homelessness

Yes, there needs to be solutions and a missing component that the city
needs to prioritize is to center those with lived experience at the table, work
towards making that happen and together assess and work towards sustainable,
dignifying solutions. Those who have experience with being unsheltered in
Fresno and navigating the system need to be at the center of policy, planning,
and evaluation.

And we need to hold our HART team and others accountable to ensure
that the city is respecting the rights and humanity of all of your constituents,
and that includes those who are unhoused.

These ordinances do not help Fresno. 
Remember again that these are your constituents. Your community

members.




