




















































































































Lane, Beniamin

From: Jayne Brenna <jaynebrennal@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2026 5:40 AM
To: City Council

Subject: Flock cameras

1 External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

The fear of the data being misused should be the primary goal because that’s the root of the fear of the cameras. Any
data system needs security. Some need super security measures. Measures like multiple layers of tracking and limitation
of the access and use of the data. '

I don’t know what currently exists but it’s obviously sloppy in some cases (not ours of course) where it was misused by
law enforcement personnel.

That too is the root of the fear. When innocent people get hurt instead of only criminals something is terribly wrong
with the system.

Create a bullet-proof access and use security system and monitor the use like a hawk! Plus when something goes wrong,
be open and honest about what happened and how you plan to fix it. This is also about regaining trust with the police
again too. Not that ours has done anything wrong...right Joe? &J
Love you guys! Tough topic to solve!



Lane, Ben’lamin

From: emese.a <emese.a@protonmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, September 26, 2026 9:11 AM

To: City Council

Subject: Flock License Plate Readers - unFlock Scottsdale

1 External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

| recently learned about Scottsdale's Flock Al license plate reader program and | am writing to express opposition to
it. | do not want the City surveilling me to this extent.



Lane, Ben'Iamin

From: Marilyn Craik <mcraik311@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, September 28, 2026 9:14 PM

To: City Council

Subject: Flock License Plate Readers - unFlock Scottsdale
Importance: High

-t External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

I recently learned about Scottsdale's Flock Al license plate reader program and | am writing to express opposition to it. |
do not want the City surveilling me to this extent.

Scottsdale currently has 85 flock cameras and every single one of them is an invasion of a person’s rights and privacy.
TAKE THEM QUT!!

Marilyn Craik
Scottsdale, AZ



Lane, Ben'lamin

From: Scott Manos <scottfromscottsdaleaz@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 29, 2026 10:28 AM

To: City Council

Subject: 2319986

B PN Extarnal-,Ema‘iI: Please use caution if opening links or:attachments!
Thank you for taking my opinion into consideration Chief LeDuc and City:Council.
The only positive memory | have of that night was being show an image of my attackers truck.
My justice would be non existent withoutthat camera.
With what happened to me, I'll never wanna hear my attackers are sorry.
Nothing would mean more to me than to hear my words and experience changed someone’s opinion.
Within a hour the exact truck was identified and | hope you know how effective the law enforcement
response has been and how appreciative | em for getting me justice as a victim. | couldn’t have asked

formore.

‘Thank you



Lane, Ben'lamin

From: drvms <drvms@pm.me>

Sent: Wednesday, September 30, 2026 9:22 AM

To: City Council

Subject: We the People Flock Notice for Scottsdale City Council
Attachments: Flock Scottsdale.odt

{ External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!
To all - please see the attached Notice.

Thank you.

Gary Coulombe



To: Mayor Borowsky
To: Vice-Mayor McAllen
To: Member Dubauskas
To: Member Kwasman
To: Member Littlefield
To: Member-Graham. Member Whitehead
We the People vs Flock Notice
Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal and Notice to Principal is Notice to Agent

| Gary Coulombe, one of the People (as seen in the Arizona Constitution Article 2, Section 2), Sui
Juris, do present you with this Notice that you may provide immediate due care; And

Please take notice that We the People have suffered by way of use of contracts that allowed
the Government to coerce public officials, as well as ’priv'ate. businesses, to ‘interfére with rights
of the People. Examples of this are Facebook and X (formerly Twitter) attacks on the rights of
the People to assemble and discuss the wrongdoings of Government, as well as the ability to
control their private health and elections. In the fundamental law and constitutions, We the
People, have the unalienable right to privacy (see evidence below), and our servants have no
granted authority to use private business services in order to bypass the use of warrants
created by a judicial officer:

Arizona Constitution Article 2 Section 8

No person shall be disturbed in his private affairs, or his home invaded, without authority of law.
Please take notice that there are separate types of privacy, one is in the home and another is
the ability to carry out affairs in privacy! These include assembly with others without
Government interference or prying as seen in NAACP v Alabama (see evidence below)
Guaranteed Right to Assembly and Association

"National Association for the Advancement of Colored People v. Patterson." Oyez,
www.oyez.org/cases/1957/91. Accessed 13 Jun. 2026

In an opinion authored by Justice John M. Harlan Il, a unanimous Court decided in favor of the
petitioners, holding that."Immunity from state scrutiny of petitioner's membership lists is here so
related to the right of petitioner's members to pursue their lawful private interests privately and
to associate freely with others in doing so as to come within the protection of the Fourteenth
Amendment." Further, the Court held that freedom to associa_te with organizations dedicated to
the "advancement of beliefs and ideas" is an inseparable part of the Due Process Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment. Justice Harlan concluded that the state's obtaining the names of the

Association's membership would likely interfere with the free association of its members, so the



state's interest in obtaining the records was superseded by the constitutional rights of the
petitioners.

Please take notice that We the People have a right to assemble to oversee and scrutinize
governmental wrongdoings and behavior, and to consult for our common good, which may be
put in jeopardy by Government officials and businesses who have access to the private data
revealing the location of where people, their phones, and cars are at any given time. The mere
knowledge of where and when people meet may allow for members of the body politic to be
harassed and retaliated against; And

Rights to Preservation “John Locke Two Treatises of Government” Book 2 Section 6
Excerpt:

“Every one as he is bound to preserve himself, and not to quit his station w’ilfuIIy,[sic] so by the like
reason, when his own preservation comes not in competition, ought he as much as he can to
preserve the rest of mankind, and not unless it be to do justice on an offender, take away or
impair the life, or what tends to the preservation of the life, the liberty, health, limb, or goods of
another.”

Please take notice that the People of the American States have the duty to preserve
themselves as well as their neighbors.in all 50 states and therefore whenever any Government
acts in a way that is simply a potential danger of American State interest, the People have a
guaranteed right to reform, alter or abolish it. The Flock system'is a danger to the People’s
security, ability to assemble, requiring data storage systems that put a drain on water and
consumable resources, as well as the People’s.right to privacy, which is not relinquished by the
mere act of going outside their homes; And

Please take notice that any actions by which an entity Would agree to submit information to the
Government that the People don’t allow the Government to pursue without warrant based on
true harm, based on Affirmation or Oath, is simply the Government doing an action by another
which it can’t do itself (see evidence below); And |

Maxim: What | cannot do by myself, | cannot by another [i.e., an agent.] 4 Coke, 24;b 11

Coke, 87a; Jenk. Cent. 237 | |

Please take final notice that it is therefore my wish, order and demand that all -aéto’rs partaking
in the Flock program show where the People granted authority for Government and a private
entity to come together in order to exchange information which could be dangerous to We the
People and a violation of our right to privacy. By failing to respond with constitutional authority or
grants from the People, by affidavit and sworn under the penalty of perjury within five (5) days,

you agree that you are acting without right, with full knowledge, intent and malice and that you



recognize that all written herein as truth. This notice is sent to you in the peace and love of
Christ that you may immediately cease and desist from this practice.
Gary Coulombe

Autograph
September 30, 2026
Date



Lane, Ben'lamin

From: Marko. Pecic <mpecic@me.com>

Sent: Wednesday; Septémber 30, 2026 3:15 PM

To: City Council

Subject:: Flock License Plate Readers - unFlock Scottsdale

. = 4ivExtérnal Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

Dear Members of the City Council,

I am writing to urge the City Council to end Scottsdale's Flock license plate reader
program. I find the scale of this surveillance deeply troubling. Automated cameras that
log the movements of every vehicle, without a warrant and without any suspicion of
wrongdoing, are an invasion of privacy I am not willing to accept from my local
government. As a resident and taxpayer, I do not consent to having my daily travel
recorded and stored in a database, and I ask that the City discontinue the program and
delete the data it has collected.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Marko Pecic
Resident of 85255



Lane, Benjamin |

From:

Sent:
To:
Subject:

<notifications@cognitoforms.com>
Saturday, October 3, 2026 11:01 AM

Lane, Benjamin

City Council Public Written Comment Form - Michael McCallister

- 7iyExternal Email: Please use caution if opening links-or attachments!

City of Scottsdale

Web Scottsdale City Council Meeting Written Comment Form

Entry Details

Agenda Item

MEETING DATE

WHICH AGENDA ITEM WOULD YOU.

LIKE TO COMMENT ON?

Name

FULL NAME

Contact Information

" PHONE

EMAIL

ADDRESS

CITY

10/6/2026

16. Flock Camera Usage

Michael McCallister

(602) 684-3484
mikemc@terabytemedia.com
13124 E Gold Dust Ave

Scottsdale

 tem 16

—

notifications@cognitoforms.com on behalf of City of Scottsdale



Comment

COMMENT

Dear Mayor Borowsky and Members of the
City Council,

| am a lifelong resident of Scottsdale, writing
on ltem 16, Flock Camera Usage.

| have read the Police Department's
presentation, and | do not doubt the cases it
describes. My concern is not whether these
cameras can be useful. The matter before you
is a question of trust.

The presentation sets out the Department's
own standard: "policy and accountability
before implementation." Residents were not
given that. The presentation confirms the
Flock contract was administratively approved
through City Purchasing in 2023, with no
council vote and no public discussion. Since
then, 85 cameras have recorded residents’
vehicles, with plate data kept for 185 days.

Nearly every safeguard now offered arrived or
is proposed only after three and a half years of
operation and months of resident pressure:
the 2026 contract amendment barring Flock
from selling our data, the independent audit, a
technology ordinance with penalties, a
transparency website, and a review of the
retention period. Residents had to file public
records requests to learn basic facts about the
program. In November 2025 the Department
confirmed it participated in Flock's National
Lookup; the presentation now says only
Arizona agencies can access Scottsdale's
data. If that changed, residents deserve to
know when and why.

The Department asks that the program be
judged on Scottsdale's own policies and
audits. But those audits are internal, and the
independent audit has only been requested.
Residents are being asked to trust a system
we were never asked to approve.



It is not enough for the police to make their
case now, after the cameras have been
deployed and in use. The only action that can
restore trust is to take the cameras offline, let
the Department make its case to the public,
and let the people of Scottsdale vote on it. If
the benefits truly outweigh the privacy costs,
as the Department believes, residents will vote
to reinstate them, and the program will have a
legitimacy it does not have today.

| respectfully ask the Council to direct staff to
suspend use of the Flock cameras and to
place any continued use before Scottsdale
voters.

Respectfully,

Michael McCallister
13124 E Gold Dust Ave



Lane, Benjamin

From: notifications@cognitoforms.com on behalf of City of Scottsdale
<notifications@cognitoforms.com>

Sent: Sunday, October 4, 2026 1:22 PM

To: Lane, Benjamin

Subject: City Council Public Written Comment Form - Umberto Santoni

1| External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

City of Scottsdale
Web Scottsdale City Council Meeting Written Comment Form

Entry Details

Agenda Item

MEETING DATE

WHICH AGENDA ITEM WOULD YOU
LIKE TO COMMENT ON?

Name

FULL NAME

Contact Information

EMAIL

CITYy

Comment

10/6/2026

16. Flock Camera Usage

Umberto Santoni

votive.favors8a@icloud.com

Scottsdale



COMMENT

Dear Scottsdale City Council members:

The scale of vehicle surveillance that
Scottsdale is engaging in with Flock cameras
is deeply concerning. This system isn't just
monitoring and logging the movements of
vehicles but by implication it is tracking the
movements of people within them, without
consent, a court order, or suspicion of
wrongdoing.

The key issue now is not how best the City of
Scottsdale can do this but whether it should at
all.

Frankly, this is a conversation the city should
have had with residents in depth, well in
advance of deploying such a program,
particularly given its substantial scale and
impact on the privacy expectations of
residents.

As a Scottsdale resident and taxpayer, | did
not ask you to record all my driving
movements and | do not consent to it. | find
this to be an unacceptable invasion of my
privacy.

| urge you to terminate this program, delete all
the data that has been collected, and promptly
remove the cameras from Scottsdale.

Respectfully,
Umberto Santoni



Lane, Beniamin

From: CityClerk

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2026 7:43 AM

To: Olmo, Johnny; Lane, Benjamin; Ginsburg, Debbie; Benitez, Bambi; Beck, Shannon
Subject: FW: Flock cameras

From: Holly Goldstein <hrglucky? @icloud.com>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2026 2:41:47 PM (UTC+00:00) Monrovna Reykjavik
To: CityClerk

Subject: Flock cameras

A\ External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

I DO NOT support the use of Flock cameras, or Axon cameras. | realize they have some benefits in. tracking crime.
However, | do not feel that the:government, federal or local, should be using cameras to track the every move of law
abiding citizens. Full stop. The potential for abuse outweighs the benefits.

Best,

Holly Goldstein

31802 N. Granite Reef Rd.
Scottsdale 85266



Lane, Benjamin

From: notifications@cognitoforms.com on behalf of City of Scottsdale
<notifications@cognitoforms.com>

Sent: Monday, October 5, 2026 7:47 AM

To: Lane, Benjamin

Subject: City Council Public Written Comment Form - Kevin Watts

Attachments: AZ FOP SCOTTSDALE ALPR Letter - VP Watts.pdf

i External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

City of Scottsdale
Web Scottsdale City Council Meeting Written Comment Form

Entry Details

Agenda ltem

MEETING DATE

WHICH AGENDA ITEM WOULD YOU
LIKE TO COMMENT ON?

Name

FULL NAME

NAME OF GROUP OR
ORGANIZATION

Contact Information

PHONE

EMAIL

10/6/2026

16. Flock Camera Usage

Kevin Watts

Arizona State Fraternal Order of Police

(602) 935-7467

pd631@netscape.net



ADDRESS

ciTY

Comment

COMMENT

PO BOX 11029

Glendale

My name is Kevin Watts, and | serve as Vice
President of the Arizona Fraternal Order of
Police, representing over 9,400 members in
Arizona. | am writing regarding the Scottsdale
Police Department’s continued use of
automated license plate reader technology.

The ongoing discussion regarding ALPR
technology raises legitimate questions about
privacy, access to information and the
appropriate limits on law enforcement
technology. Those questions deserve serious
consideration. They should also be considered
alongside two equally important questions:
What does this technology actually do for
public safety, and what safeguards already
exist to prevent its misuse?

ALPR is not facial recognition. It does not
identify the driver or passengers inside a
vehicle. It does not record continuous video. it
captures images of vehicles and license plates
traveling on public roadways and converts that
information into data that can be used in
legitimate law enforcement investigations.
That distinction matters.

An ALPR camera does not solve a crime.
Police officers and detectives solve crimes.
We interview witnesses, examine evidence,
obtain warrants, review surveillance footage
and build cases. ALPR is one investigative
tool that can provide something investigators
have always needed: a lead. Sometimes that
lead can make an extraordinary difference.
We have already seen numerous examples
across the state.

In Prescott, someone fired at least a dozen
rounds toward a veterinary clinic in
September. Surveillance footage showed a



white Ford Expedition entering the parking lot
shortly before the shooting. Investigators
reviewed ALPR information and identified a
matching vehicle entering Prescott before the
shooting and leaving afterward. That
information helped investigators identify the
owner. Police subsequently arrested a suspect
who, according to the department, admitted to
the shooting. Prescott Police described the
technology as critical to an investigation that
otherwise might have gone unsolved.

In Peoria, ALPR technology helped police
locate an 82-year-old man who failed to arrive
for a doctor’'s appointment. In another case, a
79-year-old man with Alzheimer's disease
disappeared in his vehicle. ALPR alerts
tracked the vehicle through several
communities, allowing Peoria detectives to
coordinate with Buckeye Police and safely
locate the man after he had traveled more
than 150 miles.The same technology helped
Peoria investigators following a road-rage
shooting in which a woman was shot in the
leg. ALPR information helped identify the
shooter’s vehicle and license plate. Detectives
obtained search warrants, arrested a suspect
and recovered a firearm and shell casing.
Police said the suspect later confessed. Other
Arizona departments have reported similar
results. Cottonwood Police used license plate
reader information following an armed robbery
at a gas station when witnesses could
describe the suspect vehicle but could not
provide a license plate. The information
helped identify the vehicle, and the suspect
was arrested within an hour. In another
Cottonwood case, an ALPR alert helped
officers locate a person wanted in Utah on
allegations involving aggravated sexual abuse
of a child and 20 counts of sexual exploitation
of a minor.

These are not theoretical benefits. They
involve shootings, violent offenders,
vulnerable missing people, stolen vehicles,
sexual offenses and other serious crimes.



Chandler Police reported that between July
2025 and April 2026 its ALPR system
contributed to 39 arrests, the recovery of 16
stolen vehicles and the location of nine
missing people.

For Scottsdale, there is another important
consideration. This community routinely hosts
major events that attract hundreds of
thousands of residents and visitors, including
the WM Phoenix Open and Barrett-Jackson.
ALPR provides Scottsdale officers another
means of identifying vehicles connected to
wanted persons, serious crimes or credible
public-safety threats. It also gives investigators
a tool for locating vulnerable and endangered
missing people when the appropriate police
reports and alerts have been entered.

None of that means ALPR technology should
operate without restrictions. It should not.

The appropriate public-policy discussion is not
whether safeguards are necessary. They are.
The question is whether Scottsdale has
meaningful safeguards governing access and
use.

Scottsdale Police does.

Under the Department’s procedures, ALPR
use must have a legitimate law-enforcement
or public-safety purpose. Entries into the
system generally must be connected to a
department report, call for service or
investigative case number. Only authorized
and trained personnel may use the system,
and access is controlled through the Real
Time Crime Center.

The Department also prohibits use of the
system to track participants in protests or
other protected free-speech activities. ALPR
alerts are not treated as independent proof
that a person has committed a crime. Alerts
are verified through ACIC/NCIC before
enforcement action is taken. Scottsdale limits
sharing to law enforcement agencies
operating under comparable standards




governing use and monitoring. These are
substantial safeguards.

They matter because any law enforcement
technology can be misused. Criminal justice
databases, body-worn cameras, investigative
records and other tools available to police also
can be misused. The appropriate response to
that risk is strong policy, training, auditing,
accountability and meaningful consequences
for violations.

It is also important for the Council to
distinguish between concerns about what
ALPR technology theoretically could be used
to do and evidence about how Scottsdale
Police actually uses it.

We are not aware of evidence that Scottsdale
officers have used ALPR to track political
activity, monitor protesters, conduct searches
for personal reasons or otherwise intentionally
misuse the system. If evidence of improper
use exists, it should be investigated and
addressed. Accountability is fundamental to
public trust. But the possibility of misuse is
different from documented misuse.

There is also a tendency in discussions about
this technology to describe ALPR as though it
provides police with a live video record of
everyone traveling through a community. That
is not an accurate description of the
technology Scottsdale officers are using.
ALPR captures vehicle and plate information.
It is not facial recognition, and it does not
create continuous video surveillance.

As representatives of Arizona law enforcement
officers, we believe this distinction is
important. Police departments increasingly are
being asked to respond faster, investigate
increasingly complex crimes, and protect
growing communities with finite numbers of
officers. Technology that allows an

investigator to identify a suspect vehicle in
minutes, rather than spending hours or days



Attachments

FILE UPLOAD.

perspective of the Arizona Fraternal Order of

manually reviewing information, can matter .
enormously. It can matter even more when thei -
objective is not making an arrest, but finding a ;

missing child, an elderly person with dementia |
or another endangered person before o
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The relevant facts for Scottsdale are Lo

straightforward: ALPR technology has
demonstrated public-safety value in Arizona. It,
has assisted investigations of serious violent '
crimes and helped locate vulnerable missing
people. Scottsdale has established signifi cant o
restrictions governing who can use the
technology and for what purposes. Searches
are tied to legitimate law-enforcement activity,
access is restricted, alerts require verification
and protected First Amendment activity is
expressly outside the permissible uses
identified by the Department.

We believe those facts deserve careful
consideration as the Council evaluates
Scottsdale’s ALPR program.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide the

Police and the men and women we represent.
Respectfully,

Kevin Watts VP -AZ FOP o

AZ FOP SCOTTSDALE ALPR Letter- VP

Watts.pdf g R )



Fraternal Order of Police
Arizona State Lodge

Paul Sheldon Patrick Scherden
President Secretary

October 6, 2026

Mayor Lisa Borowsky and Members of the Scottsdale City Council
City of Scottsdale

3939 N. Drinkwater Boulevard

Scottsdale, Arizona 85251

Re: Automated License Plate Reader Technology
Mayor Borowsky and Members of the City Council:

My name is Kevin Watts, and I serve as Vice President of the Arizona Fraternal Order of Police,
representing over 9,400 members in Arizona. I am writing regarding the Scottsdale Police
Department’s continued use of automated license plate reader technology.

The ongoing discussion regarding ALPR technology raises legitimate questions about privacy,
access to information and the appropriate limits on law enforcement technology. Those questions
deserve serious consideration. They should also be considered alongside two equally important
questions: What does this technology actually do for public safety, and what safeguards already
exist to prevent its misuse?

ALPR is not facial recognition. It does not identify the driver or passengers inside a vehicle. It
does not record continuous video. It captures images of vehicles and license plates traveling on
public roadways and converts that information into data that can be used in legitimate law
enforcement investigations. That distinction matters.

An ALPR camera does not solve a crime. Police officers and detectives solve crimes. We
interview witnesses, examine evidence. obtain warrants, review surveillance footage and build
cases. ALPR is one investigative tool that can provide something investigators have always
needed: a lead. Sometimes that lead can make an extraordinary difference. We have already
seen numerous examples across the state.

In Prescott, someone fired at least a dozen rounds toward a veterinary clinic in September.
Surveillance footage showed a white Ford Expedition entering the parking lot shortly before the
shooting. Investigators reviewed ALPR information and identified a matching vehicle entering
Prescott before the shooting and leaving afterward. That information helped investigators
identify the owner. Police subsequently arrested a suspect who. according to the department,

www.azfop.com



admitted to the shooting. Prescott Police desctibed the technology as critical to an investigation
that otherwise might have gone unsolved.

In Peoria, ALPR technology helped police locate an 82-year-old man who failed to arrive for a
doctor’s appointment. In another case, a 79-year-old man with Alzheimer’s disease disappeared
in his vehicle. ALPR alerts tracked the vehicle through several communities, allowing Peoria
detectives to coordinate with Buckeye Police and safely locate the man after he had traveled
more than 150 miles.

The same technology helped Peoria investigators following a road-rage shooting in which a
woman was shot in the leg. ALPR information helped identify the shooter’s vehicle and license
plate. Detectives obtained search warrants, arrested a suspect and recovered a firearm and shell
casing. Police said the suspect later confessed.

Other Arizona departments have reported similar results. Cottonwood Police used license plate
reader information following an armed robbery at a gas station when witnesses could describe
the suspect vehicle but could not provide a license plate. The information helped identify the
vehicle, and the suspect was arrested within an hour. In another Cottonwood case, an ALPR alert
helped officers locate a person wanted in Utah on allegations involving aggravated sexual abuse
of a child and 20 counts of sexual exploitation of a minor.

These are not theoretical benefits. They involve shootings, violent offenders, vulnerable missing
people, stolen vehicles, sexual offenses and other serious crimes.

Chandler Police reported that between July 2025 and April 2026 its ALPR system contributed to
39 arrests, the recovery of 16 stolen vehicles and the location of nine missing people.

For Scottsdale, there is another important consideration. This community routinely hosts major
events that attract hundreds of thousands of residents and visitors, including the WM Phoenix
Open and Barrett-Jackson. ALPR provides Scottsdale officers another means of identifying
vehicles connected to wanted persons, serious crimes or credible public-safety threats. It also
gives investigators a tool for locating vulnerable and endangered missing people when the
appropriate police reports and alerts have been entered.

None of that means ALPR technology should operate without restrictions. It should not.

The appropriate public-policy discussion is not whether safeguards are necessary. They are. The
question is whether Scottsdale has meaningful safeguards governing access and use.

Scottsdale Police does.

Under the Department’s procedures, ALPR use must have a legitimate law-enforcement or
public-safety purpose. Entries into the system generally must be connected to a department
report, call for service or investigative case number. Only authorized and trained personnel may
use the system, and access is controlled through the Real Time Crime Center.

The Department also prohibits use of the system to track participants in protests or other
protected free-speech activities. ALPR alerts are not treated as independent proof that a person
has committed a crime. Alerts are verified through ACIC/NCIC before enforcement action is

www.azfop.com



taken. Scottsdale limits sharing to law enforcement agencies operating under comparable
standards governing use and monitoring. These are substantial safeguards.

They matter because any law enforcement technology can be misused. Criminal justice
databases, body-worn cameras, investigative records and other tools available to police also can
be misused. The appropriate response to that risk is strong policy, training, auditing,
accountability and meaningful consequences for violations.

It is also important for the Council to distinguish between concerns about what ALPR
technology theoretically could be used to do and evidence about how Scottsdale Police actually
uses it.

We are not aware of evidence that Scottsdale officers have used ALPR to track political activity,
monitor protesters, conduct searches for personal reasons or otherwise intentionally misuse the
system. If evidence of improper use exists, it should be investigated and addressed.
Accountability is fundamental to public trust. But the possibility of misuse is different from
documented misuse.

There is also a tendency in discussions about this technology to describe ALPR as though it
provides police with a live video record of everyone traveling through a community. That is not
an accurate description of the technology Scottsdale officers are using. ALPR captures vehicle
and plate information. It is not facial recognition, and it does not create continuous video
surveillance.

As representatives of Arizona law enforcement officers, we believe this distinction is important.
Police departments increasingly are being asked to respond faster, investigate increasingly
complex crimes, and protect growing communities with finite numbers of officers. Technology
that allows an investigator to identify a suspect vehicle in minutes, rather than spending hours or
days manually reviewing information, can matter enormously. It can matter even more when the
objective is not making an arrest, but finding a missing child, an elderly person with dementia or
another endangered person before something happens to them.

The relevant facts for Scottsdale are straightforward: ALPR technology has demonstrated public-
safety value in Arizona. It has assisted investigations of serious violent crimes and helped locate
vulnerable missing people. Scottsdale has established significant restrictions governing who can
use the technology and for what purposes. Searches are tied to legitimate law-enforcement
activity, access is restricted, alerts require verification and protected First Amendment activity is
expressly outside the permissible uses identified by the Department.

We believe those facts deserve careful consideration as the Council evaluates Scottsdale’s ALPR
program.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide the perspective of the Arizona Fraternal Order of
Police and the men and women we represent.

Respectfully,

AL LT
Kevin Watts

Vice President
Arizona Fraternal Order of Police

www.azfop.com



Lane, Benjamin

PR SCTA Sk A N P A T S RN T S
From: Brady Thurman <bradyjthurman@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, October 5, 2026 11:19 AM
To: City Council
Subject: A Request to Remove Flock Cameras in Scottsdale, Arizona

1. External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!
Dear Scottsdale City Council,

As a citizen of the United States, a country founded on personal freedoms, high security is not worth
compromising our personal liberties. We deserve privacy and the freedom to know we are not being
watched 24/7. Flock claims to be using these cameras for security purposes, but the automated system
they have put in place can easily also gather routine and habitual data. We do not need our faces,
identities, and habits tracked. There have already been numerous reports of abuses of the data these
cameras have gathered across the country. American citizens, along with myself, have grown
increasingly upset with the abuse of surveillance power since it compromises our rights to privacy and
freedom.

Flock cameras should be removed in order to effectively maintain our civil liberties as American citizens.
Regards,

- Brady Thurman



Lane, Ben'!amin

From: Amy Herring <amy.herring@hotmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, October 6, 2026 6:24 AM

To: City Council

Cc: Amy Herring

Subject: FLOCK cameras

i External Email: Please use caution if opening links or attachments!

Honorable Mayor and council members as a resident of the city of
Scottsdale. I am submitting this comment regarding our city’s use
of Flock Safety license plate readers.

I want to be clear: I support our law enforcement officers, and I
recognize that technology like Flock cameras can be a valuable
tool for solving crimes, locating stolen vehicles, and helping find
missing persons. The safety of our community is a shared priority,
and when used properly, this technology serves a genuine public
good.

However, public safety tools are only as effective as the public
trust backing them. Without strict guardrails, proactive oversight,
and enforceable consequences, these surveillance systems risk
becoming tools for personal abuse with women disproportionately
bearing the burden of that misuse.

National investigative reporting has documented scores of
instances where officers face criminal charges or internal
discipline for using automated license plate readers to stalk, track,
and spy on women without their knowledge or consent. Across the
country, officers have misused Flock databases hundreds and in
some cases thousands of times to monitor ex-wives, former
girlfriends, romantic interests, and women they met in public.
When automated tracking systems are used without strict
oversight, they can easily turn into digital tools for domestic
harassment and stalking.



We do not have to look far in Arizona to see how misuse threatens

public safety and accountability:

e Apache Junction conducted an internal investigation into an
officer using license plate reader data for personal tracking.

e Chandler terminated its Flock contract after an audit flagged
potential internal data misuse.

e Tempe shut down its Flock system over community privacy
concerns and misuse risks.

Because Arizona state law does not currently establish specific

criminal penalties for the misuse of database data like Flock,

municipal action is necessary to protect our community members,
especially women and vulnerable residents from unchecked
surveillance. Queen Creek recently set a local precedent by
amending its town code to establish a Class 1 misdemeanor for
any knowing misuse of Flock data, including personal tracking,
harassment, or unauthorized sharing.

If Scottsdale is to continue to utilize Flock safety cameras, I ask

the City Council to pass a formal, binding ordinance containing:

1. Strict Legal Penalties for Misuse: Establish explicit local
prohibitions making intentional personal use, stalking, or
unauthorized querying of ALPR data an enforceable local
violation subject to immediate termination and criminal
prosecution.

2. Proactive & Independent Audits: Mandate continuous logging
and regular, publicly accessible audits of all system queries to
ensure searches are tied to legitimate law enforcement
investigations rather than personal curiosity or harassment.

3. Data Sharing Safeguards: Explicitly restrict automated data
sharing with outside agencies or non-law-enforcement third
parties without an active, verified criminal investigation.

Technology should protect our community, not create new vectors

for personal harm or harassment. By establishing clear
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boundaries, strict penalties, and real accountability, Scottsdale

can protect public safety while safeguarding privacy and personal
safety for all residents.

Thank you for your time and dedication to our community and
keeping Scottsdale a safe place for everyone in our community.

Amy Herring





