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Community Residents Overwhelmingly Oppose the Targeting of Placentia for Two Gang Injunctions  
 
Over the past month, a community movement has erupted in the City of Placentia expressing growing opposition to the 
Placentia and LaJolla gang injunctions.  The movement is led by hundreds of community residents who have family roots in 
the community for generations, and who see no evidence for increased gang violence that would warrant such aggressive 
suppression tactics on the part of police and the Orange County Office of District Attorney Tony Rackaukas.  
 
The two gang inunctions will be heard in court for the first time on Monday, November 16th, by Judge Peter J. Wilson. 
 
The facts below shed light on the fact that Placentia is not a dangerous place to live, that gang injunctions create less 
stability in communities and exclude youth even more from essential community opportunities and resources, that gang 
injunctions lead to the displacement of long term residents, and that home and business owners also risk drops in property 
values and income when gang injunctions create a perception that a community is “crime infested.”   

 
Crime is Dramatically Down in Placentia 
 
While the U.S., California and Orange County 
have all experienced historic drops in crime, 
crime is down even more in the City of 
Placentia.  The charts at the left depict crime 
levels that are at their lowest since the 1950’s: 
 
Graph one - top of the page at left - data from 
the U.S. Index shows that Placentia crime rates 
are not only less than half of that for California 
and the United States as a whole, but that the 
drops in Placentia are even greater than in the 
state and nation.1 
 
Graph two – on the next page – shows that the 
City of Placentia is listed with California’s 50 
safest cities – including Poway 28th safest and 
Rancho Santa Margarita second safest city in 

California.2  Graphs three, four and five – on the next two pages - list crimes in Placentia from 2001 through 2013 and also 
show that Placentia has had lower crime rates than either Huntington Beach or Beverly Hills.3  
	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1 U.S. Crime Index is based on raw crime data collected from all 17,000 law enforcement agencies in the United States. The 
data is then assigned from each of these law enforcement agencies to the specific local communities the agency covers, and 
hence in which community the crimes have occurred.  The method provides law enforcement and other government agencies, 
real estate companies, developers and urban planners an accurate accounting of the complete number and types of crimes that 
occur within any locality (city or town), not just crimes reported by a single municipal agency.  In other words, thousands of 
cities nationwide - both large and small - have multiple agencies with law enforcement responsibility. These include 
municipal police, county sheriff, transit police, campus police, public school police, park and port police, tribal police, and 
more. Unlike other crime data providers, the U.S. Crime Index – in the data provided here from neighborhoodscout.com and 
citydata.com - includes crimes reported by all of these agencies. 

2 FBI Crime Report, http://www.safewise.com/blog/50-safest-cities-california/ 

3	  FBI Crime Report, http://www.safewise.com/blog/50-safest-cities-california/ 
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The Community and Placentia’s Elected Officials Were Never Consulted 	  
 
District Attorney Tony Rackaukas worked with the Placentia Police Department’s former Chief to craft the injunctions without 
any public hearings in the communities.  Even the Placentia City Council, City Manger and City Attorney claim they were 
unaware of the DA’s plans until the injunction was filed in court and served on the community.  The DA is pushing the 
injunctions forward despite historic lows in crime throughout Orange County.   
 
Placentia’s Gang Injunctions Line Up with Major Redevelopment Projects 
 
Residents are worried that injunctions have historically been used throughout the state – from Santa Barbara, to Echo Park to 
San Juan Capistrano – to support economic development plans that dramatically increase commercial and residential rents, 
as well as costs of living and have led to widespread gentrification and displacement. In fact, throughout the state, injunctions 
haven’t targeted communities with the highest levels of violence, but have been imposed first and most often on communities 
either facing an increase of African American or Latino residents moving into majority White communities or facing economic 
development and gentrification.  
 
The large-scale development plans in Placentia – including:  

• The changes planned for Historic Old Town and the Orangethorpe Corridor, 
• The expansion of luxury housing and shopping centers around nearby Cal State University Fullerton, combined with 
• Historic drops in crime, all suggest that Placentia’s gang injunctions are not about public safety but about 

displacing the Chicano community that has lived and worked here for more than 100 years.   
 
The last two pages of this report include the maps for the two injunctions that overlap nearly block by block with major 
redevelopment efforts.4  There is mounting evidence that massive displacement of families has become common in injunction 
zones throughout California – displacing not only those named in injunctions but entire communities. 

	  
Since 1982, Gang Injunctions Have Been Shown to De-stabilize Communities, Separate Families, Isolate People Most 
in Need of Resources and Connection to the Community 
 
The chart on the page 75 depicts the threats injunctions pose to the individuals served as well as to families and communities, 
including: 
 

1. Loss of college access and financial aid, loss of employment and loss of family income due to constant arrests that 
cycle people in and out of juvenile hall and jail for non-criminal acts.  The resulting conviction and permanent gang 
labeling also eliminate most job and other economic opportunities moving forward – permanently trapping people in a 
dangerous and debilitating underground economy.  

2. Loss of housing – including eviction from public housing and Section 8, even for entire families when a family 
member is arrested for violation of a gang injunction – even when the case is rejected by the District Attorney or 
when the defendant wins and acquittal. 

3. Increased deportation risk and family separation as undocumented people with “gang” convictions – even injunction 
violations lose opportunities to apply for DACA and DAPA, and are fast tracked for deportation.  

4. Children are too often separated from parents who can no longer associate with relatives and neighbors within an 
injunction zone.  Family instability also leads to increased placement of children in foster care, and the resulting court 
and care costs are incurred by local counties and taxpayers.   

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
4	  Orange	  County	  District	  Attorney’s	  Office:	  The	  People	  of	  the	  state	  of	  California	  vs.	  Plas	  Criminal	  Street	  Gang	  and	  Does	  and	  
The	  People	  of	  California	  vs.	  LaJolla	  Criminal	  Street	  Gang	  and	  Does	  

5	  Youth Justice Coalition, 2015 
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5. Increased court, police, prosecution, jail and juvenile hall costs for counties who enforce injunctions. 
6. To bring an injunction to civil court and fight for its enforcement, cities and counties have spent between $500,000 

(where communities had no knowledge of the injunction, and therefore no ability to mount a challenge), and upwards 
of ten million dollars (where they face community opposition as in Oakland, Santa Barbara, Townsend and Echo 
Park).  The City of Inglewood paid Jim McDougal – a full-time staff attorney at the Los Angeles City Attorney’s Office 
– a $160,000 consultants’ fee to “write” the Inglewood injunction, despite the fact that it was a copy of the injunctions 
used in Los Angeles.   

7. Increased police, court, detention and incarceration costs caused by injunctions also result in cuts to parks, 
playgrounds, jobs, housing, health care and youth development – the very supports that are essential to build and 
maintain community safety and progress.  

8. The entire community – not just those named in injunctions – are impacted by heavier levels of police enforcement 
and suppression, including but not limited to stop and frisks, parole and immigration sweeps, check points, ticketing, 
and searches and interrogations of students in and around schools.  

9. Data has now proven that law enforcement use of force resulting in injury and death increases in injunction zones – 
even when compared to areas with the same crime rates and demographics that don’t have injunctions. 

10. Cities and counties pay millions of dollars in damages for increased law suits on police use of force and misconduct 
claims in gang injunction zones. 

11. As described above, massive displacement of communities who have generational roots in an area increasingly 
occurs in injunction zones, leading many to report that injunctions are more about economic gain than public safety.	  

12. Ironically, gang injunctions also “sell” a reputation that a community is infected by and infested with violence and 
crime – often decreasing property values, investment and resale opportunities.  Large developers benefit from the 
resulting drop in property values and swoop in to take over “blighted” neighborhoods, while local business owners 
and homeowners lose equity and face forclosure.	  

13. Many people who are best situated to address community violence and build peace can no longer engage in peace 
and community building efforts as people who lead those activities are often named in inunctions or threatened with 
service and because people named in an injunction can be violated for any association other that those few  outlined 
in an injunction – including job training, drug treatment, group counseling and other services that require a person to 
engage with their neighbors. 	  

14. In addition, people named in an injunction can be violated for any association other that those few outlined in an 
injunction’s conditions – including job training, drug treatment, group counseling and other services that require a 
person to engage with other residents.  	  

15. Similarly, people who accompany others who are already served with an injunction risk being added to the injunction 
– whether or not they are connected to the alleged gang – simply because they are associating in public with that 
person, including associating with their own family members.   	  

16. Injunctions allow for the conviction and jailing of people for non-criminal acts, directly violating a person’s 
Constitutional and human rights to assembly, to free movement, to freedom of speech and other rights.  The 
Placentia and LaJolla injunctions allow	  

17. Because injunctions are civil court orders – similar to a restraining order or nuisance abatement against a group of 
people or an entire neighborhood – people have no access to free legal representation, youth under 18 can be sued 
although under law they can not sign a contract, people with developmental disabilities can be served while also 
having to defend themselves unless they have the funds and access necessary to hire an attorney, and people in jail 
and prison can be served although they have no ability to challenge that service in court – all representing a violation 
of Constitutional and human rights to due process.	  

18. Increasingly injunctions name a “gang” rather than individuals, and treat the gang as a corporate entity.  This wrongly 
assumes that street associations have sophisticated organizational and communications infrastructures capable to 
notifying and defending all who are at risk.  This further requires that anyone who wants to challenge the argument 
for an injunction in court must claim they are a leader or “shot caller” in the gang, rocking them to either perjure 
and/or incriminate themselves in order to defend themselves.  This is, of course, a gross violation of a person’s 
Constitutional right not to incriminate themselves. 	  
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19. Finally, as described above, communities have no opportunity to be represented, or to represent their own interests 
in court, despite the fact that all residents can be greatly impacted by an injunction and the resulting harms previously 
listed.      	  
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