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Honorable Mayor and Members of the Whittier City Council,

I am writing this follow-up communication to address my personal concerns regarding Agenda
Item 8.D — Drone First Responder Program, Agenda Item 10.A — Standard Operating
Procedures for Response to ICE Presence, and SOPs 64, 65, and 66.

My previous communication addressed broader community concerns. This letter is different.
This letter addresses my own experiences as a Whittier resident, community advocate, and the
person known by many residents through my community outreach platform, “whittiercano.”

I believe these agenda items require a deeper discussion regarding oversight, accountability,
constitutional protections, and the relationship between government technology and civil
liberties.

I want to make clear that my concerns are not about preventing lawful public safety operations
or preventing lawful enforcement activities. My concerns are about ensuring that government
power, especially technology-assisted surveillance systems, cannot operate without
meaningful oversight and constitutional safeguards.

Over the years, I have participated in peaceful community activities, including public
demonstrations and candlelight vigils. During one candlelight vigil, I experienced what
appeared to be Whittier Police Department drone activity that followed me and my family
toward our vehicle after the event. Council Member Mary Ann Pacheco was present when I
raised this concern with her afterward.

I also experienced a second incident where I believe I was followed by a Whittier Police
Department drone while leaving an event. I have documented portions of these incidents
through my own video recordings, livestreams, and witness accounts.

At the time of these incidents, I was exercising my constitutional rights to peaceful assembly,
speech, and participation in public life. I was not committing a crime, and I was not aware of
any judicial warrant or court order authorizing surveillance of me or my family.

I respectfully request that the City Council examine whether current policies provide sufficient
protections against surveillance being used in a manner that could discourage residents from
exercising their First Amendment rights.

CONCERNS REGARDING DRONE FIRST
RESPONDER PROGRAM (AGENDA ITEM 8.D)
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The proposed expansion of drone technology raises additional concerns because the City is
increasing its ability to conduct aerial observation and collect information.

My concern is not only what the technology can do, but who is accountable when it is used.

The City should not rely solely on internal procedures or vendor assurances. Strong oversight
should include:

• Clear policies defining when drones may be deployed.
• Documentation of every deployment.
• Independent review of drone use.
• Protection against surveillance based on political activity or public criticism.
• Public reporting regarding deployments.
• Clear rules regarding recording, retention, and access to video.

I am particularly concerned about the possibility that artificial intelligence, automated
systems, or vendor-managed platforms may create a situation where accountability becomes
unclear.

Technology should assist public servants, not replace human responsibility.

The City and the Police Department must remain accountable for decisions made through
these systems.

CONCERNS REGARDING ICE RESPONSE SOPs 64, 65,
AND 66
The City’s responsibility to protect employees and maintain operations is important. However,
these policies must also protect residents who may be fearful of government contact or
immigration enforcement activity.

The policies should clearly state:

• City employees are not immigration enforcement officers.
• Residents will not be targeted based on race, ethnicity, language, or perceived immigration
status.
• Confidential resident information will not be voluntarily disclosed without legal authority.
• Lawful protest, advocacy, and public participation will not be treated as suspicious activity.

Many residents participate in public meetings, demonstrations, and community organizing
because they believe in making Whittier better. They should not fear that exercising those
rights could result in government monitoring.

CONCERN REGARDING LACK OF INDEPENDENT
OVERSIGHT
My greatest concern regarding these agenda items is the absence of clearly defined
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independent oversight.

All three areas involve significant government authority:

• Aerial surveillance technology.
• Information collection.
• Communication regarding immigration enforcement activity.

The City should consider creating stronger safeguards before implementation, including:

• A public oversight process.
• Regular reporting to the City Council.
• Audits of technology use.
• A complaint and review process for alleged misuse.
• Transparency regarding vendor technology capabilities.
• Clear accountability when technology contributes to government decisions.

Residents should never be told that accountability belongs to a machine, an algorithm, or a
private technology company.

Government officials remain responsible for protecting constitutional rights.

REQUEST TO THE CITY COUNCIL
I respectfully request that the Council consider postponing approval or implementation of
these items until stronger oversight measures are adopted.

Specifically, I request:

1. A public discussion regarding constitutional protections and surveillance safeguards.

2. Written policies protecting First Amendment activities.

3. Independent review of drone deployments.

4. Transparency regarding AI-assisted or automated decision-making systems.

5. Protection against profiling and discriminatory enforcement practices.

6. A community oversight mechanism for concerns involving these technologies and
policies.

I am bringing these concerns forward because I care about Whittier and the people who call
this city home. Public safety and constitutional rights should not be competing values. A
strong city protects both.

Thank you for your consideration. I respectfully request that this communication be entered
into the public record.

Respectfully,
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Rolando Cano
Whittier Resident
Community Advocate
“whittiercano”
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