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INTRODUCTION

In accordance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure Procedure 24, Michael J.
Vogler (“Vogler” or “Proposed Intervenor”) hereby respectfully moves for leave to
intervene in order to enforce his constitutional rights under the Second and
Fourteenth Amendments of the Unites States Constitution.

In practical terms, The State of California’s current unconstitutionally
oppressive licensing scheme! has nullified Proposed Intervenor’s natural rights
described in the Second Amendment of the United States Constitution.

Vogler’s intervention is necessary here because the Court’s decision,
following the en banc re-hearing order of March 26, 2015, will directly affect his
Second Amendment right to right to keep and bear arms outside the home for
lawful self-defense, and may adversely impact his ability to defend those rights in
an on-going action against the Pasadena Police Chief and the City of Pasadena,
involving the exact same question of law regarding “good cause” for the issuance
of Concealed Carry Permit (CCW).

The Court should grant Proposed Intervenor’s Motion because it is timely,

the outcome of this case has a direct bearing on Proposed Intervenor’s

! Under California law, open carry is prohibited in virtually all of the state, including open carry in Pasadena,
regardless of whether the weapon is loaded or unloaded. See Cal. Penal Code §§ 26150, 26155. The only acceptable
way a typical responsible, law-abiding citizen can carry a weapon in public for the lawful purpose of self-defense,
and thereby exercise his Second Amendment right, is with a concealed carry permit. Id. §§ 26150, 26155.
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constitutional rights and interests, and his ability to vindicate ongoing
constitutional deprivations by the government (Pasadena) against him.

Pursuant to 9th Circuit Rule 27-1, Proposed Intervenor conferred with
Appellees on April 21, 2015 who stated they will not oppose this motion.

FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

On February 13, 2014, the Court issued a precedential and binding opinion
in the case of Peruta v. County of San Diego, 742 F.3d 1144 (9" Cir. 2014) which
concluded that the Second Amendment provides a responsible, law-abiding citizen
with the right to carry an operable handgun outside the home for the purpose of
self-defense, and that right establishes “good cause” for the purposes of applying
for and the issuing of a license to carry a concealed handgun in California. (Dkt no.
116)

On February 28, 2014, the Court issued an order to Stay the Issuance of the
Mandate. (Dkt no. 126)

On March 11, 2014, in consideration of the Court’s Peruta
decision, Plaintiff submitted an application for a license to carry a concealed
handgun with the Pasadena Police Department for lawful self-defense. (Exhibit
A). Over the following nine weeks Plaintiff completed all the statutory licensing

requirements for the issuance of a concealed weapon permit under California Penal

Code §§ 26155, 26165, 26185.
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Despite meeting all statutory requirements, including “good cause”, as defined
in the Court’s February 13, 2104 Peruta decision, on May 29, 2014, the Pasadena
Chief of Police denied his application on the unconstitutional grounds that “Good
cause was not demonstrated for the issuance of a concealed weapons permit” and
the “applicant must show that they are dealing with circumstances that distinguish
them from other members of the public”, notwithstanding the issuance of mandate
in Peruta. (Exhibit B)

Having no other available remedy to enforce his Second Amendment right

and the binding law of the circuit, on September 23, 2015, Plaintiff filed a
complaint with the United States Federal Court, Central District of California®
(D.C. dkt no. 1)?

On September 24, 2014, Plaintiff filed an ex parte application requesting
declaratory and injunctive relief from Pasadena’s unconstitutional deprivation of
his Second and Fourteenth Amendment right, and to process his application
pursuant to law. (D.C. dkt no. 7)?

On October 20, 2014, ignoring Plaintiff’s request for injunctive and
declaratory relief, and before Pasadena even filed an answer, the district court

wrongly stayed the case, indefinitely, pending the issuance of mandate in Peruta,

2D.C. 2:14-cv-07411-SJ0O-SS
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despite having a non-discretionary duty to enforce binding Ninth Circuit precedent.
(D.C. Dkt no. 33)2

On October 29, 2014, Proposed Intervenor filed an interlocutory appeal with
this Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1291(a)(1)>. (9™ Cir. Dkt. no 3)°.

Meanwhile, on December 12, 2014, despite Peruta’s binding and non-
discretionary effect on the District Court, the lower court continued a scheduled
December 15, 2014 Status Conference regarding Peruta until April 13, 2015,
without acting on Proposed Intervenor’s motion for injunctive and declaratory
relief from Pasadena’s continuing constitutional deprivations (D.C. Dkt. no. 44)?2

On February 26, 2015, this Court dismissed the interlocutory appeal by
Proposed Intervenor’s for lack of jurisdiction. (9" Cir. Dkt. no. 14)°

On March 10. 20135, Proposed Intervenor filed a motion for reconsideration
and request to treat appeal as Writ of Mandamus (directing lower court to apply
binding precedent of this court). (9" Cir. Dkt. no. 15)°

However, on March 26, 2015, the Court ordered Peruta to be reheard en
banc, providing that the “three-judge panel opinion [Peruta v. County of San

Diego, 742 F.3d 1144 (9th Cir. 2014)]..shall not be cited as precedent by or to any

3 Ninth Circuit Docket 14-56722
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court of the Ninth Circuit”. (Dkt no. 194) and thereby dramatically and
detrimentally altering Proposed Intervenor’s legal position in the lower court.

Accordingly, citing the Court’s March 26, 2015 no-citing order in Peruta v.
County of San Diego, 10-56971, Proposed Intervenor withdrew his appellate
motion for reconsideration and mandamus on April 1, 2015. (9" Cir. Dkt. no. 16)?

On April 10, 2014 the lower court again continued a scheduled April 13,
2015 Status Conference regarding Peruta until October 13, 2015. (D.C. Dkt. no.
52)2

As of the filing of this Motion to Intervene, Proposed Intervenor’s Second
and Fourteenth Amendment rights continue to unconstitutionally languish, and
may continue to languish until this case is fully adjudicated.

ARGUMENT

Proposed Intervenor is entitled to intervene in this case because he meets the
requirements for intervention as of right under Rule 24(a) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure.

Proposed Intervenor also satisfies the requirements for permissive
intervention under Rule 24(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

I. Proposed Intervenor is Entitled to Intervene As of Right under Rule 24(a).

Rule 24(a) provides:

On timely motion, the court must permit anyone to intervene who . . .
claims an interest relating to the property or transaction that is the

5
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subject of the action, and is so situated that disposing of the action
may as a practical matter impair or impede the movant’s ability to

protect its interest, unless existing parties adequately represent that
interest.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a). The Ninth Circuit “construe[s] the Rule broadly in
favor of proposed intervenors” in an analysis that is guided by “practical and

equitable considerations.” Wilderness Soc’y v. U.S. Forest Serv., 630 F.3d 1173,

1179 (9th Cir. 2011) (en banc) (internal quotations omitted). According to the
Ninth Circuit, its “liberal policy in favor of intervention serves both efficient
resolution of issues and broadened access to the courts.” 1d

The Ninth Circuit utilizes a four-part test to determine whether intervention
as a matter of right is warranted:

(1) the motion must be timely; (2) the applicant must claim a

“significantly protectable” interest relating to the property or

transaction which is the subject of the action; (3) the applicant

must be so situated that disposition of the action may as a practical

matter impair or impede his ability to protect that interest; and

(4) the applicant’s interest must be inadequately represented by
the parties to the action.

Wilderness Soc’y, 630 F.3d at 117 (internal quotations omitted); Prete v.

Bradbury, 438 F.3d 949, 954 (9" Cir. 2006) (internal quotations omitted). “[T]he

requirements are broadly interpreted in favor of intervention”. Prete, 438 F.3d at

954.
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As the Ninth Circuit instructs, “allowing parties with a practical interest in
the outcome of [the case] to intervene” reduces and eliminates “future litigation

involving related issues,” and enables “an additional interested party to express its

views before the court.” United States v. City of L.A., 288 F.3d 391, 398 (9th Cir.

2002). Where the rights of an applicant for intervention may be substantially
affected by the disposition of the matter, “he should, as a general rule, be entitled

to intervene.” Sw. Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Berg, 268 F.3d 810, 822

(quoting 15 Fed. R. Civ. P. Rule 24 Advisory Committee Notes). Courts should

focus on the “future effect pending litigation will have” on the intervenor’s

interests. Syngenta Seeds, Inc. v. Cnty of Kauai, 2014 WL 1631830, at *5 (quoting

Parker v. Nelson, 160 F.R.D. 118, 122 (D. Neb. 1994)).

a. Proposed Intervenor has significant protectable interests at stake.
The “significant protectable interests” test, which requires only “an interest
that is protected under some law”, and a “relationship” between that interest and

the claims at issue. City of Los Angeles, 288 F.3d at 398. Moreover, “[t]he

“Interest” test in not a clear-cut or bright-line rule, because “[n]o specific legal or
equitable interest need be established.” Id. “Instead, the “interest” test directs

courts to make a “practical, threshold inquiry” and “is primarily a practical guide
to disposing of lawsuits by involving as many apparently concerned persons as is

compatible with efficiency and due process” Id. (citation omitted).
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Proposed Intervenor has significant protectable constitutional rights and
interests under the Second and Fourteenth Amendments of the United States
Constitution, which may be significantly impaired, or even deprived, by the Peruta
outcome, because the standard for determining “good cause” for issuing a
concealed carry permit may be left in the subjective and discretionary hands of
local officials, with disparate application of that standard to individual applicants
(or to selected “friends” or those officials), rather than a uniform and
constitutionally objective standard applicable to all citizens.

Because Proposed Intervenor’s Second Amendment rights are at issue, the
significant protectable interests test it met.

b. The disposition of this action may as a practical matter impair or
impede Proposed Intervenor’s ability to protect his constitutional
interest.

The Court’s En Banc Rehearing Order of March 26, 2014, directly impairs
Proposed Intervenor’s ability to protect his constitutional interests because it
effectively rescinded the non-discretionary objective standard of “good cause”,
which is required for concealed carrying under the State’s statutory scheme, and
Proposed Intervenor acted, over one year ago, in reliance on the Peruta decision of

February 13, 2014. As a practical matter, en banc rehearing may make it

impossible for Proposed Intervenor to defend his constitutional rights in the future.
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No specific legal or equitable interest is required; an interest is “significantly

133

protectable” so long as it is “‘protectable under some law’” and “‘there is a

relationship between the legally protected interest and the [plaintiffs’] claims.””

Sw. Ctr. for Biological Diversity v. Berg, 268 F.3d 810, 818 (9th Cir. 2001)

(quoting Sierra Club v. U. S. Envtl. Prot. Agency, 995 F.2d 1478, 1484 (9th Cir.
1993), and where applicants seeks to intervene on appeal post-decision, the second
prong of the Rule 24(a)(2) analysis may be satisfied by the opinion’s “precedential

impact” on applicant’s interest. Day v. Apolonia, 505 F.3d 963, 965 (9th Cir.

2007), 965; (see Green v. Unites States, 996 F.2d 973, 944 (9th Cir. 1993)
(“Intervention may be required when considerations of stare decisis indicate that
an applicant’s interest will be practically impaired”).

There is no doubt, because of political passions on both side of the
concealed carry issue, that the en banc decision of the Court will result in a
constitutional level, enforceable binding precedent; and whether Proposed
Intervenor will be rightly allowed to exercise his Second Amendment right to keep
and bear arms outside the home for lawful self-defenses, or continue to be deprived
of his constitutional right by an disparately oppressive government.

¢. Proposed Intervenor’s Motion is Timely.

Third, Proposed Intervenor’s Motion is Timely. The Ninth Circuit evaluates

the timeliness of a motion to intervene under three criteria: (1) the stage of the
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proceeding; (2) potential prejudice to other parties; and (3) the reason for any delay

in moving to intervene. See, e.g., Nw. Forest Res. Council v. Glickman, 82 F.3d

825, 836-37 (9th Cir. 1996).

Proposed Intervenor’s’ Motion satisfies all criteria for timely intervention.
This case is still in litigation: Proposed Intervenor filed the Motion to Intervene
less only four weeks after the Court’s March 26, 2015 order to rehear en banc,
effectively rescinding its prior “good cause” precedent, resulting in continued
deprivation of his constitutional rights by Pasadena without apparent end.

Further, Appellees will not be prejudiced if Proposed Intervenor is allowed
to intervene because the prejudice inquiry asks only whether the parties will be
prejudiced “from granting the motion at this time rather than earlier,” Day, 505
F.3d at 966 (emphasis added) because Proposed Intervenor will not be injecting
any new issues into the litigation, but will be ensuring the results of the litigation
will be applied broadly. This may even result in a quick and efficient resolution of
the Proposed Intervenor’s current litigation, namely request for declaratory and
injunctive relief from Pasadena’s unconstitutional Second Amendment deprivation.

Proposed Intervenor agrees that, should the Court permit him to intervene,
he will comply with the current docket schedule. Thus, no prejudice, delay, or

inefficiency will result from allowing Proposed Intervenor to intervene at this time.

10
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Finally, the Court should consider the reason for any delay. Nw. Forest Res.

Council, 82 F.3d at 836-37. In measuring any delay in seeking intervention, the
inquiry looks to when the intervenor first became aware that [his] interests would

no longer be adequately protected by the parties” San Jose Mercury News, Inc. v.

Unites States Dist. Court — N. Dist., 187 F.3d 1096, 1101 (9th Dir. 1999); see also

Day, 505 F.3d (stating that the “mere lapse of time, without more, is not
necessarily a bar to intervention”)

Proposed Intervenor’s position of enforcing his Second Amendment right to
bear arms outside the home for self-defense was dramatically altered by the Court
March 26, 2015 by ordering rehearing en banc. Accordingly Proposed Intervenor
filed this Motion to Intervene as quickly as possible; less than 30 days after the
Court’s en banc order. The motion is timely.

Plaintiff’s May Not Adequately Represent Proposed Intervenor’s
Interests.

The burden of showing inadequate representation is minimal, and the
applicant need only show that representation of its interests by existing parties

“‘may be’ inadequate.” Sw. Ctr. for Biological Diversity, 268 F.3d at 823 (quoting

Trbovich v. United Mine Workers, 404 U.S. 528, 538 n.10 (1972)); Sagebrush

Rebellion, Inc. v. Watt, 713 F.2d 525, 528 (9th Cir. 1983) (“[T]he burden of

making this showing is minimal.”).

11
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The Ninth Circuit has held that “[i]nadequate representation is most likely to
be found when the applicant asserts a personal interest that does not belong to the

general public.” Forest Conservation Council v. U.S. Forrest Service, 66 F.3d

1489, 1499 (9th Cir. 1995).

Proposed Intervenor has a specific interest in the issuance of a CCW Permit
which belongs uniquely to him, not the general public, because, but for the
question of the definition of “good cause”, he otherwise qualifies for issuance of
the license. While the question before the Court is one that will have far reaching
impacts on the constitutional rights of everyone within the Ninth Circuit, perhaps
the nation, Proposed Intervenor’s right to obtain a CCW permit from Pasadena is
specific to him, and does determine that qualifications of others to be granted such
permits, in Pasadena or elsewhere. Proposed Intervenor’s interest belongs to him,
exclusively. Consequently his rights may not be adequately represented by current
plaintiffs, and he should be allowed to intervene.

Accordingly, he meets all of the requirements for intervention as of right
under Rule 24(a) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

II. The Court Should Grant Permissive Intervention under Rule 24(b).

Proposed Intervenor also satisfies the requirements for permissive

intervention under Rule 24(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

12
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As with intervention of right, under Rule 24(b), “the Ninth Circuit upholds a

liberal policy in favor of intervention.” Nw. Envtl. Advocates v. U.S. Envtl. Prot.

Agency, No. 3:12-cv-01751-AC, 2014 WL 1094981, at *2 (D. Or. Mar. 19, 2014);

see, e.g., United States v. Alisal Water Corp., 370 F.3d 915, 919 (9th Cir. 2004)

(“In determining whether intervention is appropriate, courts are guided primarily
by practical and equitable considerations, and the requirements for intervention are

to be broadly interpreted in favor of intervention.”); Wilderness Soc’y, 630 F.3d at

1179; City of L.A., 288 F.3d at 397. This liberal policy favoring intervention
allows for “both efficient resolution of issues and broadened access to the courts.”
Id. at 397-98.

Permissive intervention is appropriate where there is “(1) an independent
ground for jurisdiction; (2) a timely motion; and (3) a common question of law and

fact between the movant’s claim or defense and the main action.” Blum v. Merrill

Lynch Pierce Fenner & Smith Inc., 712 F.3d 1349, 1353 (9th Cir. 2013). Courts

also consider whether intervention would cause undue delay or prejudice. See Fed.
R. Civ. P. 24(b)(3). Importantly, under Rule 24(b), a proposed intervenor need not
demonstrate inadequate representation, or a direct interest in the subject matter of

the challenged action. Kootenai Tribe of Idaho v. Veneman, 313 F.3d 1094, 1108

(9th Cir. 2002). Moreover, “[w]here the proposed intervenor in a federal-question

13
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case brings no new claims, the jurisdictional concern drops away.” Freedom from

Religion Found., Inc. v. Geithner, 644 F.3d 836, 844 (9th Cir. 2011).

Here, Proposed Intervenor has “asserted an interest in” the challenged
legislation of the “good cause” requirement under California’s statutory CCW
licensing scheme. supra pp. 9-11, and that interest is sufficient to establish an
independent basis for jurisdiction. Further because Proposed Intervenor asserts
federal-question jurisdiction, namely unconstitutional deprivation of his Second
and Fourteenth Amendment rights, in relation to the State’s CCW license scheme,
the first criterion for permissive intervention plainly is met.

Also, Proposed Intervenor’s Motion for Leave to Intervene is “timely,”,
because he filed this motion as quickly as possible following the Court’s March 26
order to rehear Peruta en banc. Supra pp 11-13. Furthermore, Proposed
Intervenor further agrees to abide by the current briefing schedule, if the Court
concludes that the schedule is appropriate.

Finally, Proposed Intervenor undeniably shares “a common question of law
or fact [with] the main action,” Blum, 712 F.3d at 1353, because Plaintiff’s seek to
address precisely the legal and factual issues, namely what defines “good cause”
raised in Plaintiffs’ complaint (see Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(b)(1)(B) (permissive
intervention is appropriate where an applicant “has a claim or defense that shares

with the main action a common question of law or fact”)).

14
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By being allowed to intervene, Proposed Intervenor will significantly
contribute to the Court’s ability to effectively and efficiently understand the
constitutional questions at issue and quickly resolve this case.

In sum, Proposed Intervenor’s substantial interests in his constitutional right
to bear arms outside the home for self-defense is directly threatened by an adverse
ruling in this case. See Fed. R. Civ. P. 24, Advisory Committee Notes (“If an
absentee would be substantially affected in a practical sense by the determination
made in an action, he should, as a general rule, be entitled to intervene.”).

CONCLUSION

Proposed Intervenor meets all the requirements to Intervene in this case.
Accordingly, the Court should grant Proposed Intervenor’s motion as of right
under Rule 24(a) or, in the alternative, it should grant him permissive intervention
under Rule 24(b).

Respectfully Submitted,

/s/ Michael J. Vogler
Michael J. Vogler

Proposed Intervenor
Attorney — Appearing Pro se

April 22, 2015

15
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DECLARATION OF MICHAEL J. VOGLER

I, MICHAEL J. VOGLER, declare:

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in California, and am a sole
practitioner appearing Pro se in this matter. I have personal knowledge of
the following facts and if called upon to testify, would and could do so
competently as follows. However, because the declaration is for a limited
purpose, it does not include all facts I know about the matter.

2. Attached as Exhibit A hereto is a true and correct copy of plaintiff’s
application for License to Carry a Concealed Weapon, date March 11,
2014.

3. Attached as Exhibit B hereto is a true and correct copy of Defendant
Sanchez’s letter to Plaintiff dated May 29, 2014.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that

the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on April 21, 2015 in Pasadena, California.

/s/ Michael J. Vogler
Michael J. Vogler

Proposed Intervenor
Attorney — Appearing Pro se

16
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of t/t‘re Information dlscl? by Te in this application may be subject to public disclosure. ( 7
5 [ [/

7 ficant Signature _ Déte
/ ‘ .
— =/
e 333, S el dd b
Witness Signature -~ Badge Number Date

Section 1 Apphcant Persona! information :

*'@C_;\Lif“ ¥ M,LCJ"\ £ 3 Cﬂ”u"\

| ast Nage First Namea Middle Name

It Appicable, Maiden Name or Other Names(s) Used

Nsad e Les npeles Oniledd Slales

City of Residence County of Rea dehde Country of Cilizehship
Y Ly ,\
=
& h,‘v; L!éf \\x’“‘i&“? X i (A
Date of Birth Place of Binth (City, Countiyl Statey— -
& {. fi 4L 703 n i H \ - o
G- L 220 Ui é—gv"?‘)' 24 Stk k‘”) e Y

Height ' Weight EYe‘CﬁFor Ha:r Color + (s

Section 2 - Appi:cant Clearance Questncns

1. Do vou now have, or have you ever had, a fcense to carry 2 concealed weapon (Cf‘W)’? If ves, plea MYES FANO
enter the issuing agency name, issue date and CCW license number. Use additional pages if nmc':ssury_ o -

{ssuing Agency fssus Date CCW No.
£ Have you evar applied for and been denied a COW license? If yes, pleass enler the agency name, daie
and the reason for danial.

s [¥NO

Agancy Mams Date

‘aason ior Lenial

o0
(l) :

P AP

2 Have you ever held and subsequently renounced your Unitted States aitizenship? If yes. please explain. [ IYES o
|

i

4 i vou served with the Armed Foroes, were you ever convicted of any charges or was your discharges other Tveg 5 ki ,]Q
than honorable? I yes, plesse explain. —
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F IALIFORMLA CEPARTMENT OF LSTCOE
2R 1) CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BA3E < o113
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION
FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

.. 13
?’ =
Il!

l”

Are you now, or have yol: been, & party to a lawsuit in the last five years? I yes, plsass explain. E?fés INO

%U-C.\? Lowwr Coae wupi\,-'v:j C'J:Uiév C“-—’":‘_}ff““%? e-d "SZWM'}.A .

w

6. Are you now, or have you been, subject {o a restraining order(s) from any court? If yes, please explain. [IYES [ZM0

/. Are you on probation or parole fram any state for conviction of any offense including traffic? If yes, please [CIYES =Ko
expiain,

8. Ust all traffic violations {moving viofations only) and motor vehicle accidents you have had in the last five years. Use

additional pages if necessary. _ _ A . N i
ol VC 9 22 Soes doas b dve (e Udiagin,
Drate Violaticn/Ac mde“‘f < T ‘*:_}! Agency Citation No
Date Violation/Accident Agency Citation MNo
Date Violgtion/Accident Anency Citation Mo.
Date Violation/Accident Agency Ciliation Mo
W Violation/Accident Agancy Citetion No™

civilan or military} in the U.S. or any oiher
wcy, charges and disposition.

9. Have you ever been convicted of any caminal of"en
couniry? B yes, please explain including the dat

|

Eﬂ in
[{r ]
| ,-—-,

e

1T e Lo st m el A Fom ek PR [Ty o T PP S B JU R o annrove £y fooom o HE=ereY Py |
L Hgve youwiinneld any 1|0y INsT Mgt anect Ing Cedision o approve this license? y\:S. [BHSIERIISE 0=t HE N S o it A
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BATALIFORAA CEPARTMENT O

R 112012 CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE P
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

STANDARD INITIAL. AND RENEWAL APPLICATION
FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

Section 3. Descr[ptlon of Weapons

List below the weapons you desire to carry if g{anted a CCW I icense, Yc:u may carry conceaied or;ly the weapon(s) which
you list and describe herein, and only for the purpose indicated. Any misuse will cause an automatic revocation and possibie

arregt. Use additional pages if necessary. o
Gloek 2% 40 NNFF|3

Model Caliber Seral Number
Make Model Caliber Sernal Number
Make Madel Caliber Serial Number

;_nse Cond:tlons anr! Pestnc:t:ons

The imensee is respon5|ble For all !|ab|I|ty for, injury o, or d-ﬂath of any person or damage to any property whlch may result
through any act or omission of either the licenses or the agency that issued the license. In the event any claim, suit, or action
is brought against the agency that issued the license, its chief officer or any of its employees, by reason of, or in connection
with any such act or amissian, the licensee shall defend, indemnify, and hald harmless the agency that issued the license, its
chief officer or any of its employees fram such claim, suit, or astian.

The licensee authorizes the licensing agency to investigate, as they deem necessary, the licenses's record and character to
ascertain any and all information which may congern hisfher qualifications and justification to be issued a license to carry a
concealed weapon and release said agency of any and all liability arising out of such investigation.

While exercising the privileges granted to the licensee under the terms of this license, the licensee shall not, when carrying &
concealed weapon:

*

Consume any alcoholic beverage.

Be in a piace having a primary purpose of dispensing alcoholic beverages for on-site consumption
+ Be under the influence of any medication or drug, whether prescribed or not.

- Refuse {0 show the license or surrender the concealed weapon to any peace officer upon demand.
« Impede any peace officer in the performance of hisfher duties.

Present himseli/hersell as a peace officer o any person unless ha/she is. in fact
California law.

Unjustiiiably display a concealed weapon.

- Carry a concealed weapon not lisied on the permit,

- Carry a concealed weapen a2t times or circumstances other than those specified in the permit.

& peace officer as defined by

.
4]

Title 49, szction 46505 of the United States Code states th I;cm:e o carry a corcealed weaporn do
sor fo carry & firearm, lear gas, or any dangerous weapon aboard commercial aifines. Further, a
at hef sFae is carrying such ¥ strearm {2ar gas, or any da"lg rous weapon BEFORE entering the boarding

f
=F
termingl where the securty checks are made. Such violation can result in arrest by iaw enforcement.

Any violalion of these restrictions or conditions may invalid
until reinstated by the Hoensing awhority. Ary arre r
nituenes of alcohot and/or dr i f

e and may void any u

fony or serious mis demeancr, incl 'r"m




(26 of 36)
Case: 11-16255, 04/22/2015, ID: 9504505, DktEntry: 132-2, Page 5 of 14

CERARTUVELT OF

s aalbipiind CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE T s
BUREAU OF FIREARMS
STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION

FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

Secr:on 5- Appilcable Cal:forma Pena! Code Secuons e

The follovwng Penal Gode sections are of special lmportance to the holder of a CCW license regarcimg the use,
carrying, and storage of firearms:

Penal Code section 26180 - False Statement on Application Form

{(8) Any person who files an application reguired by Section 26175 knowing that statements contained therein are false is
guilty of & misdemeanor.

{by Any person who knowingly makes a false statement on the application regarding any of tha following is guilty of & felony.
( 1) The deniai or revecation of a license, or the denial of an amendment to a license, issued pursuant to this arnticle.

{2y Acriminal conviction.

(3) Afinding of not guilty by reasan of insanity.
(4) The use of a controlied substance.
(3) A dishoncrable discharge from military service.
{8) A commitment to a mental institution.
(7) A renunciation of United States citizenship.

Penal Code section 192 - Manslaughter

Manslaughter is the unlawful killing of a human being without malice.

{a) Voluntary - upon a sudden guarrei or heat of passion.

(b fnvoluntary - in the commission of an unlawiul aci, not amounting to a felony; or in the commission of & lawful act which
might produce death, in an unlawiul mannsr, or without due caution and circumspection. This subdivision shall not apply
o acts.committed in the driving of a vebhicle.

Penal Code section 197 - Justifiable Homicide; Any Person
Hamicide is aiso justifiable when committed by any person in any of the following casss’

1. When resisting any attempt to murder any person, or to commit & felony, or to do some great bodily injury upon any
PErsOn; or,
2 When committed in defense of habitation, property, or person, against one wha manifestly intends or endeavors, by

violence ar surgrise, to commit a felony, or against one who manifestly intends and endeavors, in & viclent, riotous or
tumuliuous manner, to enter the habitation of ancther for the purpose of ofiering violence to any person therein,; or

3 When commitied in the lawful defense of such person, or of a wife or husband, parent, child, master, mistress or
servant of such person, when there is reasonable ground to apprehend a design to commit a felony or v do some
greal body injury, and imminent danger of such design being accomplished; but such person, or the person in
whose behalf the defense was made, if ha was the assallant or engagad in mutual combat, must really and in good
faith have endeavered fo decline any further struggle before the homicide was committsd, or

4 Whern necessarily committed in attemnpling, by lawiul ways and means, 0 apprehend any person for any felony
commitied, or in lawiully suppressing any rict, or in lawiully keeping and pr@scmnn the peace.

Penal Code seciion 188 - Justifiable Homicide; Sufficiency of Fear
A barﬂ ear of the commission of any of the offenses meniioned in subdivisions 2 and 3 of Section - 97 ao P evuﬂn 'hsf*h
sia o

homicide may be lawfully commitied, 1s not sufficient to justify it But the circums
of

a r—aqonable person, and the party Killing must have acted under the influence of such fears 'zlm e
Fenat Code sectien 155 - Jusiifiable and Excusable Homicide; Dischargs of Defendant
T hornicide appearnng (o be justifiable or excusable, the person indictsd must, upon his tial, be fully
diacharged
Penal Code section 25100 - Criminal Storage of Firearm
fay Except as provided in Section 25105, & person commiis the orime of "oriminsl siorage of a frearmn of the first degres" |f
all of the ?’aiio vINg conditions are satishied.
(1) The person keeps any loaded firearm within any oremi SES t"aat ars under ine person's custody or conirol
{2) The peraon knows or reasonably snould kriow that a child is likely to gain access o the firearm without the

permissicn of the child's parent or isgal guardian,
{3} The child obtains access to the firearm and thereby causes death or great bodily injury to the child or any other

pErson.
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DERARTMENT OF JISTCE

Sy CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE ST ETeE
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION
FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

Section 5 Appilcable Cailforma Penal Code Sectlons Contlnued

(b} Except as provided in Section 251 03, a person commits the crime Ur"crirnlnal storage of a firearm of the second degree"
if all of the following conditions are satisfisd:
(1) The person keeps any loaded firearm within any premises that are under the person's custody or conirol.
(2) The person knows or reasonably should kriow that a child is likely to gain access io the firearm without the permission
of the child's parent or legal guardian.
(3) The child obtains access to the firearm and thereby causes injury, other than great bodily injury, to the shild or any
other person, or carmes the jirearm either to a public place or in violation of Section 417.

Penal Code section 25105 - Exceptions

Section 25100 does not apply whenever any of the following occurs:

{a) Tne child obtains the firearm as a result of an illegal entry to any premises by any person.

(b) The firearm is kept in a locked container or in a location that a reasonable person would belisva to be sacure.

(c) The firearm is carried on the person or within close enough proximity thereto that the individual cen readily refrieve and
use the firearm as if carried on the person.

(d) The firearm is locked with & locking device, as defined in Section 16860, which has rendared the firearm inoperable.

(g) The person is & peace officer or a mamizer of the Armed Forges or the National Guard and the child obtains the firearm
during, or incidental to, the performance of the person's duties.

(f) The child obtains, or obtains and discharges, the firearm in a lawful act of self-defense for defense of another person.

{g) The person who keeps a loaded firearm an any premise that is under the person's custody or corirol has no reascnable
expactation, based on objective facts and circumstances, that a child is likely to be present on the premise.

Penal Code section 25200 - Storage of Firearm where Child Cbtains Access and Carries Firearm Off-Premises

{a} If all of the following conditions are satisfied, a person shall be punished by imprisonment in a county jail not exceeding
one year, by a fine not exceeding one thousand dailars ($1,000), or by both that imprisoniment and fine;

{1) The person keeps a pistol, revolver, or other firearm capabile of being concealed upen the parson, loaded or
unloaded, within any premises that are under the person's custody or control,

{2y The person kriows of rﬁasonably should know that a child is likely to gain access to that firearm without the
permission of the chitd's parent or legal guardian,

{(3) The child abtains access to that firearm and thereafier carries thai firearm off-pramises.

() If all of the following conditions are salisiied, a person shall be punished by imprisonment in a county jail not exceeding

one year, by a fine not exceeding five thousand dollars (35,000}, or by both that imprisenment and fine;

{1y The parson keeps any firearm within any premises that are under the person's custody or conirol.

{2} The person knows or reasonably should know that a child is likely gain access to the fireanm without the permission
of the child's parent or legal guardian

{3) The child obtains access {o the firearm and thereaiter carries that firearm off-premises
orescheol, elementary school, middle school, high school, or to any schoot-sponserad
wiether occurring on schoal grounds or elsewhers,

{c) A pistol, revolver, or other firearm capzable of baing concealed upon the person that 2 ohild gaing access to and sarries
off-premises in violation of this section shail be deemed "used 0 the commission of any misdemesanor as provided in this
code or any felony” for the purpose of Section 29300 regarding the authority fo confiscate firsarms and other deadly
WEaDpnns as a nuisance.

() As used in this seolion, "off-premises” means premises other than the premises whers the firearm was siored

L As Use L Lit

any public or privaie
e,

i
v ECLVILV or periormance.

o

Fenal Code section 25205 - Exceptions

Section 20200 does not apoly i any

@y The z:hfca stains the firearm as a

arm s kept in REC 1 L2

arm i is lom_cz w%th & o-“}f._ing dev‘roa, as o
3

et

o

(V{:‘

g
w5
== {1

)

Thc r TS0 IS & pﬁace cificer ar a member of the Armed | onild obtaing the firsarm
during, or incidental {o, the performance of the person's duues

{f) The child obtaing, or obtains and discharges, the firearm in & lawful act of self- defense or defense of another DEFSOR.

{g) The person who keeps aijirearm has no reasonable expectation, based on cbjective facts and circumstances, that a chiid

is likely io be present on the premises.
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DEPLETMERT OF LISTWE

et yens CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE T oE st
BUREAU OF FIREARMS
STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION

FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCE/—\LED WEAPON

Section 6 - Agreement to Res‘trlc:tlons and to. Hold Harmless .

I accept and assume all respon3|bal|‘y and liability far injury to, or death of any person or damage to any property which may
result through an act or omission of either the licensee or the agency that issued the license. In the event any claim, suit of
action is brought against the agency that issusd the license, its chief officer or any of its employees, by reason of, or in
gonnection with any such act or omission, the licensee shall defend, indemnify, and hold harmless the agency that issued the
license, its chief officer or any of its employess from such claim, suit, or action,

| understand that the acceptance of any application by the licensing authority does not guarantee the issuance of a license
and that fees and costs are not refundable if denied. | further understand that it my application is approved and | am issued a
kcense to carry a concealed weapon, thal the license is subject to resirictions placed upon it and that misuse of the license
will cause an automatic revocation and possible arrest and that the license may also be suspended or revoked at the
discretion of the licensing authority at any time. | am aware that any use of a firearm may bring criminal action or civil liability
against me,

| have read, understand, and agree {o the CCW license liability clauses, conditions, and restrictions stated in this applicatian
and Agreement to Restrictions and to Hold Harmiess.

| have read and understand the applicable Penal Code sections regarding false statements on a CCW Application,
manslaugnter, killing in defense of self or property, limitation on self-defense and defense of proparty, and child access and
firearmn storage, stated in this application.

I have read and undersiand the Firearms Prohibiting Categories attachment to this application. | further acknowledge that
these prahibiting categeries can be amanded or expanded by state or federal legislative or requiatory bodies and that any
such amendment or expansion rnay affect my eligibility to hold a CCW license.

} //f/ o

Applicant Signaturs Date/

B = 335, 5 = — /ﬁ.&
ness Signaiure’ Badge Number Date
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STATE OF CALIFORNA CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE TN e sTIcE

o e e BUREAU OF FIREARMS
STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION
FOR L]CENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

Sect:on 7 invest:gators Interwew Notes

‘\/OQLEE. M(LAWL wa
Applicant Last Name First Name Middle Name
b~ (%~ 195 vah Slo- 65 SSHe Cr 44 33 #6
Date of Birth Age Social Security No. CA Driver License/ID No.

Z lrerryE  LEpsSaES

CA Driver License Restrictions

SZo qu—égbﬂ/k 7’5’7;;7%6 %}‘,’%—vﬁé (Y Gras Q_z,;/g? 75— Sepeds

Residence Address City State Zip Code Telephone Number (Day)
Mailing Address (if different) City State  Zip Code  Telephone Number (Evening)
Spouse/Domestic Partner Last Name First Name Middle Name

Physical Address (i different than applicant) City State  Zip Code Tetephone Number

Appifcana Occupatlon’ Busmess:’Emponer Name

Z3ie . f/ﬁ—n@w/«/ c—zr@;’aﬂ// (4 Grsas” Qfﬂ%f——@fﬁd
Business/Employer Address State  Zip Code  Telephone Number

1. List all previous home addresses for the past five years. Use additional pages if necessary.

Addrass City State Zip Code
Address City Staie £Zip Code
Address City State Zip Cods
Address City Staie Zip Code
Z. Have you sver been in a mental institution, freated for mental dlinass, or baen found netguilty by reason of ——
T TIYES (80

inszniy? If yes, please syplain.

|

3. Ars you now, of have vou aver been, addicted fo 2 controfied sub
diilized an illegal controfled substance, or have vou ever reported 0
program. Ii yes, please explain.

stance Qr g!ﬁcot"s'olg or have gou.ever. CIYES [?;%@
o & deloxification or drug trestment
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STATE OF CALPORNA CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE T e o
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION
FOR LICENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON __

Section 7 - investxgator’s lnterwew Notes Contmued

4. Have you ever been involved in an incident involving fi rearms’r" lf yes, please explain. CYES [@N6

5. Have you ever been invoived in a domestic violence incident? If yes, piease explain. [IYES M

8. List any arrest or formal charges, with or without disposition, for any criminal offenses within the U.S. or m [CINO
any oiher country (civilian or military) _

/988 — ;/;7 STV Rfgr e 7HE %—i‘/m&’—' LG A /-7&4?’775&%/7 ;/Um,v

li the CCW license is desired for self-protection, the protection of others, or for the protection of large sums of monay or
valuable property, you are required io explain and provide good cause for issuance of the license. For example, has your life
or properly been threatened or jeapardized? Explain incidents and include daies, times, locations, and names of police
agencies o which these incidents were reporiad.

Details of Reason for Applicant Desiring 2 CCW license. Use additional pages if necessary.

éfﬂ—wf‘%’ L Sele-emise
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Son 4015 (a1 9201%) CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE DEPARTMENT oF JusTICE
BUREAU OF FIREARMS
STANDARD INITIAL AND RENEWAL APPLICATION

FOR L!CENSE TO CARRY A CONCEALED WEAPON

Sect:on 8 Re

| herby gwe perm:ssnon to the agenc:y to Wthh this appi:cat:on is made to conduct a background investigation of me and to
contact any person or agency who may add to or aid in this investigation. | further authorize persons, firms, agencies and
institutions listed on this application to release or confirm information about me and statements | have made as contained in
this application.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law and pursuant to the Public Records Act (Government Code section 6250 et seq.),
I understand that information contained in this application may be a matter of public record and shall be made available upon
request or court order.

eclare under penalty of pex]ury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and comrect,

7/ /L/

L1/l
/ pllcant Signature Dhte
533y S—/r—7¢

Wltnessngnature Badge Number Date /
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BOF 4012 {Rev. 11/2012) PAGE 120f 13
ATTACHMENT

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

FIREARMS PROHIBITING CATEGORIES

State and federal law make it unlawful for certain persons to own and/or possess firearms, including:

*  Any person who is convicted of a felony, or any offense enumerated in Penal Code sections 29900 or 20905

= Any person who is orderad to not possess fireanms as a condition of prebation or other court order listed in Penal Code section 28815, subdivisions {a)
and (b}

*  Any persen who is convictsd of 2 misdemeanor listed in Penal Gode section 28305 (refer to List of Prehibiting Misdemeanors)

*  Any person who is adjudged a ward of the juvenile court because he or she committed an offense listed in Welfare and Institutions Cede section 707(L),
an offense described in Penal Code section 1203.073(h), or any offense enumerated in Penal Code section 20805

*  Any person who Is subject to a temparary restraining order or an injunction issued pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure seclions 527.6 or 527.8, a
protective order as defined in Family Code sectfon 6218, 2 brotective order [ssued pursuant to Penal Code sections 138.2 or 648.91, or a profective
order issued pursuant to Welfare and Institutions Code seciion 15657.03

*  Any person who is found by a court to be a danger to himself, herself, or others because of a mental iilness
Any person wha is found by a court to be mentally incompetent to stand triat

*  Any person who is found by a court to be not guilty by reascn of insanity

*  Any person who is adjudicated to be a mentally disordered sex offender

Any person who is placed on a conservatarship bacause he or she is gravely disabled as a result of a mental disorder, ar an impairment by chronic
alccholism

. Any person who communicates a threat to a licensed psychotherapist against a reasonably identifiable victim, that has bean reporied by the
psychotherapist to law enforcement

Any persan who is taken into custody as a danger to seif or others under Welfzre and Institutions Code section 5150, assessed under Welfare and
Institutions Code section 5151, and admittad to a mental health facility under Welfare and Institutions Code sactiens 5151, 5152, or cedified under
Welfare and Instititions Code sections 5250, 5260, and 5270.15
Any person whe is addicizd to the use of nargotics (siate and federal)

- Any parson who is under indicimant or information in any court for a crime punishable by imprisonment for a tarm excezeding one year (federal)

*  Any person who has been dischargad from the military under dishonorable congitions {federal)
Any serson whe is an illegal alien (federal)

- Any person who has renouncad his or her US Citizenship (faderal)

- Any person who is z fugitive from justice (federaly
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

BOF 4012 (Rav. 11/2012) PAGE 13of 13
ATTACHMENT

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BUREAU OF FIREARMS

FIREARMS PROHIBITING CATEGORIES

F:rearm prohibitions for misdemeanor violations of the offenses listed below are generally for ten years from the date of conviction,
but the duration of each prohibition may vary. All statutory references are to the California Penal Code, unless otherwise indicated.

» Threatening public officers, employees, and school officials (Pen. Code, §71.}

Threatening certain public officers, appoiniees, judges, stafr or their families with the intent and apparent zbility to carry out the threat

(Pen. Code, § 76.)

» Intimidating witnesses or victims (Pen. Caode, § 136.1.)

Possessing a deadly weapon with the intent to intimidate a witness (Pen. Code, § 136.5.)

Threatening witnesses, victims, or informants (Pen. Code, § 140.)

Attempiing to remove or {ake a firearm from the person or immeadiate presence of a public or peace officer (Pen. Code, § 148(d}.)

Unauthorized possession of 2 weapen in a courtroom. Courthouse, or court building, or at a public meeting {Pen. Code, § 171(b).)

Bringing into or possessing a loaded firearm within the state capital, legislative offices, etc. {Pen. Code, § 171(c).}

Taking into or possessing Joaded firzarms within the Governar's Mansion ar residence of other constitutional officers (Pen. Code, 171(d).)

Supplying, selling or giving pcssession of a firsarm to a person for pariicipation in criminal street gangs (Pen. Code, § 186.28.)

Assault (Pen. Code, §§ 240, 241.)

Battery (Pen. Code, §§ 242, 243.}

Sexual Battery (Pen. Code, § 243.4)

Assault with a stun gun or taser weapon (Pen. Code, § 244.5.)

Assault with a deadly weapon cther than a firearm, or with force likely to produce great bodily injury (Pen. Cade, § 245.)

Assault with a deadly weapon or instrument; by any means likely to preduce great bodily injury or with a stun gun or taser on a school employee
engaged in performance of duties (Pen. Code, § 245.5 )

Discharging a firearm in a grossly negligent mannar (Pen. Code, § 246.3.)

Sheoting at an unoccupied aircraft, motor vehicle, or uninhabited building or dwelling house (Pen. Cade, § 247.)

» Inflicting corporal injury on a spouse or significant other (Pen. Cade, § 273.5.)*

» Wilfully viclating a domestic protective order {Pen. Code, § 273.6.}

Drawing, exhibiting, ar using deadly weapan cther than a firearm (Fen. Code, § 417, subd. (@)(1) & (a)(2).)

Inflicting serious badily injury as a resuli of brandishing (Pen. Code, § 417.6.)

Making threats to commit a crime which will result in death or great bodily injury to another person {Pen. Code, § 422.)

Bringing into or possessing firearms upon or within public schools and grounds (Pen. Code, § 626.9.)

Stalking (Pen. Code, § §46.9.}

Armed criminal action (Pen. Code, § 258040.}

Possessing a deadly weapon with intent to commii an assauit (Pen. Code, § 17500.)

Driver of any vehicle who knowingly permits another person o discharge a firsarm from the vehicla or any parson who willfully ang maliciously
discharges 2 firearm irom a motor vehicle (Fen. Code, § 26100, subd. (b} or {d).)

Criminat possession of a firearm (Pen. Code, § 25300.)

Firearms dealer who selis, fransfers or gives possession of any firearm to a minor or 2 handgun to a person under 21 (Pen. Code, § 27510}

Various viclations invoiving sales and ransiers of firearms (Pen. Code, § 27580, subd. ().)

Parson or corporation who selis any concealable firearm to any minor (former Pen. Code, § 12100, subd. {a))

Unauthorized possession/iransportation of a machine gun {Pen. Code, § 32625)

« Possession of ammunition designed to penetrate metal or armor (Pen. Cods, § 30315.)

Carrying & concealed or loaded firsarm or other deadly waapon or waaring a pegce oiitcer uniform whila picketing (Pen. Code, §8 830,85, subd, (a)
17510, subd, {a.}

Bringing firearm relaied contraband intc juvanile hall (Well. & Inst. Code, §871.5.)

Bringing firsarm rslated contraband inio a youth suthority institution (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 1001.8.)

Purchase, possession, or receipt of & firearm or deadly weapon by 2 Unrsan raceiving in-patient ireatmeant for 2 mental disarder, or by a parson who
has communicated to a licensad peychotherapist & serious threat of physical violencs sgainst an identifiabls victim (Welf. & Inst. Code, § 8100))

- Praviding a firearm or deadly weapon to = person describsd in ‘f\fci: e ‘and Institutions Code seciions 8100 or 8103 (Weil. & Inst. Code, § B101.)

Purchass, possession, or recelpt of 2 firearm or deadiv weapon by a person who has been adjudicaiad io be a menially diserdered sex offender or
und to be menially incompaient to stand inal, or not guilly by reason of insanily, and individuals placsd under conssrvatorship
el & Insi. Code, § 8103,

.

*

*

1
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Thg following misdemeanor conviciions resuit in a lifstime prohibition:

-

ssaut with 2 firearm (Pan. Code, 88 22800, subd. (2)(1). 23513, subd. {2).)
hooting at an inhabiled or ocoupied dwealling house, building, vehicle, aircraft, housscar or camper (Pen. Cods, §
23515, subd. {b).)

= Brandishing = firearm in presence of a peace ofifcer (Pen. Code §§ 417, subd. (o), 23515, subd. (d), 28800, subd. (a)(1).)
= Two or more conviciions of Penal Code section 417, subdivision (a}(2) (Pen. Code § 29800, subd. (a}2).)

a
-
<

- A “misdemeaznor crime of domestic violence” (18 U.S.C. §§ 921{a)(33}(A), 922(g)(9).)

Note: The Department of Justice provides this document for informational purposes only. This list may not be inclusive of all firearms prohibitions,
For specific legal advice, please consult with an attorney licensed to practice law in California.
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207 N. GARFIELD AVENUE
PASADENA, CA 91101

(G26) 744-4501

PHILLIP |.. SANCHEZ
CHIEF OF PoOLICE

May 29, 2014

Mr. Michael J. Vogler

590 California Terrace

Lresca & wLfcliog

Pasadena, CA 91105

Mr. Vogler

This letter is in reference to your application for a license to carry a concealed weapon. After
careful consideration of your application and interview on May 23, 2014, it has been determined
you will not be granted a CCW permit for the following reason: Good cause was not
demonstrated for the issuance of a concealed weapons permit.

The Administrative Services Section provides the following update on the inquiries about the
Pasadena Police Department’s CCW permit process.

In the recent case of Peruta v. County of San Diego, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled
that if an applicant for a CCW permit otherwise meets state law criteria, “concern for one’s
personal safety alene” may be sufficient to establish “good cause” needed for the procurernent of
a permit to carry a concealed weapon. The Ninth Circuit’s ruling has received significant
attention, and ultimately the matter may receive further appellate consideration.

Recognizing that the Peruta litication is far from complete, the City of Pasadena will continue to
apply its current “good cause™ policy, which requires that applicants must demonstrate more than

a generalized fear for their personal safety, rather, applicants must show that they are dealing
with circumstances that distinguish them from other members of the public. in that there is a <=~
clear, present and documented danger to the applicant, and there are no feasible alternaiive
means of protection.

Sineceraly,
_-""“““-*-._,u“ .
P
Aoil b i
PHILIIP L. SANCHEZ

-
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10-56971

9th Circuit Case Number(s)

NOTE: To secure your input, you should print the filled-in form to PDF (File > Print > PDF’ Printer/Creator).
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
When All Case Participants are Registered for the Appellate CM/ECF System

I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court for the
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit by using the appellate CM/ECF system

on (date) 14552015

I certify that all participants in the case are registered CM/ECF users and that service will be
accomplished by the appellate CM/ECF system.

Signature (use "s/" format) /s/ Michael J. Vogler

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEESEEEEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEESESEEEEEEEESEEEEETEESEEEEES

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
When Not All Case Participants are Registered for the Appellate CM/ECF System

I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court for the
United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit by using the appellate CM/ECF system
on (date)

Participants in the case who are registered CM/ECF users will be served by the appellate
CM/ECF system.

I further certify that some of the participants in the case are not registered CM/ECF users. [
have mailed the foregoing document by First-Class Mail, postage prepaid, or have dispatched it
to a third party commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days to the following
non-CM/ECF participants:

Signature (use "s/" format)
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