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G
ood news for West Coast
denizens. The Supreme
Court on Friday agreed

to hear an appeal challenging a
judicial ruling in City of Grants
Pass v. Johnson that estab-
lished a de facto constitutional
right to vagrancy. Wouldn’t it
be rich if conservative Justices
rescue progressive cities from
themselves?

A panel of the Ninth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals in 2022
blocked the Oregon town of
Grants Pass from enforcing
“anti-camping” laws on public
property. The judges said the
Eighth Amendment’s ban on
cruel and unusual punishment
prohibits cities from arresting or
imposing penalties on homeless
people for squatting on public
property if there aren’t enough
shelter beds for every vagrant.

Progressives have used the
ruling to sue to stop cities across
the West from enforcing similar
laws. Under the appellate court’s
precedent, a police ofcer in,
say, San Francisco can’t cite a
homeless person who has set up
a tent inside a public playground
even if he has been ofered tem-
porary housing.

Many homeless reject tem-
porary shelter because they’d
rather live on the streets where
they can freely use drugs. The
Ninth Circuit decision has made
it harder for local ofcials to use
the threat of penalties to force
vagrants to accept treatment for
mental illness and drug addic-
tion, which has contributed to
the increasing disorder in West
Coast cities.

San Francisco Mayor London
Breed last summer held a rally in

front of the Ninth Circuit court-
house to protest a lower-court
injunction blocking the city
from clearing homeless camps.
The judges weren’t moved. On
Thursday a 2-1 majority of a
three-judge panel upheld the
lower-court ruling.

In a fery dissent, Judge Pat-
rick Bumatay explained that
nothing in “the text, history and
tradition” of the Eighth Amend-
ment “comes close to prohib-
iting enforcement of common-
place anti-vagrancy laws.” The
court’s “sweeping injunction has
no basis in the Constitution or
our precedent,” he added. “San
Francisco should not be treated
as an experiment for judicial
tinkering.”

“Our decision is cruel because
it leaves the citizens of San
Francisco powerless to enforce
their own health and safety laws
without the permission of a
federal judge,” Judge Bumatay
wrote. “And it’s unusual because
no other court in the country
has interpreted the Constitution
in this way.” This may be one
reason the High Court agreed to
hear the Grants Pass appeal.

Local governments in the
Ninth Circuit’s jurisdiction,
including Los Angeles, San
Francisco and Phoenix, also
urged Justices to hear the case.
That includes California Gov.
Gavin Newsom, who argued
in a friend-of-court brief that
“courts are not well-suited to
micromanage such nuanced
policy issues based on ill-de-
fned rules.” We look forward to
Newsom’s constitutional com-
munion with Justice Clarence
Thomas.

Conservative
Justices may rescue
progressive cities
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Attend De Soto  

school board meeting  

to support students
My grandpa taught me to 

always pick a penny up; who 
cares what side it’s on? A penny 
earned is a penny saved.

In schools, those pennies 
are our pupils. Teachers don’t 
care what side they fall into our 
rooms on (heads or sometimes 
even tails). We don’t care if they 
have lost a little shine or have 
seen better days. All are welcome 
and educated despite enormous 
challenges.

The community of De Soto
deserves the best. Students
deserve properly trained, ex-
pertly recruited, high-quality
educators. Students deserve
appropriate technology that
will prepare them for our dig-
ital world. Students deserve
counseling and mental health

services that are provided by
an adequate number of trained
staf. Students deserve library
services: media readiness, mis-
information training, digital
navigation, literacy skills. They
deserve leaders in each building
who can develop relationships
with families and address stu-
dent needs.

It is not enough to pretend to 
want the best. Eventually that 
facade crumbles and the truth 
is revealed. Our youth need us 
to pay attention now. What do 
these shiny pennies deserve? I 
hope we can think of each as “E 
Pluribus Unum” and know that 
just like that penny that was 
worth picking up, so are the stu-
dents. It is time to think of each 
as “One out of many” and know 
that they are too valuable for us 
to waste another second.

Attend the next school board 
meeting at De Soto High School 

(it will be in the library that has 
no librarian).

Courtney Rice
Viroqua

‘Disappointed’ in 

Tribune’s Gow,

brewery coverage
I was so disappointed to see 

The Tribune give front-page 
coverage to Joe Gow and 608 
Brewery Co.

The Tribune showed great lack 
of judgment in giving both par-
ties coverage.

I agree with Harvey Wein-
berg’s letter (“Brewery, Tribune 
heap ‘undeserved attention’ on 
Gow” Jan. 18) and for making a 
public statement.

Also, thanks to Betsy Morgan 
for her leadership during this 
transition.

Carmen De Yoe
La Crosse

Legalizing marijuana can

harm susceptible teens

For decades, a campaign was 
waged to get individuals to stop 
smoking.

Public service ads were pro-
duced and ran to detail the perils 
of smoking and the dangers to 
others of second-hand smoke.
Smokers were shamed and 
treated like pariahs. Heart and 
lung diseases were readily men-
tioned in these ads. The cam-
paign worked since the amount 
of smokers in this country was 
greatly reduced.

We have a governor and the 
majority of Wisconsin residents 
who want to see marijuana legal-
ized and of course taxed; other 
states have already done so. The 
estimates of tax revenue in those 
states have not been achieved.

The Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention information

on smoking marijuana reads
that people who smoke have a
greater chance of heart disease,
lung disease including cancer,
COPD, etc.

The dangers to teens is worse 
since smoking or vaping mar-
ijuana can cause harm to their 
developing brains. In addition,
hospitals are starting to see more 
young adults that have experi-
enced psychotic episodes.

My question is why are we 
wanting to embrace a drug that 
can cause far more harm than 
even smoking cigarettes, pipes 
and cigars has caused and con-
tinues to cause? Is it because in-
dividuals want the right to harm 
themselves?

Having said that, society suf-
fers the consequences and not 
just the individuals who are en-
gaging in harmful activity.

Nicholas Berry
La Crosse

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
  

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

COMMUNITY VOICES 

Zoning update can help 
address housing crisis 

merica has a housing short-

A age, and La Crosse is no
diferent. But city govern-

ments can’t just build new hous-
ing themselves. 

Cities don’t control interest 
rates, lenders, construction 
costs, or who buys property. And 
publicly owned housing, while 

important, is just a 
drop in the bucket. 
What cities do 
control is their 
zoning: munici-
pal rules created 
over the last half 

JENNIFER century to restrict 

TROST the uses of private 
property. 

Today, the city of 
La Crosse has a chance to remove 
barriers that have unintention-
ally limited housing availability 
and afordability, and led to our 
present shortage. The last 50-60 
years of restrictive zoning has 
tended to produce one kind of 
house, and discouraged what we 
now call missing-middle choices: 
smaller, more afordable and on 
existing property. 

One opportunity for inclusion-
ary zoning is an ordinance change 
coming before the Common 
Council that would allow more 
residential property owners the 
option to construct an accessory 
dwelling unit on their own lots, 
which zoning made illegal. 

Allowing accessory dwelling 
unit is an increasingly popular 
reform nation-wide. It means a 
separate, additional building – 
the “accessory” to the main house 
on a lot – the “dwelling.” ADUs 
are just one solution for one kind 
of housing, but they’re a start. 

Since they’ve been built all over 
the nation for decades, ADUs 
have many nicknames: garage 
apartments, carriage houses, 
backyard bungalows, alley fats, 
guest houses, in-law suites, or 
accessory apartments. Currently 
in La Crosse, ADUs are allowed 
— but only conditionally, for the 
care of an infrm family member 
or their caretaker. Otherwise, 
they’re banned by zoning. 

Making it easier for property 
owners to build ADUs is one way 
to address the housing crisis in La 

Crosse. A low-impact change that 
makes a small number of familiar, 
modest home choices legal again 
doesn’t alter the fundamental 
character of neighborhoods. 

As other cities have experi-
enced, the number of ADUs built 
would be small; they would still 
need to comply with existing 
safety, building and utility re-
quirements. So, it would be like 
building a small house, with con-
struction permits and a separate 
plumbing and electrical supply. 

But it would return the choice 
to owners, not the city govern-
ment. An ADU ordinance would 
give property owners more fexi-
bility to build small housing. This 
change would modify the current 
zoning to allow one more option 
for owners, while maintaining all 
other requirements of residential 
zoning. 

We need more small houses 
because household sizes in Wis-
consin are falling, from an aver-
age of 3.2 people per household 
in 1970 to 2.3 in 2020, according 
to the U.S. Census. In Wisconsin, 
single-person households make 
up 30 percent of all households. 
Right now, 70 percent of all La 
Crosse households have just one 
or two people. 

So, there’s a demographic 
mismatch: most of our housing 
was built during a time of larger 
households, but now we need 
more housing options for smaller 
households or multi-generational 
families. Americans are living 
longer, but having fewer children. 
Many young people now carry 
student loan burdens that can 
postpone marriage, children, or 
frst-time home ownership. 

This ADU proposal has been 
in the works for a year. It’s gone 
through three drafts and six 
meetings of the Neighborhood 
Revitalization Commission, and 
the Community Development 
Committee. Along the way it’s 
had input from the public, city 
staf and council members. 

Many local groups support 
ADUs, including the Wisconsin 
AARP, a nonpartisan organiza-
tion that advocates for people to 
choose how they live as they age. 
Other local supporters include 

the Housing Advocacy Commit-
tee of La Crosse, made up of Hab-
itat for Humanity of the Greater 
La Crosse Region, Couleecap, 
YWCA La Crosse, 360 Real Es-
tate, Cia Siab, Coulee Tenants 
United, Mastercraft Homes, and 
La Crosse Area Builders Associ-
ation. 

The proposed ADU ordinance 
is also a part the city’s just-ap-
proved comprehensive plan. The 
comprehensive plan came out of 
a year-long collaborative process, 
with numerous public meetings 
and input from every neighbor-
hood association. The plan, ap-
proved unanimously by Common 
Council in October 2023, specif-
ically recommends ADUs as one 
way to increase housing options 
and choices. 

Rules that cities made in the 
past had many good outcomes, 
but they were solutions to the 
problems of the past. Right now, 
we have new problems: smaller 
families, aging populations, more 
expensive construction costs and 
energy, multi-generational fam-
ilies, falling student populations, 
stagnant wages and limited hous-
ing supply. 

To make living in La Crosse af-
fordable and desirable, we need a 
greater variety and availability of 
housing options for many kinds 
of people: young families just 
starting out, small households 
who want to buy an afordable 
home, new employees moving in 
for work, and seniors who want 
to live on their own as long as 
possible. 

We need solutions to our own 
problems in the present so that 
La Crosse can continue to grow in 
the future. 

Jennifer Trost represents District 
11 on the La Crosse City Council. 
She can be reached at 608-360-
2482. Are you a local expert about 
a particular subject in the news? 
The Tribune encourages and pro-
motes Community Voices to speak 
up about important local matters. 
Send a Community Voices Guest 
Column of 400-600 words with a 
headshot and brief biography to 
letters@lacrossetribune.com for 
consideration. 
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