Courts and the Policing of Homelessness

Olivia Martin & Alexia Olaizolg
Did Martin v. Boise and Grants Pass resh

Stanford University

ape enforcement and visible homelessness?

Result 2: But, City Responses Are Highly Heterogeneous
Legal Setting and Research Question

Result 3: No Clear Change in Homelessness Trends
Martin v. Boise, 9th  Grants Pass, oth  Grapts Pass, sc MVB (9th)
. - | —.—
Aggregate Ok o i’y g
2024 Bakersfield o4 )
2018 o 9 ] £
2022 Berkeley g
Martin v. Boise : Grants Pass Chico ol q 9 B
Grants Pass (9th Cir.) SCOTUS . ' . H ° 2 s
Criminal s ( ) Long Beach | b o &
Civil citations Restrictions Los Angeles 2 a B M
sleep/camp : Mesa o ) 7 =
s also restricted reversed ! i H . =
Citations restricted everse Modesto ! | =
Pasadena 9 = | &
Phoenix . ! ' =
Portland 9 d o £
Riverside Q 9 (o] 2
Sacramento o ! ' . z
Popular claim: the Ninth Circuit rulings constrained anti-homeless San Diego i P o e 8§ 5
i : o San Francisco . ] . g
(sleep/ camp) Citations and increaseq Visible homelessness on the San Jose o o [} &
=
West Coast Us Pk 92 3 . 7 ol i<
< Honoluly ) H 0
We study how these court Cases affected: (1) police enforcement, Stockton @ ] 0. }
2) visible homelessness, 3) shel isi -10 o 10 -10 0 10 10 0 1 SE e e e T R
(2) (3) ter provision Treatment Effect Estimate 0 T e . I;tont\;:»Year >
Data and Design == 9th Circuit = Outside 9th Circuit
MVB (9th) GP (9th) GP (SC)
New data collected via 140+ pupic records requests ang city
open-data porta|s (2016—2025)
- 3S5cities anti-sleeping anti»camping Citation records
- 43cities with 311 reports

- HUDPITang
Main design: Synth,
Circuit cities to weij

Takeaways
used to measure €ncampments

CoCs Nationwide.
e—in—differences, Comparing Ninth
S Outside the gth Circuit

HIC data for
etic differenc
ghted contro|

1. Restrictive rulings did not produce a large aggregate drop in
targeted citations,

2. City responses were uneven, and some cities substituted into
other enforcement tools.

3. Visible homelessness does not show a clear aggregate change
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