)8

City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012 : o

iJ
Re: Council File No. 05-1853 ‘z\
' Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
Z %//n/@ww Je 7 J Fal K i 8 Name--—(sign & print)
Z 58 vy, (1] S (Address)
Lgd CIL Gool (city and zip code)

Date:_j o — 2= ¢

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Commiittee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours, _
’DCMC\ @Dﬂ . @UJW Name--—(sign & print)

W70 Derver Aves. (Address)

LI i “yy (city and zip code)
Date:__|D—"2(p— )
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re:

Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}

Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community

Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (¢) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

@)
(b)

The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;
If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances

of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a

“No Vote.”
Very truly yours,
// e ;7/,; / 3 =,7 /. JSame-—(sign & print)
//'7 " (Address)
oo vl Lo TOp Z/C/ (city and zip code)
Dater_ /O [T LD <

cc: Conimitfee Mefhbers? Huizar; Alarcon; Smlth
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
' Ordinance to Amend Subsection (€) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
MW%% /% 7%&73’2 Eﬂ’gf’/ ng ame--—(sign & print)
5/ 4L 1178 (Address)
2hes Qza 204 S (city and zip code)

Dater, 152457
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith

Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
' Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104

{L

os Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}

Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:
I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community

Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of

the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) Ifthe Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances

. of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation

cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;
and,
() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the

City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a

“No Vote.”
Very truly yours,
(/mwﬁ% \/er(; Tk &47[07»@/ Name---(sign & print)
p36 w1771 St (Address)
Los Anstdes Cs. GO09Y (city and zip code)
Date:___Qchoder 2.4, 2400 ‘?

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
&436(/ %C% ﬂé’ S A M 7 /J C 4 //<7Name—--—(s1gn & print)
(Address)
~ //0 WA /,( 7 S 1 J-A-[H "/M”/l/ (city and zip code)
Date: /0 /325 /
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection () of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
M )6 %&ﬂ%ﬁ B eéé‘//é %@0/@7 Name--—(sign & print)
55/ IN [[7E4 (Address)
LA CH Z00Y ¢ (city and zip code)

Date: /)= A0 g

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection () of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very tmly yours,
}4«//&\ 47 / M ///)/f V\&.__ Name----(sign & print)
L_M

(Address)
/= @ 0 (/ 9/ / (city and zip code)
Date:__/(-20-¢ J
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I'am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) Ifthe Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
. /7
(ﬂ,/) FrneS /jﬁdzé% O Conts / é/va‘%ﬁ@ Name---—-(sign & print)
25 ) W 117 S/ (Address)
L C AL ZY S (city and zip code)

Date: /() —FC — &

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
|  Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
} {Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
} Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(e)  Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
*No Vote.”

Very truly yours,

il

)/ A sce . (RSO kb4 Aty e O 0T EL T Name—---(Sigﬂ & print)
B Comrrip o wre . LA cAr=  P0an%  (Address)
pd . -
(city and zip code)

Date: ,o-2c-0s

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853

Ordinance to Amend Subsection (¢) of Section 62.104

{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}

Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community

-Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

@
(b)

©
(d)
(©

and,

®

The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;
If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances

of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a

“No Vote.”
Very truly yburs
/}ﬁ/@ Dcr)’i‘\"l?\_,, L. I\/\c DCLM‘ Name----(sign & print)
7L 5 w- Uk S (Address)
Vs Aon Je- {2 [);4 Qo o4Y (city and zip code)
Date:_J) Dl — O

cc: Committee Members: “Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

~ 200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) - If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours, y
P eeace TNl e 4902 AR Name——sign & pring
7c7 Wil St leda  TocHY (Address)

(city and zip code)

Date: 10/ 207 & ¢ ;
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

: I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

ot Do Moﬂ/ﬂ/—l'iﬁ gﬂ On)L  Name--—(sign & print)
/P WST (7™M (Address)
(A da ‘f@)btl ¢ (city and zip code)
Date: [0 - QQ -9
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-inicome residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very trul

VZ} ,/P — OONA LoD /’%\A} 2 (a4 Name-—(sign & print)
5%0 T WS, ]I 7# S7asc57 (Address)
LS AgGELES 4 e  Good L (city and zip code)
Date: s0/22/ o6 S /
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
‘ Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending} '

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very yours,

/ 'z %Wf S /(f /(7 /5/7 € 99/CName-—(sign & print)
/5809 st [[T %0 51 Y (Address)
/05 /‘]/) gelcl Ca _/'/’tT" 706 L& (city and zip code)
Date:  /0-23-»a
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending} '

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, ate/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,
V\ LH’@WW ’(\cﬁ( o] B owouName—ign & print)
1elWW (171 (Address)
' [ I/ ¢ I/lf OI(’)/? ‘7“/ (city and zip code)
Date: /; P 2009

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853

Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}

Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(2)
(b)

(©
(d)
©)

and,

®

The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;
If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances

of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a

“No Vote.”

G (L (k ﬁ/\[ SJL/% }() | Name-—(sign & print)

T A b)) (L] 57

(Address)

T

I WA&} ¢ (}tb’ (/! (city and zip code)

Date:_ /()77 DG

cc: Committee Members! Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
. Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(8 The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) Ifthe Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very tpdfy yours, |
m@ﬂ( / VivirQ . @n%‘/‘éng%z&%)

b ) e, 1O S (Address)
ALS A IgELeS , (4 “/KZ A</ (city and zip code)
Date: / O I2~ U/? / /
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (€) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Commumty
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,

i
'

r\é\w\ 23 bmdwj\%\“ ,

) Name--—(sign & print)
(Address)

/‘é /’;4/ TOXlg

(city and zip code)

Date:_ /) >0 Gg -

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. Iam opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and, '

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. tounjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,

. )

%ZMAM%Z/ Maw (N@Q' ~. ? / 27& 'Name-—(sign & print)
&V ?’i wy 5/ %/) vir (Address)
bos Ange/es, (UL 9’0&6/// (city and zip code)
Date: /0/ 27 /OF

cc: Comtfittee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (¢) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (¢) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(¢) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(® The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours,

@/&M.&y Wfé “D‘\ESZ\]/ Name---—(51gn & print)
ﬁlq &S, )T RS/ =k (Address)
-1 C 4 (city and zip code)

Date: /0] v =z )z o9

‘ce: Comnfittee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith

Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council



City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection () of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(@ The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

() In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs; -

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

Very truly yours, y

J Sy /(’/ . . Name-—(sign & print)
71/ @%1‘ (f, L \{4_%/[/ 74 ‘ (Address)
A2 S [ medfe & (& 22507 (city and zip code)

Date:_10/2270g

cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (e) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags™ indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

(e) Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

() The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

- I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a

“No Vote.”
rytruly yours, (
/4( BER ’é7 DILDON ST\ ame—-—-(sign & print)
2= ) [/ 7Y 7= (Address)
LA & S 4 A (city and zip code)

Date: ~ R/ 22 [0

cc: Committee Members: (Huiar; Alarcon; Smith
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




City of Los Angeles

Public Works Committee

200 North Spring Street - Room 1010
Los Angeles, California 90012

Re: Council File No. 05-1853
Ordinance to Amend Subsection (€) of Section 62.104
{Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)}
Hearing date: {Pending}

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS:

I am a property owner residing within the South Los Angeles Community
Planning Area. I am opposed to the Amendment to Subsection (e) of Section 62.104 of
the LAMC, as is currently written, for reasons not limited to the following:

(a) The ages of the offending trees are “red flags” indicating they were
not planted by the property owners now expected to bear this burden;

(b) If the Amendment to the Ordinance is enacted, this would place a further
financial hardship upon community senior and low-income residents
already severely impacted by the economic downturn;

(¢) Inthis community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, curbs and
driveways are severely damaged due to tree roots;

(d) Residents currently and over past years phoned/reported instances
of tree roots damage and requested repairs;

() Complainants, in most cases, are/were then informed of a “rotation
cycle” in effect and given some distant, future date for repairs;

and,

(f) The Amendment, as written, smacks of punitive action by the
City of L.A. to unjustly shift the burden, responsibility, and liability
onto property owners who are not responsible for planting the trees.
Property owners find themselves in an untenable position: they
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordinance.

I request that your recommendation to the City Council on this Amendment is a
“No Vote.”

ﬁ{d&/,ﬂo @%am----@gn & pring

_(Address)
(city and zip code)

W
I 17 frazog
ce: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith /
Councilwoman J. Hahn - 15th District
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council




