
City of Los Angeles 
Public Works Committee 
200 North Sp1ing 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 (LAM C)} 
Hearing date: {Pending} 

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MEMBERS: 
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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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

~ J G {i J l?N K /!y s_ Name----(sign & print) 
~ :t (Address) 

_ _.L""-""br::t.'-'-'-----'e=-:;'9=-r--q...z_..;;;c;;..:o:....;t.i;;.:..'_.~ ___________ ( city and zip code) 
Date: { o - g. (,e-. c q 
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith 

Councilwoman J. Hahn- 15th District 
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council 
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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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

_D-r-:-----;ai-,-~(~~B::::....:..oYl..c.:....:/~=-Q_.::...,.,·--'=~=1~· ~~-.L.-.-------'Name----(sign & print) 
__ \:...,.<-)]+D"--'I~D~{..:..:nV"""e~v-~-fhA~t!__;=:O..· ':..__~-L--------(Address) 
-D-at-e-=: L=5-'";· _0c_=~i&'!=:. '-::.-_-vro...,l?1~_,_y ____________ (city and zip code) 

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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 ofL.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, 

'--~~~~~~t...d;~..._,__!J:._f-.5. 4J~IJ~-1---=:::s'::::::::::::.__,..=e:::::,/~~· ame----(sign & print) 

~~;u:;.::;~~f-T-=".-.ff:!..---:----:::-----:--+-----<·Address) 
t -,::."'+t~=-~....:z:;..~~=::::...._-==..~.=-___,(.:...="""-~#'-----< city and zip code) 

cc: Co ee Me hers. Huizar; Alarcon; Smith 
Councilwoman J. Hahn- 15th District 
Harbor Gateway North Neighborhood Council 



City of Los Angeles 
Public Works Committee 
200 North Sp1ing 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

--f-r@J.'{4Y!2~~~~;/;!:i.~2:£QL7li/.@~~~'-"~§l~:[Name----(sign & print) 
-~~'Sr-"'........,..~~~~=-----------(Address) 
..La;,_,.c;.~b;fZ~-4==*-_:::j;~c:z...z_ ________ __.(city and zip code) 

cc: Committee Mem ers: 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

,tJJAii;6-J~vk~ - Ve.---~i& &{:-,fName----(sign&print) 
~3~o AA} j L16fK &;+-

0 
. . (Address) 

Lo._ -~!_S ~--- 1 ooy 'I (city and zip code) 
Date: 0 cA--0 'J>-v 1.c ~ 6t' 0 9 
cc: Committee Members: mzar; 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 ofL.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." 

~truly yours, -

U£kt"'-""u'------'1f=f-'---=-cJ"--'----'~t""---?~-"-'9-----!...-f(_· AJ_R-_.__[_ ... --=C;;_;_~-'-'-1/"'--"IA~f 1Name----(sign & print) 
, (Address) 

q ;20 ' t£_t I 0- ?- 5 I - 1·. fl ' G n 9lilt? 'it( (city and zip code) 
Dat~:.j_Q: / @' 1J /0 ::J_ 
cc: Coinmittee Merri:bers: 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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 reque$ted 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, 
(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, 

&#fj ?~ 2el!:/!f&r/r&Name--(sign & print) 
(5 51 11(1 /z;_I7M , (Address) 
L A- _ C)'.t?tJ?I ,C/ (city and zip code) 

Date: 1-o - d--<e- o 7 
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith 

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



City of Los Angeles 
Public Worlcs 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 your~, 

,c--.,)/• ~/ /~a*~--····--'--· .. ~PJ./v,'--:---+8 ----;:-1-,f-'~ dtM-'--"A'-----1_,__,_() /?--=-~l"\.-'-*"'6-="'r-------'Name----(sign & print) {""'"~-/'1"'+-41-. ·-'~-'-~-"-""---...:......;.....,<-,/"""'fl""""'( .... hil"""'-'-=f_(# ______ O_' __ (Address) 
__ .s-?4(J::;~··.--__,...._q_~if,..Jt.(!....:.f/~Y ___________ (city and zip code) 

. Date: ·;e ~;;; 1i-Lf 
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith 

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



City of Los Angeles 
Public Worlcs 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 ofL.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, 

~~....-.:) h7h~~e"7"5~&===:-· -=-Bla'==l__;;.,. ~~(]~U!nY~:...._.:.__;Ix_/
1 

~--7' =---'Name----( sign & print) 
_....,_._,5.:::::::=0=-,;;-,1--=-W~I-':-'IA"O:J~~'-"-~s;"'-::t~'f=:-:-. --:--------(Address) 
_v~llf.-f::-:.~c::::;;,.··...r::;.l4=t:-;._• -~~;;..::-tA::...::'~:...:.SJ;_..,;if~ _______ (city and zip code) 
Date: /0-~ -0 'f 
cc: Committee Members: Huizar; Alarcon; Smith 

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



City of Los Angeles 
Public Worlcs 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) · 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, 

~~4<A.._, .4vr..va-:?" CDKoli>'&<>r Name---(sign&print) 
-"""3:.<../....::.Y...;. ...... <S...:.· __,_(''""'c:"""4"'.-..,_.......,.u,....p7~ . ..<-< .... e<+· .... c---"--_L=...:;.:..<{....,/,....._c.c:Ao...:.l:.e;;.<..:;;h;;;;;;-_..,.9'-'o""'"'""'r~.~-c...,.> :-~<;;_(Address) 
_____________________ (city and zip code) 
Date: / o- <::. <e - o 2 

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



City of Los Angeles 
Public Worlcs 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

-·~'-6.·. ,.__(t}-'7lt-,_· _ _.:;·D ___ ,:_,_~--:' :kr'~'f'---'-L_. -:-l\~1~c~P::;_<?V--j~-------'Name----(sign & print) 
------::{:---( __ . ~-:;-t_ll,_· -.-:q'-·J:ft"-'-::-:-..:>--~.·-1--::f·_-:--;-;-----(Address) 
-----,-,---.....,'l,.::.l>..::l.-s __:..!.Pr.:...'"'.,.Jjt?:;.;.· 4{ ~...;;;. 2.~JAt~· _q.~..,;;...) D.;;.... L~f--"-4-_____ ( city and zip code) 
Date: ft.) .__J;;:J.-?; .__, Q f? 
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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

JT.! 
----~~~~~=-~--,-___!_---l,.t=..:~~o;;;;;:t:-~·~r.,{,..!!..~~· !L.:......:l Name----(sign & print) 

_ _;;_...~-..____;_~,_!-.-:'----'-..1..--J.....t=l......l..:...~---'-=-1-!:;.r.-----<Address) 
-----r---:---;"----------------< city and zip code) 
Date: 1 0 /:J L / 6 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 Sp1ing 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 (LAM C)} 
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 O'Wners 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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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." 

_,~~~=..:::.-.-::'=--->"'-=-L-::~-+~""-"".t=i-l'-"-'-~:.>L.Iol.~..:;__-__;Name----(sign & print) 
-'----t-Mti-___;:;"'--"'--+:~...L....l.--::-_.,..._1--_________ (Address) 

-~.......'-'1...---..l._.d/..-=---+~l)~-4--------------<,city and zip code) 
Date: [()-)in- 0 a, 
cc: Committee Meli\bers: 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 (LAM C)} 
Hearing date: {Pending} 

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

Planning Area. I ru:ir 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 ofthe 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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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." 

---~-~_;;__=--+~--71---:--:::_;:[)=-o..!...rv-;.A..-L-'=O::::::__-+-:::..:._::...=..-=-:..:..;::.......:::"'--·Name----(sign & print) 
--t:t-'~'----:=--""'-'---ll-'-:1-=+-'Z~· -=-""'~>r='+---:----:::----(Address) 
---""""'b'-=::J----?-~~G'.7· ='[;....,['""". c=t"'J'=--......._~-=------""'-_o_o __ ·'-1----< city and zip code) 
Date: /t /2 Z- ,/ e_c,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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 fmd themselves in an untenable position: they 
cannot remove an offending tree; it violates a City Ordii:lance. 

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

---+r---7--:"-:~--:-;"-----;----,-,-~-;-;---+~...:;__------'_;::_-1--'-e_,cf--'" c'-·;[___,Name----(sign & print) 

--.:~.Le-..L---:;i.t.l.4-l--U-!--z-L-1-L.---=----!;~--=---::--:;-:;-----<Address) 
---"'~~...:::-¥-J...::t-l..O:.W...::;;..L---I......;;t.-1-1--=---..!......:~~.....:..-----< city and zip code) 

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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

6 ~Liff£1f]Jf\'h \\a-rk i t3ro~:.;~>lgn & print) 

L C4- CVf- - q6o Cft{ (city and zip code) 
Date: {~ ?..2 -6q 
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 (LAM C)} 
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 riot 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; 

(c) In this community planning area hundreds of sidewalks, cl.rrbs 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, 
(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 011; this Amendment is a 
''No Vote." t/ 
Very truly yours, .{/ ~ --

--'s::-::;1-l':;~--:r-\::,..&L~-~.~r----,~'F---!__:__--------___;;Name----(sign & print) 
--+-:-,rr-t.R-:--...;tb'~-h-l"-:-~r---"--~--,4rl~:.,..::;...,~-------(Address) 
----t=+~~~::--b,..-r-+---Ll.::;._~-~----------< city and zip code) 
Date: I o-z 2:' tJ Ct 
cc: Com~ittee 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 (LAM C)} 

. 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; 

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

(d) R~sidents 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, 
(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." 

//) -A 
~~~~~LL4L~~~~~~~~~CNtm~~~p~) 
--r=-+-+--~:...z.....,'-L-~~~::-=~~--~~~--.-----~-<Address) 
--o~:.....:..~o,.L---'~::...~._~~=r----=~+-~..t:...~--L--+..:::;._--r-___;?"-( city and zip code) 

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



City of Los Angeles 
Public Worlcs Committee 
200 North Sp1ing 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 (LAM C)} 
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 ofthe 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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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." 

-\=~~U~~~.;:;:,:~~~~f¥--L~~~===~~Name----(sign & print) 
--l-:r-"'f:;:or'""""""'::::;.;....'"7"H'-TI~~~~------'-'HI------<Address) 
--z:=-~-;:-~;..._-....c..--__;;;.;;+-d;:;:;;::-----------(city and zip code) 
Date: /{) ....-- , ;)------ 0 1 
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 (LAM C)} 
Hearing date: {Pending} 

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE MKMBERS: 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 ofL.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." 

,~~~W~~~~-rf-__.:__l~:f4W~.d....:..:'::::::t---L.!LL....:....:::=----'Name---(sign & print) 
-"'1-<-.,;.-t~--~t-----'----"'-f-+---:::...-r~+-<-"""'"'?r--=--=----:----(Address) 
~-'-"-~-.'-~4--~~.,.,_.....::;.'--~-&...:.~--=~~~~'-r---( city and zip code) 

cc: Co "ttee 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 (LAM C)} 
Hearing date: {Pending} 

TO THE PUBLIC WORKS COMMJTTEE 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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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, 

o-f~ ~~ F:.•YT§ ~. ~ StJJt>J.«f Name----(sign & print) 
.@,tq v...<, t- > · T#- S'"l'-- . CJ44---- (Address) 

)-= 14- C. 14. (city and zip code) 
Date: /.0/ "2..-~ ~o~ 
cc: Collllliittee 6mbers: ~uizar; 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(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." 

..,L--,~.p,--#---,--~~~-7----,.--,,.-J-----------'Name----(sign & print) 
~-£.'-.lb{<:'.}CU,l;&-,,o,-...::::::.:.::.._~"..£.P':.L.£..-?.J'---,--------<Address) 
-£=~::o~--r-=-~~~~~-~~__..::;..=--7-'---,.L------< city and zip code) 

cc: Co:nimittee 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, Califon;ria 90012 

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

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

Plamring 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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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." 

~-:..=...c~=--=-"-"7-=-"="":=-~-.o.....~~r--_.::::=<-=-=£...---~--_:-_:-'"'ame--~-(sign & print) 
-b.L-=~---"~-+-"-_...~.......__,-::;-;-~-"""t-~~------(Address) 
---r;;;;...::;.-+---T.:=~--+~---t~.....__,__...._ ______ (city and zip code) 
Date: 

----~~~=-~~~~-----------------
cc: Committee embers: Hui ar; 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 (LAM C)} 
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; 

(c) 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; 

(e) 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 fmd 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." 

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


