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Carol Brusha <ron.carol.baisha@sbcglobal.net> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 9:02 PM
To: Erika Pulst <erika.pulst@lacity.org>

To: The Hon. Paul Krikorian
Chair: Budget and Finance Committee

From: Carol and Ron Brusha 
ran.carol.brusha @sbcglobal.net

Dear Councilmember Krikorian,

My husband and I are deeply concerned about funding for Los Angeles city parks. Please consider our 
comments before finalizing the budget for the coming fiscal year.

We are park users (hikers) in Griffith Park and Debs Park. We met in Griffith Park during Sierra Club hikes and 
have been married for 30 years.

Of vital importance to us is having enough rangers. As the parks, especially Griffith Park, become overcrowded 
on weekends and full of users Monday through Friday, we feel the Ranger Division needs to be fully staffed.

We hike Griffith Park in the late afternoons and early evenings and we need to know rangers are readily available 
when we see problems. Several years ago, as we started out on a hike, we came across a human bone. It was 
necessary to get a ranger to the site quickly to handle the situation. A call to the ranger station produced one 
quickly because he knew where we were.

When there are minor problems, having ranger response provides a calming effect on people rather than having a 
police response, which can become heavy handed. Also, rangers know the parks and, therefore, can respond 
quickly. Some of them even get to personally know regular park users.

There has not been a chief ranger for years. It is time to appoint one and get the ranger department back as a 
full force.

My husband and I strongly feel that Department of Recreation and Parks should charge the DWP and Public 
Service for the facilities usage within our regional parks, just as DWP and Public Works charge Rec and Parks 
for water, electricity and sanitation services.

Thank you for your consideration of this letter.
Sincerely,
Carol and Ron Brusha
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PUBLIC COMMENT: CF 13-0600 Recreation & Parks Department 2013-14 
Budget

Lynn Brown <akalynnbrown@aol.com> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 7:12 PM
To: erika.pulst@lacity.org

To Whom It May Concern:

As a longtime park advocate, I am appalled at the "charge back" policy now in place. DWP has rent free 
facilities in our Parks. They have giant projects that disrupt traffic, tear up streets, rip out trees, and create 
chaos that lasts for years in some cases. Out parks allow them to do this in the name of the greater good for the 
L.A. public. Many years ago, DWP built huge water tanks in the park. Now those tanks are not used, for the 
most part, but DWP will not cover the expense to remove them. RAP is saddled with this task.

I find it outrageous that DWP now expects RAP to pay them for water on top of dealing with disruptive DWP 
projects. This one sided arrangement should not be allowed to continue. DWP needs to help RAP, not burden 
them further with debilitating charges and fees.

Also, outrageous is that the monies earned by RAP in their parks doesn't go into RAP coffers, but is sent to City 
Hall to the General Fund where other agencies also make use of the money. Money earned by RAP should stay 
in RAP to fund street repairs, trail maintenance and other vital services to the public. RAP should not be treated 
as beggars in order to cover their important public services.

R AP should not be tasked with paying support costs to keep this huge and priceless organization serving the 
public, in many cases, a poverty level public dependent on the recreational open space and the many services 
being offered.

Remember, our parks and open spaces are the canary in the coal mine of physical and mental health for the 
public at large, whether it be the simple ability to have a family picnic, to take a hike on a maintained trail, or 
most favorite of so many children, including mine, to go to the summer camps and enjoy the swimming pool on a 
scorching hot day. This is vitally important to us all, and must not be allowed to atrophy before our eyes.

I believe that in an improving economy, this situation can be remedied successfully.

Sincerely,

Lynn Brown
Vice President L.A. Equine Advisory Committee 
Equestrian Trails Trail Coordinator
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Erika Puls! <erIka.pufal:@Iacl!'y«ors>

FW: PUBLIC COMMENT: CF 13-0600 Budget concerns

Rhomboid Sax <rsax@msn.com> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 4:55 PM
To: "erika.pulst@lacity.org" <erika.pulst@lacity.org>

> Date: Sat, 11 May 2013 11:05:58 -0700
> 1
> Dear Erika,
>

> It is my understanding that new Recreation and Parks Dept Budget proposal for 2013/ 2014 may mandate 
Griffith Park pay 15 million to DWP for water and power this year.
>

> It is also my understanding that LADWP is not obliged to pay for facilities use on valuable park land.
>

> Wouldn't it be both a smart idea, and a fair idea to have the Dept of Water and Power pay for having their tanks, 
and other equipment on park land to offset some of the costs charged by DWP?
>

> It seems to me a "win" "Win" situation.
>

> Why should DWP not pay for land use? Is there some reason for this?
>
>

> Thank you,
>

> Sheryl Havered
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Public Comment: CF 13-0600 Recreation and Parks Department 2013-2014 
Budget • . - '

FITNESSTRNER@aoI.com <FmsiESS1RNER@aol.com> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 2:40 PM
To: erika.pulst@lacity.org

May 12, 2013

TO:

City of Los Angeles
Budget and Finance Committee Members

RE: Public Comment: CF 13-0600 Recreation and Parks Department 2013-2014 Budget 

Dear Committee Members:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide you with comments regarding budget suggestions for the upcoming 
Recreation and Parks Department Budget decisions.

I urge you to take a strong stance on reversing the Charge Back decision in 2007 that cut die Park's budget 
by around 40% of the amount mandated by city charter. Seriously, having the DWP help pay for all their 
equipment, lines, water tanks, etc, tiiat is on park land would definitely allow you to have the money to fund 
the department and its people and projects instead of having to cut people and projects.

As a local resident of the Los Feliz area and frequent visitor of Griffith Park and other regional parks, I am 
writing to urge you to not only keep the number of Park Rangers already assigned to the various parks but to 
increase the number of Park Rangers. I’ve seen firsthand die number of Park Rangers go down and the 
negative impact that has been reflected on, not only Griffith Park but our local communities. As the time 
approaches to make tough decisions on die cities upcoming budget, I request that no cuts are made to the 
Park Rangers budget for Griffith Park and all regional parks.

At the very least I ask you to keep the number of Rangers that are currently employed at our parks and to 
not make any cuts to this integral program in the city of Los Angeles. Doing the right thing and making the 
right choices aren’t easy during these economic times, but the residents and visitors of Los Angeles deserve 
to benefit from the irreplaceable benefits that the Park Rangers provide.

Important points to consider when contemplating any cuts to the program:

® Proactive at Preventing Incidents
Rangers interact with the public and preventing public drinking, smoking, etc. They fix problems 
before they happen. Without them, other first responders are there to help after fires have started or 
after there is a problem due to public intoxication or various oilier incidents.
® Quick Access to First Responders
The city of Los Angeles, as you are aware, did an audit of the LAFD and concluded that there are 
further delays in response times to emergency medical calls due directly to budget cuts. This means 
that the average response time is now approximately five minutes. If you have a heart attack in a
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Mario Milch <tangoklutz@gmail.com> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 11:35 AM
To: Erika.pulst@lacity.org

Date: Sun, 12 May 2013 11:30:37 -0700
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT: CF 13-0600. Recreation and Park Dept. 2013-2014 Budget 
Dear Ms Pulst:

I strongly recommend the City Council not cut the Parks and Recreation Dept, budget any further. Our public 
spaces are vital to preserving balance and sane activity in our hectic lifes. My use of Griffith Park restores me 
often to a calmer and more fulfilled state. Any action that threatens the safety and, at least, the preservation of 
these public spaces is shortsighted and nonsensical.

One measure the Council could look into is the question of why Parks and Recreation Dept, has' to pay huge 
sums of money to the DWP without any offset by DWP using public spaces for its installations and facilities.

Cordially yours,

Mario Milch, MD 
4118 Los Nietos Drive 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 
tangoklutz@gmail.com
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Public Comment by... 
CF 13-0600

Kristin C Sabo 
Lake View Terrace, CA

May 12, 2013

Honorable Budget and Finance Committee members,

The report back from the Department of Recreation and Parks on UUFB funds
leads to some specific questions:

• Is the Department of Recreation and Parks being treated differently from other 
City departments?

• If so, how different?

• If the Department of Recreation and Parks is being treated differently, then it may 
appear that the City is balancing their overall budget on the backs of Los 
Angeles' children. Is litigation possible?

Also, unrelated to the report, a question:

• If the Department of Recreation and Parks is a front-line public safety 
departments, then why does the Department of Recreation and Parks pay 
LADWP charges when other front-line public safety departments do not 
specifically because they are front-line public safety departments?

I look forward to the answers to these questions and some direct budget comparisons 
with a number of other City departments.

Thank you.
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Erika Fill

CF 13-0600 Recreation & Parks Department 2013-14 Budget

Elizabeth Neat <ean1948@gmail.com> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 9:27 AM
To: erika.pulst@lacity.org 

Dear Sir or Ms:

I believe that the city of LA should not cut funding to Griffith Park's staffing, maintenance or programming. I also 
oppose advertising in the park.

When Griffith deeded that land to the city of LA, I believe he trusted the city to honor and respect his gift. I think 
our elected city government should respect that trust.

In addition, I oppose chargebacks. As a DWP customer, I am willing to pay a fair price for services. If Griffith 
Park is expected to pay for services from DWP, then DWP should pay for services, or land, provided by Griffith 
Park.

Los Angeles needs its open space. The people who live in this crowded city need Griffith Park.

Thank you, Elizabeth Neat, 1731 S. Walker Ave, San Pedro, 90731 

I am a registered voter, and I vote in every election.
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Erika Piksl <6fika.pLsIst@Iac!ty„org>

PUBLIC COMMENT: CF 13-0600 Recreation & Parks Department 2013-14 
Budget

Angel K <muse7477@yahoo.com.au> Sun, May 12, 2013 at 12:04 AM
Reply-To: Angel K <muse7477@yahoo.com.au>
To: "erika.pulst@lacity.org" <erika.pulst@lacity.org>

Dear Erika,

On my first trip to LA 3 years ago, I was introduced to Griffith Park.
I couldn't believe such a glorious sanctuary existed, so close to the hustle and bustle of the Hollywood 
streets. .
Since that introduction, my travels to California have always included spending every other day, at Griffith 
Park.
Hiking, running, and enjoying this incredible gift of nature.

In feet, I was so taken by the sanctuary of Griffith Park, that even though I live overseas, I paid to become a 
Friend of Griffith Park.
I did this so I could help support the care and maintenance of this magical place and the creatures that call it 
home. I'm truly grateful
I can enjoy the breathtaking beauty of this place, whenever I'm in town.

I've heard there are some big budget cuts and chargebacks being considered, that may affect Griffith Parks' 
funding, seeing it cut once again Though my opinion probably doesn't count for much, being an overseas 
resident, I'd be really sad to hear that funding cuts and 
chargebacks continue to hit Griffith Park and those who maintain it.
To withdraw more funding from Griffith Park wouldn't make sense, as Griffith and other parks, are an 
investment in the future.
As humans, we need to be stewards of these incredible places and give back to them, for all they've given 
us.

There's no amount of money that can equate to the richness of the Los Angeles parklands, but money can 
help to maintain them.
It can also help with employing more Park Rangers to educate people on caring for these environments and 
their wildlife.

I really hope the City Council considers no more cuts in funding and chargebacks, for Griffith Park.
If anything, an increase to funding would be worth celebrating.
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