
Save The Los Angeles Haunted Hayride! 

Dear Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, 

We, the undersigned, are writing to express our strong support for the Los Angeles Haunted 
Hayride's continued presence in Griffith Park. This cherished event has become a beloved 
Halloween tradition and a vital source of employment for our community. 

Each year, the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride employs hundreds of working Angelenos, 
providing much-needed jobs and supporting local businesses. From performers, technicians, and 
other production crew to local vendors and support staff, this event proves a yearly source of 
millions of dollars from diverse employment opportunities. The economic benefits ripple 

outwards, providing economic returns for nearby street vendors, restaurants, shops, and other 
local enterprises that see increased patronage during the Halloween season. 

Should the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride be banned from Griffith Park, the economic fallout 
would be severe and far-reaching. The loss of this event would mean the immediate elimination 
of hundreds of seasonal jobs, leaving many local workers without crucial income. Additionally, 
the ban would directly affect a wide array of small businesses that thrive dming the Hayride 
season, all of which rely heavily on the influx of visitors. The financial impact would reverberate 

throughout our community, undermining the stability of our local economy. In these challenging 
times, it is more important than ever to support events that provide substantial economic benefits 

and employment opportunities for Angelenos. 

We understand that a small group of activists has raised concerns about the event's impact on 
Griffith Park. While we acknowledge the importance of preserving our public spaces, it is crucial 
to recognize that the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride has operated responsibly and with respect for 
the park's environment. The event organizers have consistently complied with city regulations, 

implemented sustainability measures, and taken steps to minimize any potential disruptions. 

Griffith Park is a vast and versatile space that accommodates various activities and events 
without compromising its natural beauty and accessibility, including the Haunted Hayride and 
Shakespeare in the Park. The Haunted Hayride's presence in the park is temporary and carefully 
managed to ensure that it does not interfere with other park activities or cause lasting harm to the 
environment. With this in mind, we urge the Board to consider the broader benefits of allowing 
the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride to remain in Griffith Park. It is not only a phenomenal 
economic engine for the city, but a key part of the cultural framework that makes our city - and 

our park - so special. 



We humbly ask the Board to approve the license agreement for the 2024 Los Angeles Haunted 
Hayride and its related attractions, as written. Together we can guarantee that Griffith Park 
remains a welcoming space for all. And in the spirit of transparency and friendship, the Los 

Angeles Haunted Hayride would welcome Commissioners and their guests to visit anytime. 

Signed, 

Elected Officials and Political Figures: 

Konstantine Anthony 
City Councilman and Former Mayor 

City of Burbank, CA 

Alex Gruenenf elder* 
At-Large Representative 

Echo Park Neighborhood Council 

Mansoor Khan 
At-Large Representative and Former Chair 

Echo Park Neighborhood Council 

Dr. Daniel Lee 
Former Mayor 
City of Culver City, CA 

Dan Mancini 
Former District 2 Representative 

Echo Park Neighborhood Council 

Hannah Reinartz* and Andrea Napier 
Co-Chairs, Political Action Team 
IATSE Local 705 

Robert J. Sexton 
Former Business Representative 
Hollywood United Neighborhood Council 

Community Members: 



Yvette Ace, Hancock Park 
Mis Aguirre, South Gate 
Colleen Alexander, The Valley 
Sergio Armenta, Los Angeles 
Katherine Calderon Atencio, Atwater Village 
Rob Balchunas, Northridge 
Jacob Balken, Simi Valley 
Megan Beaver, Lake Forest 
Daniel Bell, San Pedro 
Jennifer Bendik, Hollywood 
Derrick Blacknall, Valley Village 

Holly Blair, Lake Elsinore 
Ruby Bonilla, Inglewood 
Andrew Nathan Blocher, Burbank* 
Candy Buck, Anaheim 
Josiah Bushner, Northridge 
Nicole Caceres, Highland Park 
Summer Castro, North Hollywood 
Cassandra Maier Cervantes, Santa Clarita 

Pamela Chau, San Gabriel Valley 
Yukta Chidanandan, San Diego 
Jairo Claustro, Burbank 
Michael Colon, Whittier 
David Cook, Simi Valley 
Bo Cooper, Simi Valley 
Crystal Corral , Oceanside 
Kelsey Cunningham, Castaic* 

Lauren Ann Curtis, Burbank 
Dorian Curtis-Likens, Upland 
AJ Danna, Burbank* 
Kyle Davidson, Ventura County 
Nikolai de Guzman, Hollywood 
Priscilla De Leon, Los Angeles 
Katrina Dehoyos, Santa Clarita 
Spencer Dorsey, Encino 
Giselle Douglas, Northridge 

Michael Elterman, Santa Monica 
Jessica Marie Eplin, Rancho Cucamonga 
Tamar Faggen, Mid-City 



Gabriela Felipe, North Hollywood* 
Tyler Felipe, Santa Clarita 
Ashley Fernandez, Los Angeles 
Gradey Filion, Simi Valley* 
Amelia Fortes, Loma Linda 
Virginia Danielle Foster, Burbank 
Rachid Frihi, North Hollywood 
Arely Fuentes, Highland Park 
Hector Fuentes, Highland Park 
Juanita Garcia, Los Feliz 

Raffle Garcia, Atwater Village 
Samantha Garcia, Huntington Beach* 
Mearygrace Gato, Van Nuys 
Lisa Goetz, San Pedro 
Sophie Goldstein, North Hollywood 
Judith Gomez, Norwalk 

Maria Gonsalez, Lennox 
Jem Gonzales, Winnetka 
Erik Gonzalez, Maywood 
Michelle Gonzalez, Covina 

Natasha Gonzalez, Ontario 
Brian Gordon, Monrovia 
Vivian Gould, North Hollywood* 
Amber Green, Glendale 
Aidan Greenberg, Beverly Grove 
Ethan Greenberg, Beverly Grove 
Mason Greenberg, Beverly Grove 
Tondi Greenberg, Beverly Grove 

Kim Gruenenfelder, Echo Park 
Suzi Hale, Hollywood 
Zoe Hall, North Hollywood 
Chris Hallett, North Hollywood 
Rachel Harmon, Valley Village 
Thomas Harrington, Glendale* 
Roy Jacob Hasal, Lake Elsinore 
David Hernandez, Sun Valley 
Michelle Herrera, Whittier 

Cassandra Higgins, Whittier 
Wes Hockemeyer, Los Angeles* 
Michelle House, Culver City 



Britney Huerta, North Hollywood* 
Zayda Huiza, Los Angeles 
John Alan Hulbert, Portland* 
Ashleigh James, Camarillo 

Chelsea Jensen, Reseda 
Stephanie Johannesmeyer, Rosamond 
Beckie Jolley, Fullerton 
Brittany Joyal, Encino* 
Jennifer Juarez, Paramount 
Xochilt Khoury, Burbank 
Michael Krychiw, Hollywood* 
Dafne Labrada, Los Angeles* 

Kristy Liou, Torrance 
Anthony Lopez, Palmdale 
Eli Lopez, Arizona 
Fransico Lopez, Long Beach 
Freddy Lopez, Los Angeles 
Jose Lopez, Los Feliz 
Lesley J Lopez, Hacienda Heights 
Liz Lopez, Los Feliz* 
Rachel Lopez, Pico Rivera 
Kali Macabe, North Hills* 
Cambria Mancil, Los Angeles 
Francesca Mangalili, Hollywood 
Ysabela Mangalili, Hollywood 
Violet Marroquin, Bakersfield 
Tiffany Martin, Los Angeles* 
Noah Martinez, Anaheim 

Valerie Martinez, Upland 
Tara Martynov, Rancho Santa Margarita 
Mason Scott Miller, North Hollywood 
Daniel Monclova, Montclair 
Ligia Monroy, Los Angeles 
Judith Montelongo, Los Angeles 
Esther Montes, Reseda 
Alejandro Morales, Sun Valley* 
Monica Morales, Encino 

Alyx Munoz, Covina 
Tino Nava, San Diego 
Monica Navarro, Los Feliz* 



Garrett Omess, Thousand Oaks* 
Forrest Orta, Anaheim 
Laura P., Alhambra 

Grant Palmer-Luecke, North Hollywood 
Bianca Palomo, Long Beach 
Melissa Pereyra, Corona 
Nicholas Phillips, Long Beach* 
Melanie Pleasant, Anaheim 
Anne Polednak, Burbank* 

Richelle Ponce, Los Angeles County 
Rhodora Porter, Hollywood 
Channing Prall, Sherman Oaks* 

Kenneth Prieto, North Hollywood* 
Philip Ramirez, Redondo Beach 
Xanthe Ramirez, Sun Valley* 
Lennon Ramsey, North Hollywood* 
Mary Elizabeth Rangel, Canyon Lake 
Isabelle Razo, South Central* 
Connor Reilly, Newbury Park 
Christine Reyes, Santa Ana 
Miranda Riddle, Valley Village* 
Fiedorra Rielly, El Monte 
Amanda Gomez Rivera, Alhambra 

Megan Rhoden, North Hollywood 
Jocelyn Romo, North Hollywood 
Anna Rook, Chatsworth 

Noemi Ruano, Corona 
Rutan, Hollywood* 

Ilyssa S., Los Angeles 
Ani Sancianco, Chino Hills 
Michael Sanchez, Koreatown 
Christopher Sandoval, Montebello* 
Marsha Santana, Los Angeles 
Kathryn Saucedo, Montebello* 
Justin Selig, Burbank* 
Matthew Serrano, Valley Glen 
Tiffany Sifuentes, Los Angeles 

Emily Sisson, Westlake* 
Urvi Shah, Westwood 
Adam Shows, Yucca Valley 



Brian Smith, Echo Park 
Breanna Smith-Cadena, Calabasas* 
Acacia Solis, Azusa 

Stephanie, Reseda 
Alex Sternin, Valley Village* 

Mara Strauss, Echo Park 

Valeria Tril, Santa Clarita 
Monique Torres, Carson 
Carolyn Townsend, Atwater Village 
Jeremy Trejo, Northridge 
Jennie Tuliao, Downey* 
Yesenia V, Claremont 
Megan Valantine, Rancho Santa Margarita 
Brandon Valdez, Glendale 
Stephanie Vallejo, El Sereno 
Alejandro Verduzco, Panorama City* 
Tatiana Rochelle Villegas, Anaheim 
Rachel Waifu, Van Nuys 
Aline Reanna Waiserman, Reseda* 

Amanda Yost, North Hollywood 

Jeff Young, Huntington Beach* 

You can sign our open letter here. 

*Current orformer employee of the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride. * 

This letter was created on behalf of a coalition of elected officials and working Angelenos to 

save the Los Angeles Haunted Hayride, and was drafted and organized by Alex Gruenenfelde,: 

This effort is unpaid and unaffiliated with 13th Floor Entertainment Group. 









































































Board of Directors 

Jamie Tijerina 

President 

Charlie Fisher 

Vice President 

JJ Jackman 

Secretary 

Stephanie Maynetto-Jackson 

Treasurer 

Anne Marie Wozniak 

Membership 

August 1, 2024 

To the Board of Recreation and Parks Commissioners 

The Highland Park Heritage Trust stands in opposition to the Arroyo Seco Water 

Reuse Project. 

There are numerous reasons that this project will be harmful to our communities here 

in Los Angeles, both environmental as well as historic. We plan to draft a more 

comprehensive letter for future review, but we believe that it is urgent now to make 

our opposition to this project known. 

Sincerely, 

Jamie Tijerina 

President, Highland Park Heritage Trust 

IDGHLAND PARK HERITAGE TRUST 
P.O. BOX 50894, LOS ANGELES, CA 90050-0894 

(323-510-7547 • YJWW bpbt org • info@hpht.org 



Save San Pascual Park 
Change.org Save San Pascual Park community petition 

Council Member Kevin De Leon, 

I'm writing to register my voice against South Pasadena's plan to seize San Pascual 
parkland and cut down 136 of 166 trees, including protected trees. These trees are 
essential to Los Angeles ecosystem and especially that of San Pascual, of which I'm a 
resident of this area in Highland Park. 

It's with incredible hypocrisy and privilege that South Pasadena would devise a plan, all 
for a golf course. It's absolutely unacceptable. South Pasadena, the City of Trees, that 
highly regulates the cutting of ANY tree in their city has the gall to make such a demand 
of San Pascual. 

The people who should have guardianship of this land are the original peoples, the 
Gabrieleno tribe should be the tenders of this land. 

I say no to this atrocious plan by the City of South Pasadena and favor the Indigenous 
Peoples guardianship of the trees and area. 

This parkland benefits us residents of the City of Los Angeles and our trees and 
parkland are precious and add to our quality of life, which seems to be a factor the 
privileged City of South Pasadena could care less about. And all for a golf course? Just 
preposterous. 

I oppose this plan. I ask that you stand up for the 
residents of San Pascual, LA, and oppose it. 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Signatures as of 07/31/2024 

.kllla llllolwlo Pant South Pasadena CA us 2024-07-18 

Cynlhla ........ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-18 

YMIPa,._ Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-18 

Patrlc:lalo¥e"rffle South Pasadena CA 91030 us 2024-07-18 

IIIIIIEaplnoa Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-18 

l!,nffyJfmanu Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024-07-18 

,_.A..- Pasadena CA 91106 us 2024-07-18 

Gunade¥K'Mlu Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-19 

JQffMlrnandu Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

IWlofllhlClng Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

C11111111Cli - ...... Pasadena CA 91107 us 2024-07-19 

TttlNn..,_ Pasadena CA 91104 us 2024-07-19 

Mew,aM•nsanl!'fl Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-19 

CHorla Navan Lawrenceville GA 30042 us 2024-07-19 

Juanha MattlMz Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-19 

llllellrllelllaArtor Los Angeles CA 90041 us 2024-07-19 

Jennffwttuynti Arl ington TX 76002 us 2024-07-19 

llteti.lle Trafflc:anle South Pasadena CA 91030 us 2024-07-19 

Ollralolle Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

,..._benlon los angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

Jiula ttultbrMlr Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-19 

Goftny lti9Ve1111 Lanaken 3620 Belgium 2024-07-19 

AMNllll!won°"1k Monrovia MD 21770 us 2024-07-19 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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!!de.Nino Los Angeles CA 90028 us 2024--07-19 

.... Goktman Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

FINlw'IAac Vista 92084 us 2024--07-19 

DemlnlQut AlltoOflD Angers 49100 France 2024--07-19 

tcatt.rlfleHulctll~ Phoenix AZ. 85050 us 2024--07-19 

JonJnwood Brooklyn NY 11226 us 2024-07-19 

11d Zattldut .. latTI Cleveland OH 44118 us 2024-07-19 

AnelRamero Los Angeles CA 90060 us 2024--07-19 

CanleScott- Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-19 

........ Altleff Ovada 15076 Italy 2024-07-19 

Ctwillaphe ~ Courbevoie 92400 France 2024--07-19 

JafflNW..., Cedarburg WI 53012 us 2024-07-19 

AnllaCl!faza Rosario. Santa Fe 2000 Argentina 2024-07-19 

1-iaC.,.. Hialeah FL 33012 us 2024-07-19 

IMMDn Tallulttl 850 San Pascual ave CA 90042 us 2024--07-20 

Elanaldan Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-20 

MartaClocllnu Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-20 

Dlnorllh willlalm Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024--07-20 

lilll1McDorlMII Providence RI 2908 us 2024--07-20 

Kevl!IMIIM!a Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-20 

.....,_Knlpt Meridian ID 83642 us 2024-07-20 

Pamela Mower-Conner Los Angeles CA 90032 us 2024--07-20 

Jciillllu Dolgln Long Beach NY 11561 us 2024-07-20 

~...,..,_ Aurora IL 60505 us 2024-07-20 

o.nlNEberte Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-20 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Adrianne Cl'Ul The Bronx NY 10467 us 2024-07-20 

M,tliehain Cumberland MD 21502 us 2024-07-20 

~bu las Vegas, NV 89030 us 2024-07-20 

Cylltllla Gold Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-20 

Le"- lfimtger La Canada CA 91011 us 2024-07-20 

Malt"-'- Boise ID 83704 us 2024-07-20 

l<altlyn Gllddan Dover NH 3820 us 2024-07-20 

Aclln!Kaluba Burleson TX 76028 us 2024-07-20 

NADIABURNS WILLIAMSBURG VA 23185 us 2024-07-21 

H•1IIIIIIIElwalDy Avenel NJ 7001 us 2024-07-21 

QratMlfflC>w,cai Ireland 2024-07-21 

RolllttoMan Edmond OK 73034 us 2024-07-21 

Raian,-ulW.lw Miami FL 24498 us 2024-07-21 

Hua,Jp.,._ us 2024-07-21 

Cynlhl• Allan Lawre GA 30043 us 2024-07-21 

RabeltQufal Pittsburgh PA 15241 us 2024-07-21 

l.Nnllailiov91dy Elk Grove 95758 us 2024-07-21 

AW11■ ,,.._1 Swedesboro NJ 8085 us 2024-07-21 

KevlnC11Mcalla Los Angeles CA 90004 us 2024-07-22 

--Eba! Leesburg GA 31763 us 2024-07-22 

...... llonle Sall Lake City UT 84106 us 2024-07-22 

AlttllMy..,.,,. Bensalem PA 19020 us 2024-07-22 

II~~ Wilmington MA 1887 us 2024-07-22 

Trao, ....... Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-22 

Jo■h o..gr11 Long Beach NY 11561 us 2024-07-22 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Vlc:wRa,noe us 2024-07-22 

RoiMrt Denton Florissant MO 63031 us 2024-07-22 

~ Ranctolpt, Richland WA 99352 us 2024-07-22 

AlltityCampbell Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-22 

. 
llarkllayfleld Indianapolis IN 46227 us 2024-07-22 

lllbt.ucano Houston TX 77006 us 2024-07-22 

JNt,ae.ndfford Lake Zurich IL 60047 us 2024-07-22 

~llojorqU'R Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-22 

...... LMvltt Cedar City UT 84720 us 2024-07-22 

.......... La Crosse WI 54601 us 2024-07-22 

JfMSftaBalala Townsend TN 37882 us 2024--07-22 

DIMeSulukl Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-22 

NonnWlnl9a Yuba City CA 95991 us 2024-07-22 

AnclNWFloyd us 2024-07-22 

Judith Escamlla Flowery Branch GA 30542 us 2024-07-22 

a..na.ur Los Angeles CA us 2024-07-23 

Apri! T,-ey Jay ME 4239 us 2024-07-23 

Rla.,O'lhell Norfolk VA 23513 us 2024-07-23 

-
zz AL 40864 us 2024--07-24 

Gulllemto Bajorquu Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-24 

Joee,,t, jaMen Chicago IL 60618 us 2024-07-24 

MfahThomaa Jackson TN 38301 us 2024--07-24 

NOIIIM. HUNT<ALLEN Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-24 

john lB'INfflas Plainfield IL 60586 us 2024-07-24 

Alfntdol.cpaz Santa Cruz CA 95060 us 2024-07-24 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Cecilla Pacuuo Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Milanl'eAciwedo Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Wendr.,,.,.. Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

LoulaeCrane Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

8elWIIIAIMy■ Los Angeles CA 90001 us 2024-07-26 

~ Ctllr,p At us 2024-07-26 

FfantdlnHI 

Attd'/VIM!Pt Los Angeles CA 90063 us 2024-07-26 

Rubi Fwia-Mldln■ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Da1118afol'INGlraldo Los Angeles CA 90063 us 2024-07-26 

Joallua ....... Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

~n■ Chevu Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-26 

....,,....,. Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

lautNano Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-26 

JoAphNarfo Pico Rivera CA 90660 us 2024-07-26 

~~ Garden Grove CA 92840 us 2024-07-26 

Yallrl■ Ctl- Los Angeles CA 91711 us 2024-07-26 

AdontaAMn Los Angeles CA 90036 us 2024-07-26 

Kwln Gulco Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

ller■dfttll(ocfl Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-26 

Lqla&tia Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-26 

INceEatnde Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-26 

~ ...... Long Beach CA 90805 us 2024-07-26 

ltilptalle Eapl'10D Los Angeles CA 90032 us 2024-07-26 

U..M Azusa CA 91702 us 2024-07-26 

~ nwo Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Hohely Oclmll&Moyo Los Angeles CA 90004 us 2024-07-26 

Klffllleny VUIIUft Los Angeles CA 90027 us 2024-07-26 

o......Mananctn Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-26 

Ital Menendez Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024--07-26 

Undllf,- Los Angeles CA 92804 us 2024--07-26 

leeyl&IRII Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-26 

FlalllaV.- Corona CA 92880 us 2024-07-26 

nllllffliNffl09 Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024--07-26 

MrienBlanco Riverside CA 92506 us 2024--07-26 

lonphflda Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

~MtYNO Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

l!ll'ldfet.lames Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

AlldNw V!IIHi.ri. Los Angeles CA 90068 us 2024-07-26 

Jene8 Los Angeles CA 91604 us 2024--07-26 

Evtllyn&anllago San Jose CA 95127 us 2024-07-26 

.. .,..Cella Pasadena CA 91104 us 2024-07-26 

lebattanGanl10 Vernon CA 90058 us 2024-07-26 

Tri RN,hlle Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Cytllhfa.Juau Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Jane!Gan:111 Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

C...Jualwa Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

.... Nlalllnau Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

¥¥ia GIAMI Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Cllrlatlatl ,.__ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Jannffw w.,,. Los Angeles CA 90026 us 2024-07-26 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Hllno Mol!loya Los Angeles CA 90037 us 2024-07-26 

NicotRodr1tma Los Angeles CA 90023 us 2024-07-26 

l<lllhleen ~ Chicago IL 60647 us 2024-07-26 

...... Uanui Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-26 

"-'-IFJck Los Angeles CA 90026 us 2024-07-26 

... ....-arewn Glendale CA 91201 us 2024-07-26 

:JF Brooklyn NY 11238 us 2024-07-26 

~Lapa los angeles CA 90018 us 2024-07-26 

......,.Hanly Los Angeles CA 90012 us 2024-07-26 

.....,.,.. ... Los Angeles CA 90026 us 2024-07-26 

IDciltllal'CIMI Los Angeles CA 90004 us 2024-07-26 

~~ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

..... .,.,. Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

Vkdorta ..... Pasadena CA 91101 us 2024-07-26 

O..lllranda Van Nuys CA 91405 us 2024-07-26 

DP Los Angeles CA 90031 us 2024-07-26 

~-·--- Los Angeles CA 90023 us 2024-07-26 

lemlNa.tnn Los Angeles CA 90027 us 2024-07-26 

~Pl!n& Santa Fe Springs CA 90670 us 2024-07-26 

0-nTIJ.tno Victoria TX 77901 us 2024-07-26 

_,_,.,,,... Baldwin Park CA 91706 us 2024-07-26 

OabyJll'liifflu Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

TtlellnllosllM Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024-07-26 

0..-.Ffflluldec Pasadena CA 91105 us 2024-07-26 

n..a.ntoa Los Angeles CA 90068 us 2024-07-26 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Coffl11eLM Monrovia CA 91016 us 2024-07-26 

Alflftfla Jlrminez Los Angeles CA 90002 us 2024-07-26 

~Tnay Los Angeles CA 90041 us 2024-07-26 

...... Lops Rancho Cucamonga CA 91701 us 2024-07-26 

....,._Kell .. Caliente NV 89008 us 2024--07-26 

KllltanWlllls Gaithersburg MD 20878 us 2024--07-26 

~Qffv.,.. South Pasadena CA 91030 us 2024--07-26 

Adlnla.mt Los Angeles CA 90025 us 2024--07-26 

Adriana Qulnona Hacienda Heights CA 91745 us 2024--07-26 

CueyOtto Los Angeles CA 90041 us 2024-07-26 

WendyAm!Nk Los Angeles CA 90039 us 2024-07-26 

....., .. Chhta los angeles CA 90031 us 2024-07-26 

1carY111a Longmont co 80501 us 2024-07-26 

81111,c:a Canlienl Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024-07-26 

LualaDoy,,el Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-26 

JufllllcwGlllnl Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-27 

lfovtnnaCkaflen Azusa CA 91702 us 2024-07-27 

~OM Carrollton TX 75007 us 2024-07-27 

lo~ca11llo Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024--07-27 

Haal!Nol-.co Claremont CA 91711 us 2024-07-27 

Anlplro(Jarai. Los Angeles CA 90044 us 2024-07-27 

YullsM RM!lra Los angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-27 

Ale...,,._. Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-27 

llintclallemlll Dallas TX 75225 us 2024-07-27 

MATTHEW Burb us 2024--07-27 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Cltllan IMN>th Los Angeles CA 90045 us 2024-07-27 

..,__Lockridge Long Beach 90808 Croatia 2024-07-27 

... Pan Los Angeles CA 90025 us 2024-07-27 

ar.ndon Wanta Pasadena CA 91105 us 2024-07-27 

BnanLN Los Angeles CA 90033 us 2024-07-27 

o.ca,auy Los Angeles CA 90065 us 2024-07-27 

llllnoaOtmedo Los Angeles CA 90029 us 2024-07-27 

J-,Gentry Glen Burnie MD 21060 us 2024-07-27 

..... ,.., Houston TX 77072 us 2024-07-27 

~llu,l(o Los Angeles CA 90044 us 2024-07-27 

lrlllllakhlram Clermont FL 34711 us 2024-07-27 

Lfu8aca Los Angeles CA 90006 us 2024-07-27 

llawartl,.~ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-27 

Rilll!LHI Los Angeles CA 90201 us 2024-07-27 

Wllerlevtqulera Los Angeles CA 90022 us 2024-07-27 

CfirtunM OfNllam Los Angeles CA 90060 us 2024-07-27 

Patlleti!.-r Franklin KY 42134 us 2024-07-27 

,._~ Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-27 

V....R.-.na Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-27 

Yafflllelh Renttfla Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-27 

All'Ol'lllriMlo Glendale AZ 85302 us 2024-07-27 

Z.-,Rklioppo Los Angeles CA 90042 Nether1ands 2024-07-27 

Ollrir~ Pasadena CA 91104 us 2024-07-27 

L II Cypress TX 77433 us 2024-07-28 

Miff Furchtgott Los Angeles CA 90041 us 2024-07-28 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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EJtubeth KEIT% LOS ANGELES CA 90039 us 2024-07-28 

Ctteyanne w.1.,..1n Whittier CA 90604 us 2024-07-28 

lalllbaa Dayton OH 45458 us 2024-07-28 

Kallkalwr La Crescenta CA 91214 us 2024-07-28 

Raulltvaa Lake View Terrace CA 91342 us 2024-07-28 

EdwardArl'oyo Branson MO 65616 us 2024-07-28 

,locelynC1lelru San Gabriel CA 91776 us 2024-07-28 

MertaOnmo 318 neva pl CA 90042 us 2024-07-28 

JaaaueVllp-'-n Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-28 

ElfflS9kll Bell Gardens CA 90201 us 2024-07-28 

8t11C1■1iiOIJ(N 

~Recldlr'I Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-28 

Patltdl Nolan Los Angeles CA 90037 us 2024-07-28 

Klllanl.eOUM Los angeles CA 90004 us 2024-07-28 

ITAZUncln Los Angeles CA 90026 us 2024-07-28 

v.n ........ 111 Los Angeles CA 90031 us 2024-07-28 

--~,uton Los Angeles CA 90042 us 2024-07-28 

w»att._.,, Medora IN 47260 us 2024-07-29 

B,'DdyKnflht Charlotte NC 28206 us 2024-07-29 

Gavin...,. Lemont IL 60439 us 2024-07-29 

loplliallanepa Los Angeles CA 90063 us 2024-07-29 

EY91'1Jolle9- Brooklyn NY 11208 us 2024-07-30 

KM,HIII Pell City AL 35128 us 2024-07-30 

!Nbl41eRoderlclc Los Angeles CA 90004 us 2024-07-30 

01 East Islip NY 11238 us 2024-07-30 

Jariileeutfer Roseburg OR 97470 us 2024-07-30 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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Plero Vlll!fll us 2024-07-31 

Ta,-Ru~ New Orleans LA 70125 us 2024-07-31 

Lyn,,Qe~ Wharton NJ 7885 us 2024-07-31 

IJMSllllth Davenport FL 33837 us 2024-07-31 
'<' 

Aad'"'Cna Overland Park KS 66221 us 2024-07-31 

AlldlHCanpcir Hesperia 92345 us 2024-07-31 

Ronatd..,... Reno NV 89509 us 2024-07-31 

GonloltP091o11 Kingstree SC 29556 us 2024-07-31 

C-Holrald Greenwood IN 46143 us 2024-07-31 

Cllal1eM Bugriealll Tampa FL 33602 us 2024-07-31 

Public Comments on Petition 

.,..,, ..... Los CA 90065 us 2024-07- "We need to preserve these native protected mature trees and 
Angeles 18 wildlife habitats. This watershed will provide water only for a few 

privileged golf players. Is it really worth the costly destruction? can 
they not select an area along the river that Is less dense and 
environmental ly sensitive" 

DabonihlUitg Los CA 90042 us 2024-07- "I live on san pascual. Let south pas/ pasadena cut down the trees 
Angeles 19 on their side and leave our side alone. Despicable! Find another 

place end leave the park alone. Let the golf course get tanks and 
put them on their property. It's disgusting that you want ruin a park 
and wildlife for a golf course. Hell Nol" 

TafNn Pasadena CA 91104 us 2024-07- "This affects the area of where I live." 

■-nlan 19 ... Long CA 90805 us 2024-07- "This needs to STOP!!!!!!• ........ Beach 26 ....... Los CA 90032 us 2024-07- "I grew up in San Pascual alongside with my mother who was born 

&pl- Angeles 26 In 1961 . I love San Pascual and please don't let South Pasadena 
"Pasadena" do this land grab ," 

~ Los CA 90004 us 2024-07- "Protect our land!" 

GofflR Angeles 26 

~ 

.lanntrw Los CA 90026 us 2024-07- "The protected trees of this park are vital to the ecosystem and all 
w.;g Angeles 26 the animals and people who rely on them for shelter, for recreation, 

for quality of life. It is infuriating that the City of South Pasadena 
would propose a plan that would brazenly destroy what little 
remaining natural lands there are left to the benefit of a golf course." 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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JNalcll los CA 90018 us 2024-07-
Lopta angeles 26 

KatherlM Los CA 90023 us 2024-07-
Gutlerma Angeles 26 

Mini .... Los CA 90025 us 2024-07-
Angeles 26 

MATTHEW us 2024-07-
Burtc. 27 

KIIIIKellltler La CA 91214 us 2024-07-
Crescenta 28 

Klfflan Los CA 90004 us 2024-07-
L.alJuu angeles 28 

&anJ"OliM Brooklyn NY 11208 us 2024-07-
30 

Links: 
https://www.change.org/SaveSanPascual 

"We need to keep green spaces green. We do not need more golf 
areas." 

"Golf courses waste so much water we do not need anymore in Los 
Angeles there's already plenty we need more green grass space for 
our families in the community" 

"LA has so few good parks and so many golf courses, I don't think 
the city needs more." 

"I enjoy this park every week for its space and natural beauty. We 
need to keep it for all HLP!" 

"Highland park needs this beautiful green space and it allows a 
space for children and residents to beat the heat" 

"I feel strongly that this shouldn't happen. Everyone needs trees. 
Everyone also needs golf but definitely less than they need trees." 

"This is atrocious. Parks are hard fought to be brought into 
existence. Now to sacrifice it for a golf course. Of all the unmitigated 
audacity. Unbelievable ... " 

Author: Julia Moreno Perri, Save San Pascual Park leadership and resident of San Pascual. 
07/31/2024 
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To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 
concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 

process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 
should not be removed as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They claim this is necessary to clean 
the water from the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of the channel and is a 
virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 
park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 
to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 
of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MNO) was mailed to 
just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the 
Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 
This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 
and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 
Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution 
from the 1-llOfreeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 
tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

( )(I ) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees {82 percent} from the San Pascual site. 

Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 

adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 

forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

( '/J ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) 

of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees 

as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any benefit to the community for 10 to 

20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

( ...fJ ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 

High\and Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

( y ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 

channel. The water should be retested. 

( -./) ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 

Sec6 Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

-I 

Name: 

Address: 

) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 

San Pascual Park property. 

) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

) Wildlife should be protected. 

) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 



To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 

concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 

process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 
should not be removed as open space with City of ~os Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They claim this is necessary to clean 

the water from the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of the channel and is a 

virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 
park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 

to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 
of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was mailed to 
just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the 
Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 

This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 

and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 

Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution 

from the 1-110 freeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 

tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

( 'fJ ) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees (82 percent) from the San Pascual site. 

Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 

adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 

forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

( '-/ ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) 

of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees 

as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any benefit to the community for 10 to 

20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

( '{J ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 

Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

( 7' ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 

channel. The water should be retested. 

( )fl ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 

Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. ft should be preserved in place. 

-../ ) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 

San Pascual Park property. 

r..f ) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

-.,C ) Wildlife should be protected. 

f ) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

'f} ) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 

) __________________________ _ 
Name: \<.-e_.y 
Address: 

R () A<~~ \.A..~ Email Address: 

   
    

  L 



To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles, Christina Mende, Pasadena 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 

concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 

process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 

should not be removed as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They claim this is necessary to clean 
the water from the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on' the east side of the channel and is a 
virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 
park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 

to sit by the water on hot days because it is appro~imately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 
of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was mailed to 
just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just befo, t! the 
Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 
This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 

and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 

Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles In the community and pollution 

from the 1-110 freeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 
tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees (82 percent) from the San Pascual site. 

Thirty-nine of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 

adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 

forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine {9) 

of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries & 1 native Arroyo Willow will be 

removed. We need the trees as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any 

benefit to the community for 10 to 20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

I ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 

Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

✓ ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 

channel. The water should be retested. 

{ ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 

Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

✓ ) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 
San Pascual Park property. 

) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

) Wildlife should be protected. 

) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 

Name: ..J r&s I@ tlV{l,dtJd.Cz-- 5 t {rs Signature -~"""----------

Address:           

 



Public comment - Jessica Hernandez Solis 

As an LA resident who grew up with a foot in Pasadena, I've got to enjoy your beautiful, vibrant cities 

with character and charm. Sadly, character and charm require resources to maintain. It was just accepted 

that Pasadena kids got nicer things than kids in LA. Better services, better schools, trees and animals for 
those whose parents earn more. It's a microcosm of course; everywhere else is designed like this; but 

that doesn't make it good or right. 

I wish an invisible line didn't determine where our responsibilities for each other begin and end; because 

the idea that what happens on one side can be kept on that side is more naive and idealistic than 

thinking we'll fix all our problems from people asking nicely. However, that doesn't mean it can't save 

this oasis for the kids on both sides of this line. 

Please don't approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project. 

521 N Avenue 67, Los Angeles, CA 90042 
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20 y~rtns of $hadt or protection from~ir and noise pollutiP11, · · · · · 

• l · , ·• ·· · · ·~··, pppqse the, removal 1;1f any pr,ote~ed tt~!ls from our open s:pace/gr~n spate on the $an Pascual Park prop.ertv Whicll Is !ti. 
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To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 
concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 
process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 
should not be removed as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They claim this is necessary to clean 
the water from the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of the channel and is a 

virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 
park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 

to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 
of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was mailed to 
just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the 
Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 

This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 
and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 
Thousands of vehides pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution 

from the 1-110 freeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 
tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

LL 
) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees (82 percent) from the San Pascual site. 

Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 

adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 

forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

( LL ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) 

of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees 

as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any benefit to the community for 10 to 

20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

( LL ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 

Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

( LL ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 

channel. The water should be retested. 

LL ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 

Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

LL ) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 

San Pascual Park property. 

LL ) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

u ) Wildlife should be protected. 

LL ) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

LL ) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 

Name: I iodsay I laguna Email Address:   

Address:   



To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 
Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Wat.er Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 
concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 
process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 
should not be removed as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They daim this is necessary to dean 
the waterfrom the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of the channel and is a 
virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 
park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 

to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 
of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was mailed to 
just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the 
Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 

This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 
and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 
Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution 
from the 1-110 freeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 
tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

(GL ) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees (82 percent) from the San Pascual site. 
Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 
adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 
forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

( GL ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) 
of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees 
as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any benefit to the community for 10 to 
20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

( GL ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 
Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

( GL ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 
channel. The water should be retested. 

GL ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 
Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

( GL ) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 
San Pascual Park property. 

GL ) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

GL ) Wildlife should be protected. 

GL ) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

GL ) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 

Name: Gregoria I laguoo IY Email Address:  

Address:    



To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 
Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, 

concerns about the project are acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate in a real outreach 

process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land 

should not be removed as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water filtration project. They claim th is is necessary to clean 

the water from the Arroyo Seco channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of the channel and is a 

virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the 

park. This land is currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, and by local residents who come 

to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagementto users of the park, residents ofthe San Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users 

of the park, City of Los Angeles residents, orto the Highland Park Neighborhood council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was mailed to 

just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the 

Thanksgiving Holidays in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents submitted comments on the MND. 

This lack of participation shows that the community was largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena 

and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of the freeway. 

Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution 

from the 1-110 freeway. Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents from heat and pollution. This 
tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by development. 

( SG ) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees (82 percent) from the San Pascual site. 
Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are 

adjacent to the Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The destruction of this small 
forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

( SG ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) 
of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees 
as we face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any benefit to the community for 10 to 
20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise pollution. 

( SG ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on the San Pascual Park property which is in 
Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

( SG ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including manure to run into the Arroyo Seco 
channel. The water should be retested. 

( SG ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo 
Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South Pasadena property, not Highland Park's 
San Pascual Park property. 

SG ) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

SG ) Wildlife should be protected. 

SG ) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

SG ) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park inaccessible to area residents. 

Name: Susan Goodwin Email Address: 

Address: _ ____ _ ___ _ 



-

From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 

Thank you! 

 
 

RE: letter for rec & parks 7 / 18 meeting 

Thursday, July 18, 2024 12:55:00 AM 

From: robin fox < > 

Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2024 9:55 PM 

To: Clara Solis < t> 

Subject: letter for rec & parks 7 / 18 meeting 

To: Recreation and Parks Commissioners: 

Kevin De Leon, CD 14, Los Angeles City Council and Mayor of Los Angeles 

Re: Arroyo Seco Water Reuse Project, a joint project between Pasadena and South 

Pasadena 

Please do not approve the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project (the Project) until and unless 

Highland Park resident's and Native American tribe, concerns about the project are 

acknowledged, cured, and incorporated into the plan and residents are allowed to participate 

in a real outreach process. After input is received, the City of Los Angeles should negotiate to 

incorporate community concerns in the project. San Pascual Park land should not be removed 

as open space with City of Los Angeles residents receiving no meaningful benefits. 

The Project will use San Pascual Park land which is located in Highland Park to build a water 

filtration project. They claim this is necessary to clean the water from the Arroyo Seco 

channel. The San Pascual park land that will be used is currently located on the east side of 

the channel and is a virtual small forest. The Project will fence in Highland Park land and make 

it inaccessible to City of Los Angeles residents and other users of the park. This land is 

currently used by area residents for hiking, running, bird and wildlife watching, equestrian use, 

and by local residents who come to sit by the water on hot days because it is approximately 10 

degrees cooler in the forest. 

There was no meaningful outreach or engagement to users of the park, residents of the San 

Pascual Valley, Native American tribes, Equestrian users of the park, City of Los Angeles 

residents, or to the Highland Park Neighborhood Council. A Mitigated Negative Declaration 

(MND) was mailed to just 98 Highland Park residents within 500 feet of the park. Most of 

these residents do not recall the notice which was mailed just before the Thanksgiving Holiday 

in 2023. In the whole of Pasadena, South Pasadena and Los Angeles only two residents 

submitted comments on the MND. This lack of participation shows that the community was 

largely unaware of the project and its impacts to their community. 

The San Pascual Neighborhood is unique. It is largely a bowl which is bordered by the hillside 



of Avenue 66, the York street bridge, South Pasadena and the 110 freeway/ Arroyo Seco 

Parkway. Most residents live from across the street from the freeway to within half a mile of 

the freeway. Thousands of vehicles pass by each day. Because of its topography residents are 

susceptible to heat which settles in the community and pollution from the 1-110 freeway. 

Fortunately, the area has had an abundance of mature trees which have protected residents 

from heat and pollution. This tree canopy in the past decade has been reduced by 

development. 

YES ) I am concerned that this project will remove 136 mature trees out of 166 trees 

(82 percent) from the San Pascual site. Thirty-six of these trees are protected. More than a 

quarter of the tree removals will be of protected trees. The 166 trees that are adjacent to the 

Arroyo Seco channel make up a small green belt forest that is a haven for area wildlife. The 

destruction of this small forest will be felt as it protects San Pascual residents from pollution, 

noise and heat. It provides protection from the 1-110 freeway. 

YES ) I am concerned that 15 mature trees will be removed from the east side of our 

San Pascual Park in Highland Park. Nine (9) of these trees are protected. Four (4) mature 

coast live oaks and five (5) Mexican elderberries will be removed. We need the trees as we 

face unprecedented climate change impacts. The replacement of trees will not provide any 

benefit to the community for 10 to 20 years in terms of shade or protection from air and noise 

pollution. 

YES ) I oppose the removal of any protected trees from our open space/green space on 

the San Pascual Park property which is in Highland Park and is located east of the Arroyo Seco 

channel and south of San Pascual bridge. 

YES ) The San Pascual stables until recently allowed run-off from the stables including 

manure to run into the Arroyo Seco channel. The water should be retested. 

YES ) The historic Arroyo Seco stone hitching post located on Highland Park land in San 

Pascual park to the east of the Arroyo Seco Channel south of the San Pascual park should be 

not be removed. It should be preserved in place. 

( YES ) The huge concrete pad which will cover the Pumping Station should be on South 

Pasadena property, not Highland Park's San Pascual Park property. 

YES ) Water resources should be shared with the City of Los Angeles. 

YES ) Wildlife should be protected. 

YES ) I have used this part of San Pascual Park on the east side of the park. 

YES ) I am concerned that the Project will make San Pascual Park Land in Highland Park 

inaccessible to area r residents. 

YES ) _!_worry that the noise of the pumping operation will shatter the calm provided 

by the plants & paths. 



Name: _Sylva Blackstone _____________________ _ 

Address:  ____ ______ _ 

Email Address:  

ELYSIAN PARK CUTTING OF PROTECTED SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA BLACK WALNUTS 

Recreation and Parks personnel either directed or did not properly supervise a contractor at 

the park. The contractor literally clear cut a children's area of many protected Southern 

California Black Walnuts and other native plants. 

A Takaape' Waashut / SoCal Black Walnut woodland full of various native trees and shrubs 

including Toyon, Elderberry, Catalina and Holly Leaf Cherry and Lemonade Berry were cut and 

mutilated under the guise of brush clearance in and surrounding the Children's Arboretum in 

Elysian Park. 

Parks & Rec and Urban Forestry should ONLY use city staff knowledgeable of our native 

species and the rules under the tree protection ordinance, INCLUDING the CUMULATIVE 

diameter specification. Protocols must be set up so that a city arborist or ecologist reviews the 

site and tags native and protected species that aid in fire resilience before any brush clearance 

is performed. 



From: 
To: 
Subject: 
Date: 
Attachments: 

Yael Pardess 
Parks And Recs 
Save San Pascual Park and San Rafael 
Tuesday, July 23, 2024 1:11:17 PM 
preview.png 
Untitled attachment 00003.htm 
San Rafael and San Pascual comments .Ddf 
untitled attachment 00006. htrn 

Parks and Recreation Director and commissioners 

The matter of the Water Reclamation projects at San Rafael and San Pascual was brought to 
me on July 18th. 
I attended to the Parks and Recreation meeting and listed to many community members who 
spoke against this project. 
I read the detailed documents and plans and discussed the matter further to learn that the 
community at large was not widely informed. 
There was a very limited outreach last year to 85 families only during the holidays. Not many 
attended and very few attended or spoke up. 
This massive project concerns the area at large and will affect many communities, not just 
these 85 families. 
This inadequate outreach may be intentional or not, but the community has a right to be part 
in these crucial decisions. 

I live on CDl, but I walk these trails and enjoy the Arroyo very often. 
Like me- thousands of people enjoy this area. The reclamation project will last years and will 
close off these areas. 
42 Protected trees will be cut along with almost 100 significant trees that serve as habitat for 
wildlife and give a most needed shade in this heating climate. 
Replanting young trees is not a viable sustainable solution. The replanted landscape proposed 
is very exposed in comparison with the dense wooded San Pascual park, and the valuable 
shade will be lost. The habitat will be totally destroyed. It will take at least 50 more years for 
the young trees to give any significant shade or adequate protection to same number of 
animals displaced . 
What a waste of funds and precious resources. 
The parks are a very important part of the whole arroyo wildlife corridor. Especially San 
Pascual with its dense wooded character. 
This destruction- cutting many protected trees, killing or disturbing the existing wildlife is 
simply unacceptable. And for what? For a golf course???? For exclusive small group playing 
a on a grass that already wastes precious water resources? Have we not learned that we need 
more mature trees? Has the city not declared it plans on protecting mature trees? 
If water reclamation is important it must be reviewed and discussed by many groups such as 
indigenous tribal land leaders, The Sierra Club, the Community Forestry Advisory Committee 
(who did not know about it), ASNC, City councils 1 and 14 that are affected, Pasadena, and 
other protected tree groups. 

I myself am a member of our protected tree committee of the Mount Washington Home 
Owners Alliance. Our goal is to educate the public, stop illegal protected trees removal and 
catch offenders. Such an act of needless destruction without conducting wide community 
discussions and environmental impacts is unacceptable! 
Has any study been conducted to discuss alternative areas? 



From my research and knowledge of the area, I am wondering why the project has not 
considered the area right across from proposed San Pascual?. It is a flat area, in part Parking 
lot, mostly bare and accessible. Selecting this area will save the densely wooded San Pascual 
portion. 

Additionally- I am reviewing number of trees cut per city and reviewing the maps as they 
show in the city of Pasadena package on line. I am seeing a clear discrepancy between city 
boundaries as they show up on Google maps, and as they show up on the "Draft initial study" 
It shows San Rafel as being fully under Pasadena City boundaries. but in fact it fall half into 
the City of I ,os Angeles. Please see PDF attached. 
If this is the case, it affects number of protected trees removed per city and people should 
know that. 
I am asking you to put a stop to this project and listen to the community. 
Thank you for your time. 



claramsolis@earthlink.net 

From: Yael Pardess <y  
Wednesday, July 31, 2024 11:12 PM Sent: 

To: Parks And Recs; councilmember.kevindeleon@lacity.org 
Subject: Additional comment about Water reuse project-San Pascual Park and San Rafael 

San Rafael and San Pascual RAP 7.31.pdf; Untitled attachment 00021.htm Attachments: 

Parks and Recreation Commissioners 
Mr De Leon 

I submitted comments earlier and cannot attends Park and Recreation tomorrow's meeting in person 
I am asking RAP and CD14 City Council to re evaluate this project in light of the public's objection and let the public have 
a say. 

Reading RAP's informational report, I find it strange that the public at large submitted 4 comments only till July 18th, 
when it was finally brought to the public's attention and many 
are speaking out and sending letters and questioning the validity and logic of this wasteful project. 
As far as I can tell, the public really cares about nature, preservation, green spaces, preserving archeological artifacts and 
had a lot to say in the last meeting. 
The 4 comment that RAP states having received are a testament that the public did not know enough to able to 
comment! 

Very few people were notified back in 2023, fewer read the communication during the holidays and fewer understood 
the scope. 
A true outreach was not conducted and the public wants to stop this project, and re-evaluate it properly and be a part of 
the decisions. 
Our public parks are not up for grabs 

This whole project raises many questions. 

• Why has the community at large not be fully involved from the very beginning of the project? 
• Why does the public have not had a chance to approve the initial steps and backdoor agreements between cities 

to take possession of lands and exclude the public from access that we now enjoy? 
• Is this project conducted in a manner that is open, honest and transparent? 
• On RAP's PDF -it is stated on page 3, that you will approve the project "after'' its construction ... ! In what world 

do projects get approved after the fact? The quote is: "The board of commissioners(Board} shall approve the 
project final plans and accept the improvement upon the completion construction" this is unrealistic and very 
very questionable! 

• Why hasn't a proper EIR conducted? How have all 3 cities by-passed CEQA? Having a small x in a box that state 
that there are no impact is not enough. We the public- demand a proper EIR! ! 

• Why waste so much money and destroy such precious parks- in order to give free water to a golf course used by 
few people! Isn't it high time we rethink priorities in our global warming age and consider the wastefulness of 
grasses for a selected few members? 

• Why create parks, that after their completion- are not accessible to the public? San Pascual will have a 
surrounding fence and an exterior trail that will not let anyone actually enjoy the trees, the shade or the water. 
The fence will not allow for a natural flow of wildlife either. 

• Why create parks that have less large shade canopy or no shade at all in many areas, and is less diverse, plant 
wise? They are proposing an exposed park, with surrounding trees that animals cannot be safe in. MND states 
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that Wildlife Movement impact is LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT! This is completely false by all account- destroying 
and disturbing a complete habitat will be very significant to wildlife movement. Additionally- if parks are fenced 
off- how can animals or people traverse them? 

• The environmental impacts are very significant. But they are completely minimized or ignored on the MND 
report. See PDF pages 15-21. I am showing screen shots from the MND with my comments in red. 

• It states that bird's nesting or migratory birds will be minimally affected. Removing 80% of trees that serve as 
habitat is not insignificant and can kill or impact hundreds of birds, and nest. You cannot mitigate a tree 
removal.the tree is gone and the bird is gone or dead. 

• It states that bats habitat will be less than significant with mitigation. Same point- you remove the Palm trees­
you remove their habitat! There is no mitigation here 

• What will happen to the Arroyo downstream of the Golf course once all waters are diverted to it? Will the 
ecosystem of the channel die off? Has this been a consideration at all? Has Fish and wildlife actually seen and 
approve this project? 

I'd like to add a few more points: 
I reviewed all the trees that will be removed and replanted, and there are a few discrepancies from chart to chart or 
from page to page on the NMD report. 
Number of trees replanted on one page does not match number of trees on another page. 
It takes some detailed examination to discover the discrepancies. 
If you want to take the time to review it- pages 3-4-5-7-8 in PDF attached . 
What strikes me the most is that instead of 2 Arroyo Willows removed in San Pascual - the project proposes 62! 
The willow is a fluffy tree bush. It does not really provide shade and was not originally part of San Pascual. 
Why not replant Toyons and Black Walnuts that can actually create a natural native habitat? 
Same for San Rafael- the replanting contains no Toyons or Black Walnuts. 

I am asking you to please not approve this project and review carefully your decision. 
We need parks, we need mature trees, we do not need wasteful project that benefit one small 12 acre Golf Course. It is 
simply wrong! 
It will take 20-30 years for the heat bubble created by the project to become shaded forest again. 
It should become a practice by our cities, that claim to care about trees, now that temperatures are rising and we need 
more trees - that mature trees simply should not be cut! 
Thank you for your time. 

Yael Pardess 
 

Mt Washington Protected Tree Committee 
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July 31, 2024 

Clara M. Solis 

 

 

 

Board of Recreation and Parks Commissioners 

RE: GENERAL MANAGER (GM) INFORMATIONAL REPORT - ARROYO SECO WATER REUSE 

PROJECT 

Dear Honorable Commissioners: 

I am opposed to the Arroyo Seco Water Reuse project. As currently planned, the project will harm 

my San Pascual Neighborhood of Highland Park. Insufficient outreach was done for our Los 

Angeles community. 

This letter will mainly address concerns I have with the GM's report. However, it will also 

address concerns I have with how community engagement was deficient and biased against 

including Los Angeles resident's input and concerns. Finally, it will address concerns regarding 

the proposed Equestrian trail width of 5 feet when Los Angeles Equestrian Design guidelines 

recommend 12 feet and require a minimum of 6 feet. 

The GM Letter states at the bottom of page two (2): 

See below the anticipated roles and responsibilities for each City: 

• RAP Grant access of the property to the cities of Pasadena and South Pasadena for the 
construction and maintenance of the Project 

• RAP will issue a Right of Entry permit to the cities of Pasadena and South Pasadena for 
the construction and maintenance of the Project 

• The Board of Recreation and Parks Commissioners {Board) shall approve the Project final 
plans and accept the improvements upon the completion of construction 

• RAP shall not be financially responsible for any portion of the Project 

Concern 1: What right does Recreation and Park (RAP) staff have to give away public park 

land? What right does RAP staff have to limit resident's access to their park land for a project 

that is cleaning Pasadena's dirty water. 



The LA Charter Section 594 (c) Restrictions on Transfer of Dedicated Parks. 

All lands heretofore or hereafter set apart or dedicated as a public park shall 
forever remain for the use of the public inviolate" (See attached City Charter Section 

594.) 

Concern 2: Is the Board of RAP Commissioners a rubber stamp? They "SHALL APPROVE THE 

PROJECT FINAL PLANS" 

Concern 3: How can they approve it after it has been constructed? That is the most 

ridiculous thing. 

Concern 4: The Trustee agency California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW} the 

experts on biological aspects of projects have not weighed in. So this project lacks expert advise 

on how this will impact wildlife. 

See Page 2 of the GM Letter states: 

"Project benefits include increased habitat and reestablishment of natural plant communities" 
but there isn't an expert letter for the biological. The experts are the California Department of 

Fish and Wildlife (CDFW} who are also the trustee agency. They did not submit a letter. 

Concern 5: This project will reduce access to San Pascual Park land on the East Side of the 

Arroyo Seco Channel. 

The GM Letter states, there will be "improved trails and public access to open space areas," This 

is not true for the San Pascual site. San Pascual Park land will be fenced off. Area children will 

no longer be able to go down and look at tadpoles, mosquito fish, frogs and turtles. Do you 

really think signs talking about them are better than seeing the 

real thing. Wildlife watchers will not be able to walk under 

trees to view wildlife. The replacement saplings will not 

provide habitat for years. 

Also, a concrete structure covering the Pump Station will be 

built encroaching on San Pascual Park Land. 

Below: How is the design at the right better for wildlife than the land at the left currently a 

multitude of birds live in the Oaks, Sycamores, Elderberries, Toyon, Willows and yes in the 

Mexican Fan Palms. (See the Hooded Oriole, photo by Alejandro Palomino, 7 /27 /24). The 

forest at left has 60 foot trees. How many years will it take for saplings to grow that big? 



Concern 6: Maintenance will only be for 30 years, current diversion project was built in 1940's 

(per MND) or 1950's (per GM report). So it has existed 70 to 80 years. What mess will be left 

with no maintenance? 

Per GM Report page 3, "Maintenance of th~ above ground and below ground improvements 
installed as part of the Project for 30years;, 

Concern 7: Engagementwith.Sari P.asc:Ual Neighborhood was deficient. California 

Environmental Quality Act reql.iires :publlc participation. Public participation is a mandated and 

essential component of CEQA. The com in unity engagement process with Los Angeles was a 

study in how to disresp~ct a commu~ity (See attachment below) 

• Of the 3 Meetings held none were in Los Angeles 

• The notice ofthe draft MND was only published in Los Angeles 

• The notice of the draft MND was only mailed to 98 houses in the San Pascual 

Neighborhood even though the entire community will be impacted by the removal of a 

small forest with removals of 136 mature trees with heights as tall as 50 and 60 feet. 

These trees cool the neighborhood, block noise pollution, remove small particulate 



matter (ultrafines) filter carbon dioxide and block light pollution from the South 

Pasadena ball fields. Replacement trees will take decades to reach heights of 50 feet. 

• The notices were mailed the day before Thanksgiving and were addressed to "Resident" 

Only one resident recalls receiving the notice. 

• The notice did not have a single line in Spanish even though the San Pascual community 

is 60 percent linguistically isolated. 

• Notices were mailed to Pasadena/South 

Pasadena State Senator Anthony Portantino 

and LA Supervisor Kathryn Barger but not to 

LA State Senator Maria Elena Durazo or Los 

Angeles Supervisor Hilda Solis. 

• The website for the project had a submit 

comment button, but comments submitted 

here during the comment period were not 

included as official comments. 

• Residents who made inquiries during the 

comment period were told to attend the 

December scoping meeting and bring up 

their comments to be addressed. This 

meant their comments were not included in 

official comments. 

At right is the document that was mailed as notice 

to residents. Note that there is not one line telling 

Spanish speakers where they can get information. 

Below is the webpage were people can submit a 

comment. 
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Concern 8 Los Angeles will be on the hook after 30 years 

"RAP shall not be financially responsible for any portion of the Project" - except after 

maintenance ends after 30 years. 

And I have run out of time 

Clara Solis 



SMALL SAMPLE OF WILDLIFE LIVING AT SAN PASCUAL SITE ORIOLE IN PALM TREE 

photos of hooded oriole by Alexander Palomino 



PEOPLE USING SAN PASCUAL PARK EAST OF THE ARROYO SECO CHANNEL 
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