
Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Saumya Gupta
Date Submitted: 03/01/2026 07:01 PM
Council File No: 25-0006-S38 
Comments for Public Posting:  Please support the creation of a Disaster Recovery District (DRD)

for Pacific Palisades as the community rebuilds. A DRD (1)
would enable the Palisades to use a small portion of its property
tax dollars to rebuild, (2) would enable the Palisades to rebuild to
the highest resiliency standards possible to protect the lives,
property, and financial stability of our district and the City at
large, (3) is fiscally responsible for all of Los Angeles, and (4) is
supported by California precedent. A Palisades DRD would
enable the Palisades to rebuild without raising property tax rates.
A DRD would simply utilize a portion of the currently assessed
property taxes to rebuild. CD 11 has discussed using a very small
percentage of the current tax basis, a mere .25 per dollar of
property tax dollars, towards the rebuild. The Palisades has
suffered one of the most destructive California wildfires. It should
be able to rebuild with a small portion of its own property tax
dollars. A Palisades DRD would enable the community to rebuild
to the highest resiliency standards to protect all of Los Angeles by
reducing long-term wildfire and climate risks. Modernize aging
infrastructure and sewer line extensions to facilitate conversion
from septic to sewers. Underground overhead utilities to reduce
ignition risk Expand and harden water systems to improve
firefighting capacity and flow Enhance defensible space and
fire-resistant landscaping in public areas Stabilize hillsides
vulnerable to post-fire erosion and mudslides A Palisades DRD is
a long-term fiscally responsible solution for all of Los Angeles.
The City has estimated that the public infrastructure loss was
approximately 350 million and emergency response cost the city
about 24 million just during the first 10 days of the crisis. Once
indirect costs are incurred it is estimated that the entire Palisades
Fire will have cost $25 billion in damage and loss. The cost of
rebuilding to outdated standards—and facing repeated losses—is
far greater than investing proactively in resilience. Furthermore, a
DRD would provide a stable funding stream which would in turn
accelerate rebuilding thereby restoring property taxes for the City
as a whole. A Palisades DRD is supported by California
precedent. Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors has already
moved to create a Disaster Recovery Financing District for
Altadena and the Unincorporated Santa Monica Mountains to
support their wildfire recovery infrastructure and resilience
planning. Additionally, in 2022, after Sonoma County suffered



planning. Additionally, in 2022, after Sonoma County suffered
the devastating wildfires Tubbs, Kincade, and Glass, smoke
related public health emergencies, severe drought cycles, and
flooding along the Russian River, the county realized it needed a
long-term solution, and created the first Climate Resiliency
District in California. Like Sonoma, Los Angeles City should
move from disaster response to more proactive climate and
infrastructure hardening. A DRD would enable the community to
create long-term wildfire resiliency for the benefit of all of Los
Angeles. Traci Park, our Councilwoman, supports the creation of
a DRD because she sees the need firsthand. I respectfully ask
Councilmembers from other districts to pause and consider what
you would want for your own constituents if a fire, earthquake, or
flood struck your neighborhood tomorrow. I believe you would
want to build back not just the devastated areas the way they were
but, better, stronger, more resiliently, so that the future for your
district as part of the city as a whole would be more physically
and financially secure. Los Angeles is one city. We are all
Angelenos. In times of tragedy, we should support one another
just as other California communities have done for the betterment
of us all. Thank you for your consideration and for your service to
our city. 



Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Jessica Ang Liu
Date Submitted: 03/01/2026 08:35 PM
Council File No: 25-0006-S38 
Comments for Public Posting:  Subject: Please Create a Pacific Palisades Disaster Recovery

District Dear Councilmembers, Please support the creation of a
Disaster Recovery District (DRD) for Pacific Palisades as the
community rebuilds. A DRD (1) would enable the Palisades to
use a small portion of its property tax dollars to rebuild, (2) would
enable the Palisades to rebuild to the highest resiliency standards
possible to protect the lives, property, and financial stability of
our district and the City at large, (3) is fiscally responsible for all
of Los Angeles, and (4) is supported by California precedent. A
Palisades DRD would enable the Palisades to rebuild without
raising property tax rates. A DRD would simply utilize a portion
of the currently assessed property taxes to rebuild. CD 11 has
discussed using a very small percentage of the current tax basis, a
mere .25 per dollar of property tax dollars, towards the rebuild.
The Palisades has suffered one of the most destructive California
wildfires. It should be able to rebuild with a small portion of its
own property tax dollars. A Palisades DRD would enable the
community to rebuild to the highest resiliency standards to protect
all of Los Angeles by reducing long-term wildfire and climate
risks. Modernize aging infrastructure Underground overhead
utilities to reduce ignition risk Expand and harden water systems
to improve firefighting capacity and flow Enhance defensible
space and fire-resistant landscaping in public areas Stabilize
hillsides vulnerable to post-fire erosion and mudslides A
Palisades DRD is a long-term fiscally responsible solution for all
of Los Angeles. The City has estimated that the public
infrastructure loss was approximately 350 million and emergency
response cost the city about 24 million just during the first 10 days
of the crisis. Once indirect costs are incurred it is estimated that
the entire Palisades Fire will have cost $25 billion in damage and
loss. The cost of rebuilding to outdated standards—and facing
repeated losses—is far greater than investing proactively in
resilience. Furthermore, a DRD would provide a stable funding
stream which would in turn accelerate rebuilding thereby restoring
property taxes for the City as a whole. A Palisades DRD is
supported by California precedent. Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors has already moved to create a Disaster Recovery
Financing District for Altadena and the Unincorporated Santa
Monica Mountains to support their wildfire recovery
infrastructure and resilience planning. Additionally, in 2022, after



infrastructure and resilience planning. Additionally, in 2022, after
Sonoma County suffered the devastating wildfires Tubbs,
Kincade, and Glass, smoke related public health emergencies,
severe drought cycles, and flooding along the Russian River, the
county realized it needed a long-term solution and created the first
Climate Resiliency District in California. Like Sonoma, Los
Angeles City should move from disaster response to more
proactive climate and infrastructure hardening. A DRD would
enable the community to create long-term wildfire resiliency for
the benefit of all of Los Angeles. Traci Park, our Councilwoman,
supports the creation of a DRD because she sees the need
firsthand. I respectfully ask Councilmembers from other districts
to pause and consider what you would want for your own
constituents if a fire, earthquake, or flood struck your
neighborhood tomorrow. I believe you would want to build back
not just the devastated areas the way they were but, better,
stronger, more resiliently, so that the future for your district as part
of the city as a whole would be more physically and financially
secure. Los Angeles is one city. We are all Angelenos. In times of
tragedy, we should support one another just as other California
communities have done for the betterment of us all. Thank you for
your consideration and for your service to our city. Respectfully,
Jessica Liu 



Jessica and Carson Liu

469 EL Medio Avenue

Pacific Patisades, CA 90272

(310) 428-71 33

Los Angetes County Assessor

500 W. Tempte St., Room 286

Los Angetes, CA 9OO1 2-27 7 0

)uly 25,2025

To Whom lt May Concern:

We betieve that the market vatue of our home property, located at 469 Et Medio Avenue,

Pacific Patisades, CA90272, has been negativety impacted by the resutting neighborhood

devastation caused by the 2025 Patisades Fire. The Et Medio Btuffs were engutfed in ftames

and blocks of homes were burned to the ground, disptacing many of my neighbors.

Additionatty, many schools, churches and stores were atso burned and ctosed. The

Pa[isades as a community is a she[ of what it was, and many families [ike mine are

disptaced. Frankty, the City of Los Angetes and its teadership, inctuding those at LADWP

and the fire department, faited to prepare and respond to the initiat witdfire, which became

a raging industriaI fire that not onty burned down thousands of structures but a[so released

heavy metals, asbestos and other toxins as smoke, soot and charwhich entered our home

as wett as others that managed to structuratty survive the fire. The levet of contamination

and toxicity renders our home unlivable currentty, and we are negotiating with our
insurance carrier the cost of remediation, which is tikety to be a few hundred thousand

dotlars. Our house is surrounded by burnt homes on three sides. See attached photos of
my neighbors' burnt properties and a summary copy of the environmental report from Titan

EnvironmentaI that shows the toxic levets of contamination inside our home. The Pacific

Patisades was once an unquestionabty desirabte neighborhood untit January 7, 2025. Now,

its future is ctearty in question. This situation leads us to betieve that the market vatue of
our home has significantty decreased, and we are requesting that the Los Angetes County
Assessor review our property for a dectine-in-vatue.

Sincerety,

ssica Ang Liu arson D. Liu
/



2025 Decline-in-Value Review Application
JEFFREY PRANG

ass€ssoR

llllliillillll This form MUST be filed between July 2 and December 1, 2025. Applications are valid if postmarked byIrylII December .1, 202s. Unfortunately, applications received outside of those dates cannot be processed. you

may check the status of your decline-in-value reassessment al any time online at assessor:/acounty.gov/decline-in-value. For
assistance, please call 213.974.321'l or 1.888.807.2111.

lf vour prooertv suffers a "decline-in-value." you mav be elioible for a temoorary reduction in assessed value. A decline-in-value
occurs when the market value of your property is less than the assessed value as of January 1, 2025. The best supporting
documentalion you can provide is information about the sale of comparable properties. ln order to help us assist you, please try
to Iind two comparable sales that sold as close to January 1, 2025 as possible, but no later than March 31, 2025. While the
submission of sales is helpful in determining the market value of your property, applications submitted without comparable sales
will still be accepted and processed.

p one

Liu, Carson D and Jessica A TRS (Trustees, The Liu Family Trust) (310) 428-7133
roperty reSS (N!mber/StrevcilyzlP) Assessor'S ID # (Map Boor,Paq@Parcer)

469 El Medio Avenue, Pacific Palisades, CA 90272 13 009 002
Mail tng less (Numbs/St EvolyrslatezP)

469 El Medio Avenue, Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
UT of Value as January,l,

$3,800,000 essica.a.liu@gmail.com
Subject Property Description Number of Unils (Apartments)

N/ASin le Family House

Additional lnformation

[If!ffl[[ Attach any supplemental data or additional information that supports your claim.

Please kccp 6 oopy ot this application for your rocorda and ao a ro.nindor to file an assessmont appoal it you do
not receive the Assessor's findings by October 1, 2025. lf you disagree with the Assessor's decline-in-value conclusion,
you may file an appeal with the Assessment Appeals Board. The appeal must be filed no later than December 1, 2025.

ASSESStIiIENT APPEALS (NOT FILED WITH THE ASSESSOR)
The Assessment Appeals Board (AAB) is an independent body established to resolve differences of property value opinion
between the Assessor and property ownerc. AAB Filins Period; For the 2025 "Regular Assessment Roll" a formal appeal may
be filed from July 2 through December 1, 2025. For a "Corrected Assessmenl Roll" a formal appeal may be filed within 60
days of either (1 ) the date of mailing printed on the tax bill or (2) the postmark date for the tax bill, whichever is later. Presarye
Your Apoeal Riohts: You may appeal before the applicable deadline without waiting for a response to this claim. Starting
July 2,2025, you may request an application from the Assessment Appeals Board at 213.974.'1471 or online at
bos. co./a.ca.us. You may withdraw your AAB appeal without penalty, for any reason.

Agenucompany Name, if applicable (fttach As.nr authoriEtion) Agent Daytime Telephone

Agenl N/Iajling Address (Nunber/st e6rcity/starezrP) Agent EmailAddross

Owner Signature Date

Los Angeles County Assessor, 500 West Temple Street, Room 286, Los Angeles, CA90O12-2770

Office of the Assessot . 213.974.3211 . Website: assessor.lacounty.gov

'Valuing Peode and Propety

Number of Bedrooms

5
Number of Bathrooms

b
Approximate Square Footage

4340

Sale

COMPARABLE SALES

Address or Assessor's lD #
Sale Date

(No leter than
3/31n025)

Sale
Price

Description
Single Familyllrulti-Res: lncluda buld'ng ste yeat

butll. i of bedtuoms E balhs. ptoxmiy,4 ol unns and
incone (ir Mufti-Res)-

Comnerchnndustfial: loclude incone, building and
land size, use, zanihg, year buill, ptoxinily.

1 4414005023 6118125 $ 2,036,000 566 Tahquitz Pl. $3,470,000 Previous

2 4414005023 6t16t25 $ 2,s25,000 5zl4 Arbramar Ave. $3,250,000 Listed

.Date

7t25t2025

Agent Signature

MAIL TO:

RP-87 {REV.7/25)
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Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Christine Steele
Date Submitted: 03/01/2026 10:22 PM
Council File No: 25-0006-S38 
Comments for Public Posting:  Please create a Pacific Palisades Disaster Recovery District. We

need your care. We are really really suffering.. 



Communication from Public
 
 
Name: Rebecca Lobl
Date Submitted: 03/01/2026 10:34 PM
Council File No: 25-0006-S38 
Comments for Public Posting:  Dear Budget and Finance Committee, Please support the creation

of a Disaster Recovery District (DRD) for Pacific Palisades as the
community rebuilds. A DRD (1) would enable the Palisades to
use a small portion of its property tax dollars to rebuild, (2) would
enable the Palisades to rebuild to the highest resiliency standards
possible to protect the lives, property, and financial stability of
our district and the City at large, (3) is fiscally responsible for all
of Los Angeles, and (4) is supported by California precedent. A
Palisades DRD would enable the Palisades to rebuild without
raising property tax rates. A DRD would simply utilize a portion
of the currently assessed property taxes to rebuild. CD 11 has
discussed using a very small percentage of the current tax basis, a
mere .25 per dollar of property tax dollars, towards the rebuild.
The Palisades has suffered one of the most destructive California
wildfires. It should be able to rebuild with a small portion of its
own property tax dollars. A Palisades DRD would enable the
community to rebuild to the highest resiliency standards to protect
all of Los Angeles by reducing long-term wildfire and climate
risks. Modernize aging infrastructure Underground overhead
utilities to reduce ignition risk Expand and harden water systems
to improve firefighting capacity and flow Enhance defensible
space and fire-resistant landscaping in public areas Stabilize
hillsides vulnerable to post-fire erosion and mudslides A
Palisades DRD is a long-term fiscally responsible solution for all
of Los Angeles. The City has estimated that the public
infrastructure loss was approximately 350 million and emergency
response cost the city about 24 million just during the first 10 days
of the crisis. Once indirect costs are incurred it is estimated that
the entire Palisades Fire will have cost $25 billion in damage and
loss. The cost of rebuilding to outdated standards—and facing
repeated losses—is far greater than investing proactively in
resilience. Furthermore, a DRD would provide a stable funding
stream which would in turn accelerate rebuilding thereby restoring
property taxes for the City as a whole. A Palisades DRD is
supported by California precedent. Los Angeles County Board of
Supervisors has already moved to create a Disaster Recovery
Financing District for Altadena and the Unincorporated Santa
Monica Mountains to support their wildfire recovery
infrastructure and resilience planning. Additionally, in 2022, after
Sonoma County suffered the devastating wildfires Tubbs,



Sonoma County suffered the devastating wildfires Tubbs,
Kincade, and Glass, smoke related public health emergencies,
severe drought cycles, and flooding along the Russian River, the
county realized it needed a long-term solution, and created the
first Climate Resiliency District in California. Like Sonoma, Los
Angeles City should move from disaster response to more
proactive climate and infrastructure hardening. A DRD would
enable the community to create long-term wildfire resiliency for
the benefit of all of Los Angeles. Traci Park, our Councilwoman,
supports the creation of a DRD because she sees the need
firsthand. I respectfully ask Councilmembers from other districts
to pause and consider what you would want for your own
constituents if a fire, earthquake, or flood struck your
neighborhood tomorrow. I believe you would want to build back
not just the devastated areas the way they were but, better,
stronger, more resiliently, so that the future for your district as part
of the city as a whole would be more physically and financially
secure. Los Angeles is one city. We are all Angelenos. In times of
tragedy, we should support one another just as other California
communities have done for the betterment of us all. Thank you for
your consideration and for your service to our city. Respectfully,
Rebecca Lobl 


