October 22, 2014

Mr. Jim Stivender

Lake County Department of Public Works
Highway/Right of Way

437 Ardice Avenue

Eustis, FL 32726

Dear Sir,

I am writing to you to inform you that a large oak tree growing on the county
right of way is slowly beginning to lean towards my house. If it falls I believe it will land
on the corner of my house and garage. This tree is located on Magnolia Ridge Road,
which branches off Dogwood Drive, which branches off Picciola Drive. The tree in
question is less than 25 feet from the centerline of the paved road surface.

The prudent thing for you to do would be to remove the tree before it causes
significant damage to my property and dwelling. This is a very old tree with a lot of rot
in its branches and trunk. Its root system has lifted noticeably on the side away from the
dwelling, allowing it to lean towards the dwelling.

I see no reason why I should be responsible for and future damage that your tree
might cause, especially since I have now informed you of the peril of a forthcoming
event. Failure to take action would be negligent on your part.

I am sending a copy of this letter and risk assessment to my insurer to alert them
to the risk of the forthcoming peril.

Also, I have enclosed a Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form prepared by a certified
arborist concerning the tree in question.

I thank you for your attention to this matter, and hope to hear from you in the near
future.

Sincerely,

A fope

William A. Pope, jr.

35542 Dogwood Drive
Fruitland Park, F1 34731-5903
352-787-7480
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