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To Whom It May Consern;

| would like to explain about the excessive consumption charge made
against my home in the complaint. The first complaint was about a tent
erected on the property and the complaint came from the néighbor
next door. When the inspector came to the home there was no permit
for such a tent and was removed as requested. The second.and third
complaint are of different material stored in the back yard. At no time
was there ever litter and rubbish ever stored in the yard as stated. | do
have dogs and there might have been dog toys about the yard. | feel |
that in all of these cases one neighbor is the complaintant and is about
a neighbor grudge more than the contents of my back yard. It also was
about using the city and taxpayers dollars to beget a grudge that has
been going on for the 17 years | have lived there. The neighbor also
called the fire department to check on how many persons lived at the
residence. The neighbor also called animal control, because the dogs
were not leashed going from the house to the car. And even now the
cars that are not moved every 78 hours are ticketed. Even though there
is a mini van just 10 feet from where the car was parked, damaged and
a flat tire, been sitting there for 6 weeks and no call or tickets.

| hope this is taken in consideration for | feel as in the courts of law | am
allowed to face my accusers and feel | have a right to the evidence of
the phone complaints of the cause of these alligations to my property.

Sincerely;
Vicki Hyke

1928 Fremont Ave E.




