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INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

DATE: May 11, 2012 

TO: The Honorable City Council 
c/o City Clerk, Room 395, City Hall 
Attention: Honorable Bill Rosendahl, Chair, Transportation Committee 

FROM: Jaime de Ia Vega, General Manager 
Department of Transportation 

SUBJECT: EXPANSION OF PREFERENTIAL P lNG DISTRICT NO. 641N THE 
CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD AREA OF LOS ANGELES 

SUMMARY 

This report recommends the expansion of Preferential Parking District No. 64 within the 
Central Hollywood area of Council Districts 4 and 13. (C.F. 96-1047 & 02-1992) 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. FIND that the expansion of Preferential Parking District (PPD) No. 64, pursuant 
to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 80.58.d, is exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as a Class 1, Categohcal 
Exemption, under Article !11.1.a.3 of the 2002 Los Angeles City CEQA Guidelines. 

2. ADOPT the attached RESOLUTION amending the boundaries of PPD No. 64, 
pursuant to Section B.13 of the Council's April 16, 1996 "Rules and Procedures 
for Preferential Parking Districts," (PPD Rules) to include the residential area 
generally bounded in a clockwise fashion by the following: 

• Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard; 
• Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
• Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue; 
• Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. 

3. AUTHORIZE the following parking restrictions for use in all residential street in 
PPD No. 64: 

a) "2 HOUR PARKING BAM- 6PM; NO PARKING 6PM- BAM; VEHICLES 
WITH DlSTRICT No. 64 PERMITS EXEMPT" 

b) "2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT No. 64 
PERMITS EXEMPT" 

4. INSTRUCT the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to initiate 
the necessary procedures for the preparation and sale of parking permits to 
residents within the new boundaries of PPD No. 64, as described in 
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Recommendation No. 2 above, and as specified in Section 80.58 of the LAMC 
and that PPD No. 64 be administered pursuant to the PPD Rules as adopted by 
the City Council. 

5. DIRECT the LADOT to prepare a Notice of Exemption reflecting the Council's 
actions under Recommendation No. 2 above and file such notice with the City 
and County Clerks within ten working days of the City Council's action. 

DISCUSSION 

The Preferential Parking Program is set forth in Section 80.58 of the LAMC. It provides 
for the establishment or expansion of a ppd by resolution of the City Council, upon 
recommendation by the LADOT, and authorizes the Department to promulgate rules 
and procedures to implement the City's Preferential Parking Program, which must be 
approved by the City Council. Establishment or expansion of a ppd is initiated by a 
request from a representative of the affected neighborhood group or by the area's 
Councilmember. However, the area must meet the criteria set forth in the PPD Rules 
adopted by the City Council before establishment or expansion may be allowed. 

Section 8.12 of the PPD Rules approved by the City Council on April16, 1996, allows 
the LADOT to recommend revisions to a preferential parking district's boundaries 
provided the following conditions are met: 

1 . Submittal and verification of petitions requesting such action sign~d by the 
residents living in at least two-thirds of the dwelling units comprising not less than 
50 percent of the developed frontage on a minimum of four blocks. 

2. Determination by the Department that at least 75 percent of the legal on-street 
parking spaces are occupied on a minimum of two blocks. 

3. Determination by the Department that at least 25 percent of the legal on-street 
parking spaces are occupied by vehicles registered to non-residents on a 
minimum of four blocks within the proposed district. 

4. A public hearing has been conducted for the purpose of receiving comments on 
the preliminary findings and recommendations of the Department. 

Residents of the area designated as a ppd may purchase special parking permits. 
Vehicles bearing such permits are exempt from the preferential parking restrictions 
posted within the district for which the permit was issued. The exemption only applies 
to the preferential parking regulations on those signs, not to regulations of a general 
nature that may have been installed for traffic movement or street cleaning purposes. 

PPD No. 64 was established by Council Resolution (File 96-1047) on July 24, 1996, and 
expanded by Council Resolution (File 02-1992) on October 23, 2002, and consists of 
the residential area generally bounded clockwise by the following (see attached map): 

~~~ Centerline of Sunset Boulevard between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga 
Boulevard; 
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Centerline of Cahuenga Boulevard between Sunset Boulevard and Santa Monica 
Boulevard; 
Centerline of Santa Monica Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and 
Hudson Avenue; 
West side of Hudson Avenue between Santa Monica Boulevard and Lexington 
Avenue; 

* South side of Lexington Avenue between Hudson Avenue and Highland Avenue; 
• Centerline of Highland Avenue between Lexington Avenue and Sunset 

Boulevard. 

At this time, 24 of the approximately 81 blocks that make up PPD No. 64 are posted 
with the "2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM; NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM; VEHICLES 
WITH DISTRICT NO. 64 PERMITS EXEMPT" restriction. 

APPLICATION 

On August 25, 2004, LADOT staff held an informal meeting with the petition organizers, 
community leaders, and the City Council office to discuss and identify alternative 
solutions other than preferential parking, as well as to discuss the proposed boundaries 
and to review the parking restriction available for the expansion of PPD No. 64. At the 
meeting, it was concluded that the parking problem was primarily caused by patrons of 
the Kodak Theatre, various clubs in the area, restaurants, night clubs, the Walk of Fame 
and tourist in general. The group also concluded that the only alternative available to 
provide immediate relief to the residents of this area was to pursue the expansion of 
PPD No. 64. The construction of additional off-street parking structures or leasing off­
street parking lots to provide additional parking supply in this immediate area were not 
considered feasible. On October 28, 2009, additional residents, along the south side of 
Franklin Avenue, who were suffering from the same parking issues as well as being 
impacted due to overflow parking from PPD No, 99 to the north, requested inclusion to 
the expansion of PPD No. 64. These residents submitted 2 additional petitions for their 
respective streets. The new petition process changed the time line for the PPD study. 

The LADOT received a letter in support of an expansion study for PPD No. 64 on April 
18, 2007, from Councilmember Eric Garcetti, 13th District. In addition, LADOT received 
communication from the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council recommending 
the expansion to address the spillover parking from the surrounding ppds as well as 
intrusive parking from the businesses on Hollywood and Highland. The letter indicated 
that no permanent or temporary solution was available other than preferential parking 
and that the residents of Hollywood and Highland were seeking immediate relief through 
the assistance of both Council Districts 4 and 13. 

In electing to expand PPD 64, the residents provided petitions for 2 blocks in the 
neighborhood immediately south of PPD No. 99. The following 8 blocks submitted 
petitions representing more than 67 percent of household units covering more than 50 
percent of the developed frontage on each block: 

1. Selma Avenue between Highland Avenue and McCadden Place; 
2. Selma Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and McCadden Place; 
3. Selma Avenue between McCadden Place near Highland and McCadden Place 



PPD No. 64 Expansion -4- May 11, 2012 

jog near Las Palmas; 
4. Las Palmas between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
5. Cassil Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
6. South side of Franklin Avenue between Grace Avenue and Wilcox Avenue; 
7. South side of Franklin Avenue between Whitley Avenue and Cherokee Avenue; 
8. South side of Franklin Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Las Palmas 

Avenue. 

Subsequent to the analysis and verification of the submitted petitions, the Department 
identified a proposed expansion area for PPD No. 64 bounded as follows: 

• Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard; 
e Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
• Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue; and 
• Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. 

Although the District will include commercial establishments within its boundaries, 
preferential parking restrictions would only be posted on residential blocks and only 
residents of the designated area would be able to purchase permits that would exempt 
them from the proposed preferential parking restrictions. 

PARKING ANALYSIS 

On May 1, 2009, a parking impact study was conducted at night between, the hours of 8 
pm to 1 am, with the results of the study showing that streets in the area were impacted 
by non-residents and qualified the process to advance to the public hearing level for 
further discussion. The day of the week and time of day of the parking study were 
based on the applicant's estimate of when the neighborhood parking intrusion problem 
was the most severe. 

When determining the percentage of vehicles from outside the area that impacted 
parking for the residents within the proposed PPD, vehicles registered to residents 
within the same zip code, and on a street with the same name as any of the street 
names within the four blocks of the petitioned area were considered "resident" vehicles. 
Vehicles registered on a street name more than four blocks away from the petitioned 
core area, or out of the same zip code were considered as "non-resident" vehicles. 
Although only 2 street segments are needed, the following six blocks satisfied the 
parking study criteria: 

Ill) McCadden Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
@ Hawthorn Avenue between McCadden Place and Highland Avenue; 
* Las Palmas Avenue between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
® Selma Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Cassil Place; 
* Cassil Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; and 
ill Selma Avenue between Cassi! Place and Schrader Boulevard. 
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PUBLIC HEARING 

The Public Hearing concerning the expansion of PPD No. 64 was conducted from 7 pm 
to 9 pm on Wednesday, April 27, 2011, at the Selma Elementary School, Multi~Purpose 
Room, 6611 Selma Avenue, Los Angeles. Mr. Kartik Patel, Transportation Engineer, 
LADOT, served as the Hearing Officer and prepared a report of the events and 
concerns expressed by the public at the hearing. A copy of the report is attached. 

Approximately 100 people attended the hearing. Each person was given an agenda for 
the meeting, a copy of the preliminary report with boundary map, an information packet 
about preferential parking, a card to indicate a desire to speak at the meeting, and an 
opinion card to vote for or against expansion of the District. Mr. Kartik opened the 
meeting and discussed the rules and procedures for the hearing. He explained that any 
individual who wanted to speak needed to fill-out and hand the completed Speaker Card 
to one of the three Parking Permits Division representatives before the comment period 
concluded. 

Felix Valde presented general information regarding the Preferential Parking Program, 
including the fees for purchase of permits and information regarding the history of the 
expansion including the steps completed and the final necessary steps before it can be 
expanded. 

Felix Valde and Tamara Martin answered general questions about the Preferential 
Parking Program, and specific questions about the proposed expansion 9f District No. 
64, including why the area was recommended for expansion from the beginning of the 
process. The floor was then opened to comments from the public. This portion of the 
hearing was recorded and 27 persons submitted cards requesting to speak. Three 
people spoke against the expansion of the district. Sixteen people spoke in support of 
the expansion. One comment was neutral and 7 people left before they could speak. 

At the end of the hearing, 84 ballot cards were turned in indicating preference FOR or 
AGAINST expansion of the District and restrictions desired. Seventy nine people 
submitted cards indicating that they supported the expansion of the district. Three 
people submitted cards against the expansion, with 2 favoring the expansion of PPD 99 
instead. 

PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

During the 30-day period following the public hearing, LADOT received a total of 418 
letters, faxes and e-mails from Los Angeles residents concerned about the expansion of 
the proposed district. 172 of the items of correspondence were against the expansion. 
246 were in support. Several respondents preferred the expansion of PPD No. 99. No 
items were received after the public comment period had closed. Many of the residents 
in support of the expansion attended the hearing and had also submitted ballots in favor 
and/or made positive comments. The majority of the people who opposed the 
expansion did not attend the hearing. 

Many of the residents who live within existing PPD 64 submitted comments in 
opposition to the expansion of the District believing that it will become "too large" to 
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manage. The primary mission of preferential parking is to reduce or eliminate intrusive 
parking and the City is already managing physically larger ppds including PPD No's 26, 
37 and 31. LADOT has determined that by maintaining the current boundaries of the 
expansion area, all the streets impacted will be included. The comments, letters and 
em ails received in support of the expansion constitute overwhelming support, 
considering that the residents, who submitted comments in opposition, live within the 
existing boundaries of PPD 64. 

PROPOSED PARKING REGULATIONS 

The residents of the proposed expansion area petitioned for "NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 
AM NIGHTLY; 2-HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6PM, DAILY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT 
NO. 64 EXEMPT" restriction; which is one of two restrictions currently authorized for 
existing PPD No. 64. It should be noted that it is City Council policy not to authorize 
resident-only parking on streets adjacent to commercial establishments because of the 
short-term parking needs of businesses. Generally, one or two-hour parking is provided 
on such streets with an exemption for residents with permits. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

Staff in the City's Department of Transportation, Parking Permit Division, has conducted 
an analysis and investigation of the proposed permit parking district and has concluded 
that, under the State CEQA guidelines, the changes are subject to a Class I Categorical 
Exemption under§ 15301 of the State CEQA Guidelines because changes in parking 
restrictions for this district are operational and will not expand the existing use of the 
streets or change parking demand. Furthermore, displacement of other vehicles is 
expected to be minimaL 

The preliminary report was made available for review at the Francis Howard Goldwyn 
Hollywood Regional Library, 1623 North lvar Avenue, Hollywood, CA 90028. The review 
period ceased at 5 PM on May 25, 2011, and the comment period expired on May 27, 
2011. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The sale of Preferential Parking permits within the expanded area of PPD No. 64 will 
cover the cost of implementation and administration of the expanded District Residents 
within the expansion area have requested the removal of parking meters that are 
installed adjacent to apartment buildings on Cassil Place, Selma Avenue, and Las 
Palmas Avenue. A field investigation revealed that only 2 meters (SH920 and SH922) 
could be removed without impacting commercial properties. The average loss of 
revenue will be $2,000 each annually. The removal study was initiated by the Meter 
Planning Operation Division of the Department The City will gain additional revenue 
from the issuance of parking citations to violators of the expanded District's parking 
restrictions. 
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CONCLUSION 

Based upon field investigations, analysis of the public hearing comments, written 
submittals, and input from the residents, the Department has determined that on-street 
parking in this residential area is adversely affected by non-resident parkers. Although 
there were many residents within the existing PPD that opposed the expansion, only a 
few had attended the hearing and already have parking options that can address the 
parking impact caused by the surrounding businesses. The majority of residents within 
the affected streets were in favor of the expansion. Therefore, LA DOT recommends an 
expansion area to the maximum allowable boundaries. The Department recommends 
that the Council amend by Resolution the boundaries of PPD No. 64 to include the 
residential area bounded in a clockwise fashion by: 

* Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard; 
* Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
* Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue; and 
• Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. 

PPD No. 64 would still be subject to all other terms and conditions of the original 
Resolution including the authorization to use either of the approved PPD No. 64 parking 
restrictions on residential frontage within the proposed expansion. 

The expansion of PPD No. 64 is in agreement with the provisions of Section 8.12 of the 
Council-approved PPD Rules. The residents of the proposed district are> being 
adversely affected by non-resident on-street parking and are therefore entitled to relief 
from conditions associated with this problem. 

The expansion of PPD No. 64 will allow the residents a better opportunity to park near 
their homes while controlling the intrusion by non-resident parkers. Indirect benefits to 
the residential area will be a reduction of noise and litter. The newly enlarged PPD No. 
64 will be enforced by the existing LADOT Traffic Officers assigned to the area" 

Attachments 
Resolution 
PPD No. 64 Expansion Maps 
Hearing Officer's Report 



RESOLUTION 

EXPANSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 64 IN THE CENTRAL 
HOLLYWOOD AREA OF LOS ANGELES AND SETTING NEW BOUNDARIES· 

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles City Council, initially by Ordinance No. 152,722, 
effective September 2, 1979, amended several times, and most recently revised by, 
Ordinance No. 180,059, adopted by the Council on August 30, 2008, provided for the 
establishment of Preferential Parking Districts by Resolution of the Council, under Section 
80.58 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC); and 

WHEREAS, on July 24, 1996, the Council adopted a Resolution establishing 
Preferential Parking District (PPD) No. 64 and expanded it on October 23, 2002, through 
Council File 02-1992 consisting of the residential area generally bounded by the 
centerline of Sunset Boulevard, the centerline of Wilcox Avenue, the north side of 
DeLongpre Avenue, centerline of Cole Avenue, the centerline of Santa Monica Boulevard, 
the west side of Hudson Avenue, the south side of Lexington Avenue, and the centerline 
of Highland Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, residents within the area of the city generally bounded on the north by 
the centerline of Franklin Avenue, on the east by the centerline of Cahuenga Avenue, on 
the south by the centerline of Sunset Boulevard, and on the west by the centerline of 
Highland Avenue have petitioned the LADOT to be added to the PPD No. 64; and 

WHEREAS, the Department has made the determination that the petitions 
represent residents living in more than two-thirds of the dwelling units comprising not less 
than 50 percent of the developed frontage of four blocks; and 

WHEREAS, LADOT has conducted parking studies which indicate that four blocks 
in the proposed expansion area have a parking occupancy of more than 75 percent of the 
available legal parking spaces, with more than 25 percent of the available legal parking 
spaces being occupied by vehicles registered to non-residents of these areas, thus 
meeting and exceeding the criteria set forth in Section B.12 of the "Rules and Procedures 
for Preferential Parking Districts"; and 

WHEREAS, a public hearing was held on Wednesday, April 27, 2011, at the Selma 
Elementary School, Room 6611, Selma Avenue, Los Angeles, California, which was 
attended by interested residents and business people from the area, and the Public 
Hearing Report, completed on March 13, 2012, details the events of said hearing; and 

WHEREAS, the Department of Transportation has determined that the signatures 
submitted represent at least two-thirds of the dwelling units on the residential portions of 
the following blocks; which is sufficient to warrant the installation of the requested 
preferential parking restriction signs upon Council approval of this resolution: 

® Selma Avenue between Highland Avenue and McCadden Place; 



.. "" 

• Selma Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and McCadden Place; 
'* Selma Avenue between McCadden Place near Highland and McCadden Place jog 

near Las Palmas; 
• Las Palmas between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
• Cassil Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
'* South side of Franklin Avenue between Grace Avenue and Wilcox Avenue; 
• South side of Franklin Avenue between Whitley Avenue and Cherokee Avenue; 
• South side of Franklin Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Las Palmas 

Avenue. 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Los Angeles, 
that the Resolution adopted by the Council on July 24, 1996, establishing PPD No. 64, be 
hereby amended to revise the boundaries of PPD No. 64 to include the residential area 
generally bounded clockwise by the following: 

• Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard; 
• Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
• Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue; 
• Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of PPD No. 64 through the 
adoption of this Resolution, the Department of Transportation be authorized to post, or 
remove, the following preferential parking restrictions on any of the blocks within the 
District, without further actions by the City Council, upon receipt and verification of 
requisite petition(s) or as provided for in the adopted "Rules and Procedures for 
Preferential Parking Districts:" 

a) "2 HOUR PARKING SAM- 6PM; NO PARKING 6PM ~SAM; VEHICLES WITH 
DISTRICT NO. 64 PERMITS EXEMPT" 

b) "2 HOUR PARKING SAM TO 6 PM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 64 
PERMITS EXEMPT" 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of the expansion of PPD No. 64 
through the adoption of this Resolution, "2 HOUR PARKING SAM~ 6PM; NO PARKING 
6PM- SAM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 64 PERMITS EXEMPT" signs be posted 
on the residential portions on both sides (unless noted): 

• Selma Avenue between Highland Avenue and McCadden Place; 
~ Selma Avenue between Las Palmas Avenue and McCadden Place; 
0 Selma Avenue between McCadden Place near Highland and McCadden Place jog 

near Las Palmas; 
@ Las Palmas between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
fiJ Cassil Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard; 
* South side of Franklin Avenue between Grace Avenue and Wilcox Avenue; 
e South side of Franklin Avenue between Whitley Avenue and Cherokee Avenue; 



South side of Franklln Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Las Palmas 
Avenue. 

BE !T FURTHER RESOLVED, that all other terms and conditions of the Resolution 
dated July 24, 1996, establishing PPD No. 64 remain unchanged; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that DOT be directed to prepare a Notice of 
Exemption and file such notice with the City and County Clerks' within ten working days of 
the City Council's action. 
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REQUEST AND RECOMMENDATION 

The Department has received a request to expand Preferential Parking District No. 64 in 
the residential area currently bounded by the street segments at the East side of 
Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. South side of 
Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard, West side of 
Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard, and both sides 
of Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue, in the City of 
Los Angeles (Appendix A). 

Council File 96-1047 for Establishment of PPD 64 (July 24, 1996): 
Bounded by the street segments of the North side of DeLongpre Avenue, centerline 
Cole Avenue, the centerline of Santa Monica Boulevard the west side of Hudson 
Avenue, the South side of Lexington Avenue, and the centerline of Highland Avenue. 
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Council File 02-1992 for first Expansion of PPD 64 (October 23, 2002): 
Bounded by the street segments of the centerline of Sunset Boulevard, the centerline of 
Wilcox Avenue, the North side of Delongpre Avenue, the centerline of Cole Avenue, 
the centerline of Santa Monica Boulevard, the west side of Hudson Avenue, the south 
side of Lexington Avenue, and the centerline of Highland Avenue. 

Hearing Officer's Recommendation: 

Designate: The residential area bounded by the east side of Highland Avenue 
between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. South side of Franklin Avenue 
between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard, West side of Cahuenga 
Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard, and both sides of Sunset 
Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue as the new boundaries 
of the expanded Preferential Parking District No. 64 (Appendix A). 

AQQrove: The posting of the following restrictions on residential frontage anywhere 
within the proposed district, wherever residents have properly petitioned for these 
preferential parking control as outlined in Section 80.58 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code (LAMC). 

"NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM NIGHTLY; 2~HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6PM~ 
DAILY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO" 64 EXEMPT" 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC HEARING 

The Public Hearing concerning the expansion of Preferential Parking District No, 64 was 
conducted from 7 p.m. to 9 p.m. on Wednesday, April 27, 2011, at the Selma 
Elementary School, Multi-Purpose Room 6611 Selma Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90028. 
As persons entered, they were given an agenda for the meeting, a copy of the 
preliminary report with the boundary map, an information packet about preferential 
parking, a card to indicate a desire to speak at the meeting, and an opinion card to vote 
for or against expansion of the District 

As Hearing Officer, l, Kartik Patel, Transportation Engineer, opened the meeting and 
discussed the rules and procedures for the hearing. Next, Mr. Felix Valde, Management 
Analyst for the Parking Permits Division, introduced the Department staff, discussed the 
enabling ordinance, the traffic surveys that qualified the proposed Preferential Parking 
District for the Public Hearing, the procedures for adoption, the fee structure for permit 
issuance, study procedures and related matters. 

2 
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Approximately 94 persons attended the hearing. Felix Va!de also provided background 
information regarding Preferential Parking District No. 64 as well as a view of the 
boundary Map. The steps that had been completed in the expansion of PPD 64 were 
also discussed as well as the final steps that would be necessary before it can be 
expanded. 

Felix Valde answered general questions about the Preferential Parking Program, and 
specific questions about the proposed expansion of District No. 64, including why the 
area was recommended for expansion from the beginning of the process. Tamara 
Martin also answered general questions regarding the PPD process. The floor was 
then opened to comments from the public. This portion of the hearing was recorded and 
27 persons submitted cards requesting to speak. 3 persons spoke against the 
expansion of the district and 16 persons spoke in support of the preferential parking 
district's expansion. One comment was neutral and 7 people left before they could 
speak. 

At the end of the hearing, 84 ballot cards were turned in indicating preference FOR or 
AGAINST expansion of the District and restrictions desired, if any. 79 persons 
submitted cards indicating that they supported the expansion of the district. 3 persons 
submitted cards against expanding the preferential parking district although two cards 
were submitted that favored the expansion of PPD 99 instead. 

POST HEARING COMMENTS 

During the 30-day period following the public hearing, LADOT received a total of 418 
letters, petitions, faxes, phones and e~mails from Los Angeles residents concerned 
about the expansion of the proposed district. 172 of the items of correspondence were 
against the expansion of PPD 64 while 246 were in support. Several respondents 
preferred the expansion of PPD #99 instead. No items were received after the public 
comment period had closed. The majority of the people opposed did not attend the 
hearing and submitted addresses from within the existing boundaries of PPD 64. Their 
primary concern was that residents and commercial businesses would get permits that 
would allow them to park in an area that already has limited parking spaces and by 
increasing the boundaries it would double the size of the district making it ineffective. 
The majority of the 19 emails against the district were generated from streets closest to 
the expansion area with almost half of the em ails coming from the 6500 Block of Leland 
Way alone. There were no other emails from Las Palmas Avenue and only 2 from 
Seward Street It is apparent that several of the people who opposed the expansion 
were not familiar with the information that was distributed at the Public Hearing since 
businesses would not be allowed to purchase permits and that PPD's only restrict 
intrusive parking and does not create or guarantee parking spaces. There were 8 emails 
received that were FOR the expansion of PPD 64. Half of the responding emails ln favor 
of the expansion came from of residents who attended the Public Hearing. 
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Our office also received 4 phone cal!s total: 2 were FOR the expansion and 2 were 
AGAINST 

There were 2 separate petitions submitted during the comment period. Both were 
delivered through standard mail. One of the petitions was signed by 147 residents who 
were already living within the existing PPD #64 and opposed the expansion (although 
their location was an expansion area itself in 2002). The majority of the signers did not 
attend the hearing and were concerned with the residents to the North of their location 
using their area for parking. A 2nd petition was submitted by a resident, which was done 
on official LADOT petitions and signed to "Establish" a district. Unfortunately, there are 
no other records on file when the petitions were originally submitted so the exact date is 
unknown. However, the petitions were signed by 234 residents who were in favor of 
establishing a Preferential Parking District (there were no other documents referring to 
an expansion to PPD #99). The petitions covered 5 separate street segments: 2 
segments of Cherokee Avenue, Whitley Avenue, Grace Avenue and Franklin Avenue 
which does not meet the minimum requirement of 6 segments for the establishment of a 
district and none of them were signed by more than 67% of the residents (only 30-40% 
signed per street segment). Therefore, the petitions would not have been valid enough 
to begin the expansion process and can only be counted toward the overall number in 
favor of an expansion. 

There were 7 letters submitted via US Postal Service regarding the expansion of PPD 
64. Four of them were not in favor of the expansion and wanted to see the expansion of 
Preferential Parking District 99 instead or an entirely new District created. Most of the 
concerns were that the district would encompass too many commercial properties and 
that the expansion itself is larger than the perimeters of the existing district which would 
make it harder for the residents to park. ln addition, the validity of issuance of permits 
was also questioned. Considering the primary function of a Preferential Parking District 
is to limit intrusive (non~-residential) parking, the concerns of the residents cannot be 
addressed with a PPD alone. Preferential Parking Districts do not guarantee parking or 
create new parking spaces nor can PPD be used as a boundary to exclude regular 
multi~residential properties from residents living within apartments designated as 
"commercial". Other factors such as zoning and development must be taken into 
account when addressing parking impact. One letter was submitted which preferred to 
have PPD 99 expanded instead of PPD 64 for the area by Franklin Avenue. In addition, 
LADOT will be considering the removal of parking meters adjacent to residential 
properties on streets segments to be posted with a Preferential Parking restriction and 
the re-design of red curb for additional spaces. 

HEARING OFFICER'S COMMENTS 

The Preferential Parking Program is set forth in Section 80.58 of the Los Angeles 
Municipal Code. It provides for the establishment of Preferential Parking District by 
Resolution of the City Council, upon recommendation by the Department of 
Transportation, and authorizes the Department to establish parking regulations for a 
preferential parking district. The establishment and expansion of a preferential parking 
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district are each initiated by a Letter of Intent and a letter of support from the 
Councilmember or from the Neighborhood Council. However, the area must meet the 
criteria set forth in the enabling ordinance. 

Residents of the area designated as a preferential parking district may purchase special 
parking permits. Vehicles bearing such permits are exempt from the preferential 
parking restrictions posted within the district for which the permit was issued. The 
exemption applies only to the preferential parking regulations on those signs, not to 
regulations of a general nature that may have been installed for traffic movement or 
street cleaning purposes. 

The Department of Transportation received valid petitions requesting the expansion to 
the existing Preferential Parking District 64. Residents of the following six (6) blocks (2 
more than required) within the above mentioned residential area submitted qualifying 
petitions to the Department of Transportation: 

i. Selma Avenue between Highland Avenue and McCadden Place 
2. Selma Avenue between McCadden Place and Las Palmas Avenue 
3. Las Palmas Avenue between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard 
4. Cassil Place between Sunset Boulevard and Selma Avenue 
5. Southside of Franklin Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Whitley 

Avenue 
6. Southside of Franklin Avenue between Grace Avenue and Wilcox Avenue 

The petitions received represent more than 67 percent of household units on both sides 
of the street and cover more than 50 percent of the developed frontage of more than 
four blocks of the residential neighborhood, which is the minimum number of blocks 
required for expanding a District 

On May i, 2009, a parking impact study was conducted at night between the hours of 
8:00 pm to i :00 am with the results of the study showing that streets in the area were 
impacted by non-residents. The day of week and time of day of the parking study were 
based on the applicant's estimate of when the neighborhood parking intrusion problem 
was the most severe. To satisfy the criteria of the parking study, at least two blocks had 
to have at least 75 percent of the legal parking spaces occupied, and at least 25 percent 
of the legal parking spaces occupied by vehicles registered to non-residents. The 
address of the vehicle's registered owner, determined through the Department of Motor 
Vehicles, was used as the criterion for determining residents or non-residents status. 

For the purpose of determining the percentages of vehicles from outside the area that 
were impacting the parking availability of residents within the proposed Preferential 
Parking District, vehicles registered to residents within four blocks of the petitioned area 
were considered "resident" vehicles. Vehicles registered more than four blocks away 
from the petitioned core area were considered as "non-resident" vehicles. On the map 
showing the "maximum allowable boundaries" of the Preferential Parking District No. 64 
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expansion, vehicles registered to residents within two blocks of the boundaries were 
considered as "resident" vehicles. 

The following 6 blocks had both a minimum of 75 percent of the parking spaces 
occupied and a minimum of 25 percent of the parked vehicles on those blocks 
registered to non-residents: 

1. Hawthorn Avenue between Highland Avenue and McCadden Place 
2. Las Palmas Avenue between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard 
3. McCadden Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard 
4. Selma Avenue between Cherokee Avenue and Cassil Place 
5. Cassil Place between Selma Avenue and Sunset Boulevard 
6. Selma Avenue between Cassil Place and Schrader Boulevard 

The residents of the proposed district have petitioned in writing for the installation of the 
following preferential restrictions: 

~~No PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM NIGHTLY; 2~HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6PM~ 
DAILY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 64 EXEMPT" 

lt should be noted that it has been City Council practice not to authorite resident-only 
parking on streets adjacent to commercial establishments because of the short-term 
parking needs of businesses. Generally, one-hour or two-hour on-street parking Is 
provided on such streets with an exemption for residents with valid permits. Preferential 
parking restrictions are not to be posted in front of any commercial locations. 
Preferential parking restrictions may be approved for school or church locations if 
requested by the school or church officials and the residents of the blocks involved. 
Other existing parking restrictions approved and installed for safety, mobility needs, or 
street cleaning, will continue in these areas. 

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW 

On December 30, 2009, the State adopted new CEQA Guidelines, which 
became effective on March 18, 2010, The City of Los Angeles, under its 2002 CEQA 
Guidelines, adopted and incorporated the State CEQA Guidelines and all future 
amendments and additions as adopted by the State. See City CEQA Guidelines, 
Section 2, Article I. 

The State CEOA Guidelines, contained in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, 
Division 6, Chapter 3, Sections 15300-15332, sets forth projects which "do not have a 
significant effect on the environment, and . . . are declared to be categorically exempt 
from the requirement for the preparation of environmental documents." Under Section 
15301 for "existing facilities", "operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, ... or minor 

§ 



Recommendation of Hearing Officer March 13, 2012 

alteration existing public or private structures, [or] facilities" .. involving negligible or no 
expansion of use beyond that existing at the time of the lead agency's determination" " 0 

0 fall within Class 1 [Categorical Exemptionl The key consideration is whether the 
project involves negligible or no expansion of an existing use." Section 15301.c. 
specifies "Existing highways and streets, sidewalks." on the list of projects that fall under 
the Class 1 Categorical Exemption. 

Furthermore, it has been determined that parking constitutes a social, not an 
environmental, impact. The fact that residents of a posted block will get preferential 
parking is not an environmental effect. Inadequate parking is generally a social and not 
an environmental impact Under CEQA. See Appendix G, State CEQA Guidelines, 
Environmental Checklist Form, Section XVI and related December 2009 Final 
Statement of Reasons, which explicitly removed assessment of the parking impact 
criteria: 
http: ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/docs/Finai_Statement_of_Reasons.pdf 

The Staff in the City's Department of Transportation, Parking Permit Division, has 
conducted an analysis and investigation of this boundary amendment for this existing 
permit parking district and has concluded that under the State CEQA guidelines the 
changes are subject to a Class I Categorical Exemption under § 15301 of the State 
CEQA Guidelines because changes in parking restrictions for this district are 
operational and will not expand the existing use of the streets or change parking 
demand. Further, displacement of other vehicles is expected to be minimal. 

I 

The LADOT staff also determined that the exceptions to the categorical exemption for 
cumulative impact, significant effect, scenic highway, hazardous waste site or historical 
resource do not apply to this district. See 2002 City CEQA Guidelines, Article Ill, 1.a.3. 

The initial report was made available for review at the Francis Howard Goldw'i.D. 
Hollywood Regional Library, 1623 North lvar Avenue, Hollywood, CA 90028, (323) 856-
8260. The review period ceased at 5 PM on May 25, 2011. 

CONCLUSION 

The results of the parking studies indicate that the expansion of a Preferential Parking 
District for this residential area is justified. Based on the surveys conducted by the 
Department of Transportation, on street parking in this residential area has been 
adversely impacted by non-resident parking within this proposed district. The purpose 
for the expansion of this district is to limit intrusion of non-residential and commuter 
parking and to enhance the quality of life within the residential neighborhood. District 
residents who choose to purchase permits will be exempted from the preferential 
parking restrictions. The use of permits will give residents a better opportunity to park 
near their homes, The indirect benefits to the residential neighborhood will be the 
preservation of normal uses of residential properties, and in some cases the additional 
parking restrictions may help reduce noise and litter. 
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Therefore, based upon data obtained from the studies conducted by the Department 
and the review of the comments made at the public hearing, it is the recommendation of 
this Department that Preferential Parking District 64, be expanded and that the added 
boundaries of the District should be the residential area, bounded by the east side of 
Highland Avenue between Sunset Boulevard and Franklin Avenue. South side of 
Franklin Avenue between Highland Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard, West side of 
Cahuenga Boulevard between Franklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard, and both sides 
of Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue. 

The expansion of this Preferential Parking District is in compliance with the provisions of 
Section 80.58 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code, and with the Council-approved Rules 
and Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts. The residents are being adversely 
affected by nonresident on-street parking demand and are therefore entitled to relief 
from conditions associated with this problem. The following parking restriction will best 
serve the needs of the residents and the businesses in this proposed preferential 
parking district: 

~'NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM NIGHTLY; 2-HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6PM, 
DAILY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 64 EXEMPT " 

When posted on the residential streets these restrictions will keep employees of several 
businesses, valet cars and non-residential vehicles from parking all day or from parking 
during the evening hours, depending on the restriction preferred by the residents of 
each block" lt should be noted that if the City Council approves the prop6sed expansion 
of Preferential Parking District No. 64, it will be necessary for residents to submit 
petitions to the Department informing the Department of the Preferential Parking 
restriction that they wish posted on their block. Only those blocks that submit the 
required petitions, requesting specific parking restrictions that have been approved by 
City Council, can be posted with Preferential Parking restrictions. Residents must sign 
the petitions, with at least a two-thirds majority of the residential dwelling units covering 
fifty percent or more of the residential frontage within the block requesting the 
restriction. 
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APPENDIX A 
PROPOSED BOUNDARIES 
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APPENDIX B 
COMMENTS DURING THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE PROPOSED EXPANSION 

OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 64 

Neutral 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD AREA OF LOS ANGELES 
ON APRIL 27,2011, AT THE SELMA ELEMENTARY AUDITORIUM 

Merge 99 & 64. Look North of Hollywood 

Money can't pay for lot - reuse bldg. 

Revenue to city ~ stop abandoned cars 

Blocked driveways 

Parking strategy- free pkg leads to single pkg. Less pollution opt out by not getting 
gigs. 

Environmental concerns, quality of·life, searching for spots improving. 

Consider a different district zone. Selma has ·12 loading zones ~ convert them to 
meters 

Apt. on Franklin PL Cleaners gone ·· loading zone. Hollywood/Highland Shuttle. 

Hollywood/Highland impacting residents. Annex to 99 instead. 

Favors a district but not an expansion~ split it with a new district at Hollywood 

Spent 5yrs struggling with parking. Re-zone. 

LEFT 

LEFT 

Do it! 

LEFT 

LEFT 

LEFT 

LEFT 

We need this & condolences to Michelle 

Expanding 64 should be done. Now re-zone north of Franklin 

10 
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Yes 

No 

Yes/No 

Yes 

Yes 

LEFT 

Asking about meters & loading zones. Parking in Hollywood problem on Cherokee 
& Yucca. Parking lot is $120/month. Parking more expediant by extending 64. 

33 yrs. Nice bldg on Yucca. Parks are vacant- will be difficult to get a space (even 
wl permit). Paying "Rent" to park on street -City is strapped for cash. 
Favors a district - but the need their own. Existing 64 is already a district & has 
different needs, commercial properties can forge stickers. District will still have club 
& bar fight, it doesn't end. 

30-40 minutes looking for parking. Walk 4-blocks to park. 

Do something for us - help us out! 

ii 
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APPENDIX D 

:RECEIVf:_ . . .... !:-· 
MAY 24 2U11 

PETITION IN OPPOSITION TO THE 
EXPANSION OF 

PREFERENTIAl PARKING 
DISTRICT 64 
l! r .t0s&ii¢i ......... lt!"IJ!I~ 

We, the undersignedt who reside iN the current Preferential Parking District 64 hereby, 
petition the Department of · · ·on NOT to expand Preferential Parking District 

Frnis petitlon ci;.c~t;db~;"-R-oo-n-ey~D-. -B-r6_d_i -\------~--~··~---~~~···~ 

===+========~==~"·~···~··-··~ .. ~.~~"~~···~==~ DAYTFME Plidl'JE NO. \IJITH AR 
C.ODI; NAME&. SlGNAiURiE 

This peii:0011 form \WS NOT provided by the tJepartmrmt ofTrensportai:ian. For inf~ion on too 
Preferential Parkmg Progmm, p!aas~ call our omce at {21~} 413-521l0 
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APPENDIX E 

04/18/2007 09:12 FAX 213 381 8~88 
~ .... ·~-·- ·---'-~ LAC mm !iiJOOl 

@001/001 o4J1812007 WED 1o:os FAX sn .is uea GLASSELL PK~FIEL!l OFFICE 
Q¥&\H§fu@Ml $ mw 

,_:r .... ~ 

1'4J.t:tS 
·~t·?L<>l 

ERIC GARCETTI I 
HECEIVE1r 

April 18,2007 

.Ms. Gloria J. JeiT 
General M=ger 
.Departm..:nt of Tnmspom.tion 
100 S. Main Street. lOthl'loor 
Las Ang~les, CA 90012 

COUNCILMEM8ER. 

RE: . REQU:ESI fOR 1?RE¥ERENT1A!. PARKING DISTRiCT 

APR 1 3 ?!107 

Ey tlu~ l~zr, 1 aro:requ<Jsti:ng Lhe De:prutt11ellt ofTraasport;J.tion to begin :ilie proce;lS of$bll!ylng tha 
potential of a Prefarentiall'tildng District, The bv"t!ndaries are Las Pil.ma.s A venue bel.Ween Sunset 
Blvd. & Selma Ave., Selma Avenue from L~ !'ahnas Ave. to McCadden A•ie~ ru:td Selma 
Avent'!{; from M¢Caddoo Ave. to HighlruJ.d Ave., and McCadden Ave®•~ betwee:ll Slmset :Blvd. 
to Selma A vr:: •. The coord1nat.o-r oftt~is cal11t'l1:1Jnity <Jffort is~ AU<:>l;terry,. a redd!!l:lt [)f tl:te Mea. 

The Neighbodwod Council brur ~gr~ to fue expami011 of par'.d!lg distri.Gt 64. Jfyo\> huve any qu~stions, 
ple<~s~ contact Joseph B=;.'<fdO of my staff at (323) 9574500, , 

Thmk you for yow prompt attr:ntion w this =tt::r. 

si.ncerely, 

P.t!,~· 
ERIC GARCE1T1 
Council M?"mbcr, 13th P.islri.ct 

CI1Y HA~l 200 ~L Sr;,lng Sf, Room 470 lo5 Al'lgei<:s CA 9001:4 213.473.7013 2!3.613.()81~ fox 
DISTRICT 5500 Hollywood Bo<JI&VO!d los ,AC\ge!C:$ CA 90028. 323.9:57·4500 323.9S7...SB~1 fax 

cdf3.com 
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PREFERENTIAL PARKii'-rG DISTRICT 
LETTER OF Ii\TEREST FOR.'VI 

March 13, 2012 

PJ.ease complete tilis form a:1d submit as an attachment to a :for:ncl tetter of support from the 
Neighborhood Council, Homemvners' Association, or your. c.ouncihnember for wbich a 
Preferential PE.rkirig District (PPD) is desired. The proposed. PPD must consist of at le~1 6 street 
segments. Mail the completed form and letter of support to: · 

I COI.T!ITCIL DJSTRlCT: 
( 

I. APPLICANT (L.l., 
CO ?iT ACT) NAl\{E: 
.lYLill.JNG Ail DRESS: 

Departnent o£Trat1sportatlon 
On Street Parking Progr= Section 

. P.O. Box 5 i4507 
Los A . .ogeles, CA 90051,2507 

I understand tha:t the residents of a .Pre{:erential Parking Dktrict will be required to purchase 
Prefe;;~en · 1! Pa:-king oerr.o:tts (to offset lhe a.;im]dsrmtive costs oftl:'Js pro[[J'a..'11). 

I, /7 /1.! ·) : ?(}, ~ . . . 
' .-r::. i .-{ {..!~~~- /. I c"- .<' i"-; 4.•.' 0 / /1/_../J<;,,C.., ii' '4~1<.t_~ , / /jctif:r/l_tf_irL- J-1 r~~() ( .--~~~ .{ .. ·" '.v ,_ 

(SigJ:l.m: re) · {;Date) 
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Please fill out and return to: · 
Preferential Parking 

411 N. Vermont Ave 2" Floor 
Los Angeles, California 90004 

March 13, 2012 

Council District 4, 13 
PP Dhtrict No. (If applicable)_ _____ _ 

I, Brian pyer, hereby :request a petition ofu preferential parking district. I understand that 
residents in the Distrid reimburse the City tor the administrative costs a.'ISodated with the 
District b:Y purchasing annual permits, visitor permits, and quest permits. 

! llill making this request on behalf of the Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council, 

Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood C01.mcil represents approximatdy 750 households 
whose coJ11illon interest pertains to Home Owners, Tenants, Landlords and Business Owners. 

Hollywood Hills West Neighborhood Council's mailing address is; 

7095 Hollywood Blvd. #1004 
Ho1Iywood, CA 90028 

Hollywood Hills West Neighoorhood Council's daytime telephone number is: 

3Z3-969-13R 

I am requesting the petition for a preferential parking district because the :residential area is 
having the following problems: 

Businesses in the area are using residential parking for their employee use , 

" Residents have d-ifikulty finding parking during all hours ofthe day and night. 

'These conditions are caused by: 

"' The erosion of existing parking by new or extended red zones being established 

'" The Hollywood and Highland development increasing traffic into the area, and 
people using street purking instead of patd parking 

" 'The recent development of nightclubs in or alongside the Yucca corridor 
traveling south on Cahuenga from Franklin to Stmset Boulevard, and 
Ho11ywood Boulevard from Calmenga to Highland, bringing traffic into the 
area and patrons using existing residential parking instead of p..'lid parking 

The change of parking spaces into passenger loading zones for said nightclubs 
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~ The hosting of theatrical aud award events at Hollywood and Highland 
necessitating the removal of parking em Franklin and :nearby streets to .fhcilitatr; 
traffic along with the closure ofHoUywood :Boulevard 

m Filming along HollY't''OOd Boulevard necessitating the removal of parking on 
Frankli.u and n<::<1rby streets to facilitate truffle 

m Events hosted on Hollywood Boulevard, such as the Halloween festiv;:Jl, Santa 
Clause Lane parade, illltl Luna festivaL which bdng increased traffic and 
demand for parking, while at the same time remo...,ing parking along the 
Boule-vard tor the festival 

" The summer event season which concentrates programs attlle Holiywood 
Bowl, Jobn Anson Ford, Kodak Theatre, Pantages and Hemy Ford bringing 
increased traffic and demand for non-pay parking 

The continued development of Hollywood Boulevoni witl1 night dubs and restaUI"Jllts and the 
expected construction of the Hollywood and Vine pmject by !.he Legacy group will also 
compound the problem which is cmrcntly growing. 

March 13, 2012 
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May 25,201 l 

PPD 64 exp Cnmments cio Felix Valdc 
Dcp:utment of Tran5portatjon 
555 Ramirez St, Space315 
Los A ngde~, CA. 900 !2 

Dear Mr. Valde, 

Luke Rooney 
1817 !var Ave., Apt 207 
Los Angeles, CA 90023 
rooneyL@usn.net 
310-428 .. 5853 

March 13, 2012 

I strongly oppO$C lhc expansion ofPPD 64 unless it includes the l 800 b!ocl< of lvar. Currently it does not 
include this blocL which will make parking a nightmare for the residents here. 

I have v,rdtten to agk several times, and once asked you in person: What can we do to make sure that the 
l800 block of!var Ave is included in the expansion of Preferential Parking Di~trict 64/ No answer has 
been forthcoming. 

But this residential biock .is continuous with the neighborhood btc!uded in the proposed 64, and is not 
natmal!y a part of any other neighborhood. My ve1-y real concern is that tbe expansion of 64 if it excludes 
lvar will ratchet alr~ady tight competition for parking on my street to unbearable levels. 

lam doubly disturbed because, since meeting you, 1 have receiv"'d a letter fwm the Department ofClty 
Planning Environnu~ntal R~view Unit, which proposes the construction of huge skyscmpers aro'!lnd the 
Capitol Records building. These new buildings, on the 1700 block of [vur and on Vine, are sure to 
exacerb;~te the traffk and parking disaster on the 1800 block A bad situation will become unbearable. 

So all I'm asking for from you is fairness: Let's attach the I 300 block ofivar to PPD 64. Simple enough, 
and it will give the resid.;:nts here a fighting chance when they get homo t!·om ~vork l espedally on Friday 
night). l ~an got you whatever signature~ you need. ]tlst advise me what you need 1ue to do. 

Lastly, r want to register a complaint: I learned about the proposed expansion nnly by blind chance wheu 
! spotted a flyer on the graund three blocks from my apartment. Please: the city should take better steps 
than this to inf(mn its citizens of civic developments lhat are going to affect their day-to-day lives. 
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May 25. 2.011 

PPDME:x:P 
Mr. Felix Valde 
Department of Transportation 
444 Ramirez Street Spacv 315 
LA CA. 90012 

Dear ML Val de, 

March ·J3, 2012 

I am a third generation owner of the propert'; at !425 and 1427 N. Hudson Avenue and 
6511 and 6512 Leland Way, :Hollywood CA. 90028. 

Please help us to protect the remability and stability of our neighborhood. 

Our area includes so many old apartment complex::es and properties 1Nith multiple 
dwellings with very linited parking spaces, Most of the residents and tenants have two 
and three vehicles. 

In the e·valuation and determination of this Expansion Proposal, please consider what is 
truly fair to the people en<,~o1ved. Please do not grant something to one group that so 
negatively irnpru::ts and jeopardizes another ne\ghborhood. which is primeraly residential. 

I do oppose the e;.;pansion of PPD 64 and think that the establishment of a new Dlstlict or 
combinar.ion with PPD 99 would be a. better alternative: with less negative impact. 

Thank your: for your thoughtful consideratir.>n of this matter. 

~~~~-/ Bett)~: L.-C/~ 
POBox 1450 
Studio City, CA 91613 
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APPENDIX F 
PUBLIC MEETING AGENDA 

AGENDA FOR PUBUC HEARlNG 
EXPANSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO" 64 

IN THE CENTRAL HOLLYWOOD AREA OF LOS ANGELES 

LOCATION: 

DATE & TlME: 

Selma Elementary School, Multi-Purpose Room 
6611 Selma Avenue 
Los Angeles, CA 900:28 

7 PM TO 9 PM, Aprll 271h, 201 1 

1. INTRODUCTION A. "'\'D DrSCIJSSWN OF liTARIN'G RULES AI<fD (7:00 -7:10) 
PROCEDURES 

l"iea~ng Officer- Kartik P~tel, Transportation f,:ngineer, DOT, fast Valley 
District Office 

2. PRELLVIINARYREPORT ON THE EXPANSION OF (7:10 , 7:20). 
PREFERENTI.<\L PARKINGDIS1'RJCiNO.fi4 · . 

Felix Valda· Management Analyst II, DOT Office of Parking ManagElment and 
Regulations, Parking Permits Division 

3. QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS {7 :20- 7 :30) 
This time will be used only for ques!lcn about !he pcoposed Preferential Parking 
District or the Preferential Parking District policies. Save. comrnen ts and 
gmuments for/against this proposal fer the "Public Comment Period" that follows. 

4. PTJBLlC COMi\ilENT PERIOD {7:50- 8:50) 
Those who wish to speak must fill out a BLUE CARD as soon as possible, and 
place them on THE TABLE AT THE FRONT Of THE ROOM. Speakers *ill be 
invited to speak in the order that their blue .cards are received. Try to limit 
comments to material or issues that have not already been covered, allowing. 
as many people as possible to present their opinions and ·Ideas. There ls a tim§ 
limit of 2 minutes oer comment oerson. 

5. HEARING AD.lOU&.'IS AT 9:00PM 

Opinibn cards (YELLOW CARD) must be returned to a department of Transportation 
Staff member by the end of the meeting. Written comments may also be submitted to 
the Department of Transportation within 30 days of· this hearing Address written 
comments by May 27, 2011 to: 

PPD 64 .exp Comments do felix Va!de 
Depar"J.!1lent of Transportation 
555 Ramirez Street. Space 315 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2962 

Written ·comments may also bee-mailed to LADOT.PrefParking@lacily.org 

OTHER USEFUL T8LEPHON!; NUMBERS; 

PREFERENTIAL PARKING SECTJON 
PARKING ENFORCEMENT, HOLLYWOOD AREA. 
PARKING ENFORCEMENT, RADIO DISPATCH ROOM 
LADOT, HOLL YWOOD-WJLSH!RE DISTRICT OFFICE 
COUNCIL MEMBER TOM LABONGE 4 n' COUNCIL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL MEMBER ERIC GARCETII '13TH COUNCIL DISTRICT 
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APPENDIX G 
PUBLIC NOTIFICATION 

March 13, 2012 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
EXPANSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 64 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation will be conducting a Public Hearing for the purpose of allSwering guestions 
and accepting comments on the prdiminary tuidings and recommendations of the Depnrtment regarding the expansion of 
Preferential Parking District No. 64 in the Central Hollywood area of Los Angeles. The Deparimcnt has established !he "Ma.ximum 
Allowable Boundaries;' oflhe proposed expansion of the Pref0r~'lltlal Parking District :-<o. 64to be the residential street scgru.cnr:s at 
th~ ~ast side of Highland Avenue between S\nlliet Boulevard am! Franklin Avenue. Soulh side of Franklin Avenue between Highland 
Avenue and Cahuenga Boulevard, We;;t slde of Cahuenga Boulevard between FrJnklin Avenue and Sunset Boulevard, and both 
sides of Sunset Boulevard between Cahuenga Boulevard and Highland Avenue. in the City of Los Angeles. (see m;:~p below). 

Since the r~sidents of~t least 4 scgmcJlts within the :above-mentioned area have submitted petltiom for the expansion of Prcf=ntial 
JlBrking District No. 64, the Depanmcnt wlll accept input from the residents and non-residents in the area ro determine whether fuc 
proposed maximum-allowable boundaries <rre a~ceptable or net:d to be reduced, and to get a geueml Idea of the level of community 
support for this propos;~L The parking r~strictions for the expanded area will remain the same as within tho! exi$ling DistriL""C No, 64. 

Upon Council adoption of !he expansion. of Preferential PJrking District No. 64, residents of the expanded area will be able to 
pmchasc up to three Annual Permits for .$34.00 per vehicle per year. Vi~itor P.ermits are also nv3ilub!e for $12.50 each, renewable 
cvr;ry foUl· monchs, with a maximum of two per hous~hold. An unlimited number of one·dtly GuGst .Permits aN tl!oo <wailable to 
residents for $2.50 each per day. A}fuough any residents of th~ Di'ltrict are eligible to purchase permiTs, Preferential Parking 
restrictions will only be post£d on those blocks wliere the residents have submitted petitions requesting the signs, and where the 
signatures represent at least 67 percent of the residences. Permitg are NOT required to park on su·e~t segments within the Disuict 
that are not po.>tcd with "District No. 64 Permit Exempt" Preferential Parking restrictions. V chicles with Disabled Pcrsom license . 
pla.tes!p!acards ur~ exempt, and do not require permit~. For f11rthcr information, call the Parking Penn its Division of tbe Department 
ofTrm1sportation at (213) 473-3260. 

Time/PlactJ of Public Hearing: 

7:00PM to 9:0{) PM~ 
Wednesday, April279 2011 
Selma Elementary School 
Multi-Purpose Room 
6611 Selma A venue 

Written comments will also he aec:epted on this 
matter, in case you cannot attend the hear.ing, 

Wri.tten comments must be received by: 

I May 27, 20111 
Address written cormnents to: 

PPD 64 exp Comments c/o Felix Valek 
Department of Transportation 
555 Ramirez Street, Space 315 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Fmc (213) 473-8271 
EmaiL LADOT.Pi-efParking@Jadty.org 
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(When re<Juir~.d) 
RECORDll\!G REQUE-STED :BY AND MAJL TO: 

lOS ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL 
~SINCE 1888-

915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, GA 90012 
Moiling Addre$s: P.O. Box 5402£. Los Angeles. California 00054-0026 

Telophorw (213) 229-5300/ Fax (213) 229·5481 

.Julia Amanti 
CITY OF LA,CITY CLERK, ADMIN SER 
200 N SPRING ST ROOM 395 
LOS ANGELES, CA ~ 9C012 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 

(2D15.5 C.C.P.) 

Stale of Califomia I 
CaUJlty of l.as Angeles I ss 

Notice Type: GPN- GOVEnNMENf Pl.JBL!C NOTICE 

Ad Dcscrip~on·. Expansion ol PrelereTiiial Parking Distrlc1 No. 64 

I am a dlizen al the Unlt<Jd SUJtes and a resident ol the State of Calitomla; I am 
over ttle age ot eighteen years, and not a party to or interested In !he· above 
entmed matter. I am the plincipal <;lerk ot the ptinW a~d publisher of the LOS 
ANGELES DAILY JOURNAL, a newspaper Pllblished in the Engli~h language 
in tM Cily <:>! LOS ANGELES, <;Oun!y ol LOS ANGELES, am adjudged a 
newspaper of general clrGulmlo~ as delined by the laws olltle Staro of 
Gruifomio. by the Superior Court of the Cooniy cf LOS ANGELES, State of 
Califnmia, under elate 04126!19".A, Case No. 599,382. That lh1il notice, ot which 
the anna~ed is a printed copy. has been published In each regular and entire 
~ssue oi said neio-vspaper and not in illlY supplement !hereof on I he follovling 
(lates. to-l'lit 

I cerlify 
tOff(:{J, 

04/121~01 j 

Thij~1f~~~~~i~1f~i"~I~P IX11y 

CHY CLERi\'S OFFiCE. 

March 13, 2012 

iG! I APR !3 AM 9: 26 

CITY CLERK 

OJ#: 2078921 

NOTICE OFPU6l!C HfARING 
FOR 8:PANSION OF PRiiiH'afi~Al.. 

PARKING DtSTRIGTNO. 64. 
·rhc Qly -tJf Lro 1in!1cle:<, IJt-pnlirnerd d 
Tr.a:1;1;p:m:a.\ion will be- e:on:1ue<~ a Pu';llc 
1-le.cir\ng. ~(U' m~ PIJrt•:::-~e of ~~~·rtd..=il;l 

~~a<;rKL~;~~11 ~~~'1mni\na~m~n~u ;:~ 

"'ra~t :.;a:Qtmmt'i p:0!)1J:HHJ; :_.., 02 Y.iL;.s11-l~c 
{:{]undan<~s of Pto&litH~I~6al ~arid:)g o;~,r.C1 
f.Q. 64 a~e !n be lhe ~~~di3rl1iiM :li~!G:-ol 
~gnmnlr: cl 1h'l fl~l !;:!!:'o of K:pllom:1 
AVil..iU'"' ~MS!ln SUI1,;.e:t 6w••Nafo:l an~ 
Fmnldin A\I'Cfl!l'J, "flOO!h ~f.t of FiM'-cll, 
A'.'~iU!JI t::ai'Neiln High!.artd AvN"=l.lll' an\1 · 
C.a.~.Uc/lgtl &:llJ!~Vti:U, '~o-\"cs: S::C.l~ of 
c..v-..ucr.ijl:l. o~JJilVQ.rd bc1~r. Ft.a~lt~ 
AVffl"-llll" a11d Sll:m;l!~ lhLJ!-&V!i!.td, a.t~d 00::-J 
Sld-:=.'l o~ Sun;;c-1 B::lU!t."'3id b~~fl!Xrl 
Catrt:~~ ~j!!\i'~m ar.d }llgt.~M1d 
Av~'l"fl;!l. 
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