
DATE: 

TO: 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

January 29, 2013 

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 

SUMMARY 

EXPANSION AND CONVERSION OF REFERENTIAL PARKING 
DISTRICT NO. 132 IN THE MELROSE/FAIRFAX AREA OF LOS 
ANGELES (C.F. 10-1570) 

This report recommends the expansion and conversion of Preferential Parking District 
No. 132 within the Melrose/Fairfax area of Council District 5. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. FIND that the expansion and conversion of Preferential Parking District No. 132, 
pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) Section 80.58.d, is exempt 
from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as a Class 1, Categorical 
Exemption (Article Ill, Section 1.a.3 of the 2002 Los Angeles City CEQA 
Guidelines). 

2. ADOPT the accompanying RESOLUTION amending the boundaries of 
Temporary Preferential Parking District No. 132, pursuant to Section B.13 of the 
Council's April 16, 1996 "Rul_es and Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts," 
to include the residential area generally bounded in a clockwise fashion by the 
following: 

• South side of Willoughby Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Spaulding 
Avenue; 

• Both sides of Spaulding Avenue between Willoughby Avenue and 
Rosewood Avenue; 

• Both sides of Rosewood Avenue between Spaulding Avenue and Sierra 
Bonita Avenue; 

• Both sides of Sierra Bonita Avenue between Rosewood Avenue and 
Beverly Boulevard; 

• North side of Beverly Boulevard between Sierra Bonita Avenue and 
Fairfax Avenue; 

• East side of Fairfax Avenue betwe-en Beverly Boulevard and Willoughby 
Avenue. 
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3. AUTHORIZE the following parking restrictions for use in all residential street in 
PPD No. 132: 

• "2-HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 8 PM, DAILY; NO PARKING 8 PM TO 
BAM, NIGHTLY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 132 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 Preferential Parking District No. 132, as 
described in Recommendation No. 2 above, and as specified in Section 80.58 of 
the L.A.M.C. and that Preferential Parking District 132 be administered pursuant 
to the "Rules and Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts" 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 Los Angeles 
Municipal Code. It provides for the establishment or expansion of a Preferential Parking 
District (PPD) by Resolution of the City Council , upon recommendation by the 
Department of Transportation, 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 "Rules and 
Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts" (PPD Rules) adopted by the City Council 
before establishment or expansion may be allowed. 

Section B .12 of the "Rules and Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts" approved 
by the City Council on April 16, 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 signed 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 on a minimum of four blocks within the proposed district are 
occupied by vehicles registered to non-residents. 
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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. 

Temporary PPD No. 132 was established by Council Resolution (C.F. 07-3288) on 
October 30, 2007, and consists of the residential area by the following (see attached 
map): 

• Curson Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue 
• Curson Avenue between Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Avenue 
• Sierra Bonita Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue 
• Sierra Bonita Avenue between Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Avenue 

At this time, 2 of the approximately 4 blocks that make up Temporary PPD No. 132 are 
posted with the following Preferential Parking Restriction "2 HOUR PARKING, 8 AM to 8 
PM; NO PARKING, 8 PM to 8 AM; DISTRICT NO. 132 PERMITS EXEMPT". 

APPLICATION 

On August 27, 2009, LADOT staff met with CD-5 staff and with the Fairfax Parking 
Group (FPG) representative to go over the petitions and explain the Preferential Parking 
program and the projected timeline for the establishment of permanent PPD No. 132. 
At the meeting, it was concluded the parking problem was primarily caused by patrons 
of the Grove, CBS Studios, Fairfax High School students, commercial and retail 
businesses in the area, restaurants, clubs, and shoppers/diners in general. The parking 
impact is most severe on Thursday and Friday nights especially during Fairfax High 
School's football games. The group also concluded that the only alternative available to 
provide immediate relief to the residents of this area was to pursue the expansion and 
conversion of Temporary Preferential Parking District No. 132. The construction of 
additional off-street parking structures or leasing off-street parking lots to provide 
additional parking supply in this immediate area are not feasible options at this time. A 
follow up meeting was held on September 14, 2009, with the FPG representative. 
LADOT provided the representative with a proposed boundary map of the expanded 
area and was asked to comment on the proposed boundary. LADOT indicated that they 
now have sufficient number of petitioned blocks to qualify for the traffic study. 

The LADOT received a letter dated November 13, 2007, from the Mid-City West 
Community Council in support of the Fairfax Parking Group (FPG) obtaining a Parking 
Permit District through creation or expansion of one of the surrounding preferential 
parking districts to address the spillover parking from the surrounding Preferential 
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Parking Districts, the Grove, and CBS Studios. The Department initiated a petition 
process to expand PPD No. 47 in response. However, all expansion efforts were halted 
due to overwhelming opposition from residents who live within the border of PPD No. 
47, and the withdrawal of support for the expansion from the councilmember 
responsible for the area at the time. 

As a result, LADOT and the FPG concluded that the only alternative available to provide 
relief to the residents of this area was to pursue the expansion and conversion of 
Preferential Parking District No. 132. The residents provided petitions for 5 blocks 
within the neighborhood which does not include the 4 blocks already within TPPD 132. 
A block is defined as a street segment between two intersecting streets. The following 
5 blocks submitted petitions representing more than 67 percent of household units on 
both sides of the street and covering more than 50 percent of the developed frontage on 
each block: 

1. Waring Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue 
2. Waring Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 
3. Waring Avenue between Stanley Avenue and Curson Avenue 
4. Oakwood Avenue between Orange Grove Avenue and Ogden Drive 
5. Oakwood Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 

The residents had originally submitted a petition containing over 727 signatures 
covering 510 households that were in favor of a preferential parking district. 
Unfortunately, they were not done on LADOT forms and could not be accepted as 
official petitions. They were taken into consideration as support for the PPD. 

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 Friday, October 2, 2009, a parking impact study was conducted between the hours 
of 8 PM to 10 PM, 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 appl icant'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 the 
parking availability of 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 . 
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The following four blocks satisfied the parking study criteria: 

• Waring Avenue between Orange Grove Ave and Fairfax Ave 
• Waring Avenue between Ogden Dr and Genesee Ave 
• Oakwood Avenue between Orange Grove Ave and Ogden Dr 
• Oakwood Avenue between Ogden Dr and Genesee Ave 

PUBLIC HEARING 

The Public Hearing concerning the establishment of PPD No. 132 was conducted from 
7 p.m. to 9:30p.m. on Thursday, November 4, 2010, at the Fairfax High School 
Auditorium, 7850 Melrose Avenue, Los Angeles. Jeannie Shin, Transportation 
Engineer for the Department of Transportation, served as the Hearing Officer and 
prepared a report of the events and concerns expressed by the public at the hearing. 
(A copy of Mrs. Shen's report is attached.) 

Approximately 210 persons attended the hearing, and each were 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. Mrs. Shen opened the 
meeting and discussed the rules and procedures for the hearing. She explained that 
any individual who wanted to speak needed to fill-out and hand the completed Speaker 
Card to one of the two 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 and conversion 
of District No. 132, 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 64 persons submitted cards requesting to 
speak. 12 persons spoke against the expansion of the district and 21 persons spoke in 
support of the preferential parking district's expansion. 26 did not respond or "passed" 
when called and 4 had neutral comments (one person submitted 2 cards). 

At the end of the hearing, cards were turned in indicating preference FOR or AGAINST 
expansion of the District and restrictions desired, if any. 128 persons submitted cards 
indicating that they supported the district. 79 persons submitted cards against the 
conversion of the preferential parking district. 
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PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD 

During the 30-day period following the public hearing, LADOT received close to 350 
letters, e-mails and phone calls from Los Angeles residents concerned about the 
expansion of the proposed district. 238 individual comments were against the 
conversion of Preferential Parking District and 112 were in support of the proposed 
conversion of the Preferential Parking District. 2 phone calls had neutral comments. 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. Most of the people who opposed the expansion did not 
attend the hearing. 

Most of the comments received in opposition of the district were in the North East area 
of the proposed expansion which is primarily single-family dwellings that are not heavily 
affected by intrusive impact. The proposed boundaries of the district were scaled back 
to accommodate requests from residents who did not desire to be part of the district. 
Since there was a reduction of the District boundaries, the comment results become 
163 for the expansion and 101 against. Although Waring Avenue between Stanley 
Avenue and Curson Avenue had originally petitioned for the expansion, the street is 
located within a two block radius where 53 of res idents voiced a comment or opinion 
against the district with only 8 voting for its approval. 

Many of the residents who live within existing PPD 132 submitted comments in 
opposition to the District believing that it will create more problems than it would solve. 
LADOT has determined that by maintaining the current boundaries of the expansion 
and converted area, all the streets impacted will be included. The comments, letters and 
em ails received from residents in the impacted areas of the expansion constitute 
unanimous support of PPD 132. 

PROPOSED PARKING REGULATIONS 

The residents of the proposed expansion area petitioned for a "2 HOUR PARKING, 8 
AM to 8 PM; NO PARKING, 8 PM to 8 AM; DISTRICT NO. 132 PERMITS EXEMPT" 
restriction; which is the restriction currently authorized for existing Temporary PPD No. 
132. 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 

The Staff in the City's Department of Transportation, Parking Permit Division, has 
conducted an analysis and investigation of the proposed perm it 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 
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is expected to be minimal. 

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 Fairfax Branch Library, 161 South 
Gardner Street, Los Angeles, CA 90036, (323) 936-6191. The review period ceased at 
5 PM on November 22, 2010, and the comment period expired on December 6, 2010. 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

The sale of PPD permits within the expanded area of Preferential Parking District No. 
132 will cover the cost of implementation and administration of the expanded 
Preferential Parking District. The City may gain additional revenue from the issuance of 
parking citations to violators of the expanded district's parking restrictions. 

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 residents within the PPD opposed to the expansion, only a few had attended 
the hearing and they already had 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, it is the recommendation of this 
Department that the Council amend by Resolution the boundaries of Temporary 
Preferential Parking District 132 be converted and that the new boundaries of the 
District should be the residential area, bounded in a clockwise fashion by the following: 

• South side of Willoughby Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Spaulding 
Avenue; 

• Both sides of Spaulding Avenue between Willoughby Avenue and Rosewood 
Avenue; 

• Both sides of Rosewood Avenue between Spaulding Avenue and Sierra Bonita 
Avenue; 

• Both sides of Sierra Bonita Avenue between Rosewood Avenue and Beverly 
Boulevard; 

• North side of Beverly Boulevard between Sierra Bonita Avenue and Fairfax 
Avenue; 

• East side of Fairfax Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Willoughby Avenue. 

PPD No. 132 would sti ll be subject to all other terms and conditions of the original 
Resolution including the authorization to use either of the approved PPD No. 132 
parking restrictions on residential frontage within the proposed expansion. 
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The expansion and conversion of PPD No. 132 is in agreement with the provisions of 
Section 8.12 of the Council-approved "Rules and Procedures for Preferential Parking 
Districts." The residents of the proposed district are being adversely affected by non
resident on-street parking demand and are therefore entitled to relief from conditions 
associated with this problem. 

The expansion of PPD No. 132 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 
Preferential Parking District No. 132 will be enforced by the existing LADOT Traffic 
Officers assigned to the area. 

FV:fv 
S:\Pref Parking\PPD Expansion\PPD 132\PPD 132expan&conv report_10-12 

Attachments: 
Resolution 
PPD No. 132 Maps 
Hearing Officer's Report (w/ Public Comments) 



RESOLUTION 

EXPANSION AND CONVERSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 132 IN 
THE MELROSE/FAIRFAX AREA OF LOS ANGELES AND SETTING NEW BOUNDARIES 

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles City Council, by Ordinance No. 152,722, effective 
September 2, 1979, was revised by Ordinance No. 157,425, effective March 18, 1983 
amended by Ordinance No. 161,414, effective July 26, 1986, and further revised by 
Ordinance No. 171,029, effective June 1, 1996, provided for the establishment of 
Preferential Parking Districts by Resolution of the Council in each case, under Section 80.58 
of the Los Angeles Municipal Code; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to LAMC Section 80.58, on October 30, 2007, the Council 
adopted Negative Declaration No. 07-3288 and a Resolution establishing Temporary 
Preferential Parking District No. 132 consisting of the residential area generally bounded by 
the street segments of Curson Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue, 
Curson Avenue between Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Avenue, Sierra Bonita Avenue 
between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue, and Sierra Bonita Avenue between 
Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Avenue; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to LAMC Section 80.58.k, the Department of Transportation 
promulgated "Rules and Procedures for Preferential Parking Districts", was revised by 
Ordinance No. 177,845, effective September 30, 2006, the most recent amendment was by 
Ordinance No. 180059, adopted by the Council on August 30, 2008, which further updated 
the Permit fees; and 

WHEREAS, residents within the area of the city generally bounded on the north by 
the centerline of Willoughby Avenue, on the east by Sierra Bonita Avenue, on the south by 
the centerline of Beverly Boulevard , and the west by the centerline of Fairfax Avenue have 
petitioned the LADOT to be added to Preferential Parking District No. 132; 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, the Department 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 Thursday, November 4, 2010, at the 
Fairfax High School Auditorium, 7850 Melrose Avenue, Los Angeles , California, which was 
attended by hundreds of interested residents and business people from the area, and the 
Public Hearing Report, completed on November 1, 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. 

• Waring Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue 
• Waring Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 
• Oakwood Avenue between Orange Grove Avenue and Ogden Drive 
• Oakwood Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, by the Council of the City of Los Angeles, 
that the resolution adopted by the Council on October 30, 2007, establishing Temporary 
Preferential Parking District No. 132, be hereby amended and converted to revise the 
boundaries of Preferential Parking District No. 132 to include the residential area greatly 
impacted, generally bounded clockwise by the following: 

• South side of Willoughby Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Spaulding Avenue 
• Both sides of Spaulding Avenue between Willoughby Avenue and Rosewood Avenue 
• Both sides of Rosewood Avenue between Spaulding Avenue and Sierra Bonita Avenue 
• Both sides of Sierra Bonita Avenue between Rosewood Avenue and Beverly Boulevard 
• North side of Beverly Boulevard between Sierra Bonita Avenue and Fairfax Avenue 
• East side of Fairfax Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Willoughby Avenue 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of Preferential Parking District No. 
132 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". 

"2 HOUR PARKING, 8 AM to 8 PM; NO PARKING, 8 PM to 8 AM; DISTRICT NO. 132 
PERMITS EXEMPT" 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon approval of the Expansion and Conversion 
of Preferential Parking District No. 132 through the adoption of this Resolution , signs with 
the restriction: "2 HOUR PARKING, 8 AM to 8 PM; NO PARKING, 8 PM to 8 AM; DISTRICT 
NO. 132 PERMITS EXEMPT" be posted on the residential portions on both sides (unless 
noted): 

• Waring Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue 
• Waring Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 
• Oakwood Avenue between Orange Grove Avenue and Ogden Drive 
• Oakwood Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that LADOT be directed to prepare a Notice of 
Exemption and file such notice with the City and County Clerks' office within five working 
days of the City Council's action. 
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May8, 2008 

To Whom It May Concern: 

On November 13,2007, the Mid City West Neighborhood Council voted 20-4 to support 
the Fairfax Parking Group's efforts to obtain preferential parking for the area bounded 
roughly by Fairfax Avenue on the west, Sierra Bonita on the east, Beverly Boulevard on 
the south, and Melrose A venue on the north. 

Nearly all residents of the entire Mid City West Community Council area are included in 
a preferential parking district The area described above is one of the very few areas that 
is not. This area suffers from a severe shortage of parking. It is made up of multi~ family 
structures, many of which were built before current parking requirements were 
established. For this reason, the residents are much more dependent on on~street parking 
than residents in other areas that have preferential parking. In additio~ the area is nearly 
surrounded by Fairfax High School, the Fairfax Village business district, CBS Television 
City and The Grove/Farmers' Market. 

The Mid City West Community Council mges LADOT to find a solution for the residents 
of this area. There are a number of possible solutions, including: (I) creation of a new, 
stand-alone preferential parking district; or (2) expansion or adjustment of boundaries of 
existing PPD 53 or PPD 47. which largely consist of single-family homes and duplexes 
with off-street garages and ample street parking. 

Daniel Toscano and the Fairfax Parking Group have diligently followed the City of Los 
Angeles' procedures regarding formation of preferential parking districts. Mr. Toscano 
infonned us that in October 2006, he submitted an application for a PPD, only to be told 
by a representative ofLADOT, in essence, ~'not to bother.'' Preceding that another area 
resident, Christina Martinez, received that same response in January 2006. . . 

The Mid City West Community Council suggested that the Fairfax Parking Group create 
a petition to satisfY the LADOT's requirement of obtaining signatures showing support of 
67% of residents of a 6 block area. They have done this. 

Given the severe parking problem this neighborhood faces, Mid City West Community 
Council requests that LADOT expedite efforts to find a solution for this neighborhood. 

Je y . Jaco .. er 
Chair, T~n, P~ & Streetscape Committee 
Mid City West €hinmuniff _p:,uncil 



Date: 

To: 

From: 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

November 1, 2012 

Jaime de Ia Vega, General Manager 
Departme~nof ansportation 

1 

. ;-&· ' - (...&~ ~i:'S en, ransportation Engineer 
District of Operations, Hollywood/Wilshire District Office 

Subject: Recommendation of Hearing Officer on the proposed 
expansion and conversion of Preferential Parking District No. 
132, within the Melrose/Fairfax area of Los Angeles, Council 
District No. 5, and the Department of Transportation's 
Hollywood-Wilshire District, bounded in a clockwise fashion 
by: Willoughby Avenue, Spaulding Avenue, Rosewood 
Avenue, Sierra Bonita Avenue, Beverly Boulevard and Fairfax 
Avenue 
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Appendix B (Summary of public hearing comments) 
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REQUEST AND RECOMMENDATION 

Page 2 
Page 2 
Page 3 
Page 5 
Page 5 
Page 7 

· Page 9 
Page 13 

Request: Establishment and Conversion of Preferential Parking District No. 132 in 
the residential area bounded by Fairfax Avenue on the west, Willoughby Avenue on the 
north, Sierra Bonita Avenue on the east, and Beverly Boulevard on the south. 
(Appendix A-1 ). 

Hearing Officer's Recommendation: 

Designate: Residential portions to include area bounded in a clockwise fashion by 
the following: South side of Willoughby Avenue, both sides of Spaulding Avenue, both 
sides of Rosewood Avenue, both sides of Sierra Bonita Avenue, North side of Beverly 
Boulevard and East side of Fairfax Avenue as the new boundaries for establishing and 
converting Preferential Parking District No. 132 (Appendix A-2). 



Recommendation of Hearing Officer November 1, 2012 

Approve: 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). 

• "2-HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 8 PM, DAILY; NO PARKING 8 PM TO 
BAM, NIGHTLY VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 132 PERMITS 
EXEMPT" 

SUMMARY OF PUBLIC HEARING 

The Public Hearing concerning the establishment of Preferential Parking District No. 
132 was conducted from ?p.m. to 9:30p.m. on Thursday, November 4, 2010 at the 
Fairfax High School Auditorium, 7850 Melrose Avenue. As persons entered, they were 
given an agenda for the meeting, a copy of the preliminary report including 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, I, Jeannie Shen, Transportation Engineer, opened the meeting and 
discussed the rules and procedures for the hearing. Next, Mr. Felix Valde, Management 
Analyst II of the Parking Permits Division, introduced the Department staff, discussed 
the enabling ordinance, the traffic surveys that qualified the proposed Preferential 
Parking District, the procedures for adoption , the fee structure for permit issuance, study 
procedures and related matters. 

Approximately 210 persons attended the hearing. A Power Point Presentation was 
presented which provided background information regarding Preferential Parking 
District No. 132 as well as Petition Validation Map, Parking Study Map and a Land Use 
Map. The Power Point presentation also covered the steps that had been completed in 
the establishment of PPD 132 and indicated the steps that would be necessary to 
complete before PPD 132 could be expanded. 

Felix Valde and Tamara Martin answered general questions about the Preferential 
Parking Program, and specific questions about Temporary District No. 132, including 
why th is area was recommended as a conversion to a permanent district with expanded 
boundaries. Then the floor was opened to comments from the public. This portion of 
the hearing was recorded and 64 persons submitted cards requesting to speak. 12 
persons spoke against the expansion of the district and 21 persons spoke in support of 
the preferential parking district's conversion/expansion . 26 did not respond or "passed" 
when called and 4 had neutral comments (one person submitted 2 cards). 
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At the end of the hearing, cards were turned in indicating preference FOR or AGAINST 
expansion of the District and restrictions desired, if any. 128 persons submitted cards 
indicating that they supported the district. 79 persons submitted cards against the 
conversion of the preferential parking district. 

During the 30-day period following the public hearing, LADOT received close to 350 
letters, e-mails and phone calls from Los Angeles residents concerned about the 
expansion of the proposed district. 238 individual comments were against the 
conversion of Preferential Parking District and 112 were in support of the proposed 
conversion of the Preferential Parking District. 2 phone calls had neutral comments. 
There were no items received after the public comment period had closed. 

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 
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 establishment 
of a new preferential parking district; however, in light of the proximity to the existing 
temporary Preferential Parking District 132, the residents changed the focus to request 
establishment/conversion of Preferential Parking District 132 instead. Residents of the 
following five (5) blocks within the above mentioned residential area submitted 
qualifying petitions to the Department of Transportation requesting the creation of 
Preferential Parking District No. 132: 

1. Oakwood Avenue between Orange Grove Avenue and Ogden Drive 
2. Oakwood Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 
3. Waring Avenue between Fairfax Avenue and Orange Grove Avenue 
4. Waring Avenue between Ogden Drive and Genesee Avenue 
5. Waring Avenue between Stanley Avenue and Curson Avenue 
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The following 4 street segments are already within Temporary PPD No. 132 

1. Curson Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue 
2. Curson Avenue between Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Avenue 
3. Sierra Bonita Avenue between Beverly Boulevard and Oakwood Avenue 
4. Sierra Bonita Avenue between Oakwood Avenue and Rosewood Av 

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 four blocks of 
the residential neighborhood, which is twice the minimum number of blocks required for 
expanding a District. 

The Department of Transportation conducted a parking impact study within the 
proposed District on Friday, October 2, 2009, between the hours of 8 PM to 10 PM. The 
conditions that must be met to satisfy the qualifying requirements of the parking impact 
studies are that at least 75 percent of the legal parking spaces on qualifying blocks are 
occupied, and at least 25 percent of the legal parking spaces are occupied by vehicles 
registered to non-residents in at least four blocks. 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. The day of the week and 
the time of day of the parking study were based on the applicant's estimate of when the 
neighborhood parking intrusion was most severe. In this case, four blocks met the 
criteria for the expansion of a District. 

The results of the field checks and .the parking impact studies confirmed that the parking 
problems experienced by the petitioning residents primarily occur during night time 
hours. The "non-residents vehicles" were defined as those not appearing to belong to 
residents of the 95 block expansion area. The residents who do not have sufficient off 
street parking find that is very difficult for them and their guests to park on the street 
during the day under the present circumstances. 

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

• "2 HOUR PARKING 8AM-8PM, NO PARKING 8PM-8AM; DISTRICT NO. 132 
PERMITS EXEMPT." 

At the public hearing, several residents submitted comments on parking restrictions 
requesting the time limit to be extended to 1 OPM or midnight to accommodate some of 
the businesses in the area. 

It should be noted that it has been City Council practice to not authorize 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. 
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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 

In compliance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act, an 
initial study was prepared to assess the potential environmental impacts of this project. 
No significant impacts are anticipated and no mitigation measures are required. 
Therefore, a Negative Declaration is proposed to be adopted by the City Council. The 
initial study was made available for review at the Fairfax Branch Library, 161 South 
Gardner Street, Los Angeles, CA 90036. The review period ended November 22, 2010. 
No comments concerning environmental matters have been received by LADOT. 

CONCLUSION 

The results of the parking studies indicate that the establishment 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 but does not guarantee a parking space. 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. 

There were close to 600 comments received, almost 10% were from residents and 
businesses outside of the maximum boundaries. If these comments are removed the 
results are: 172 for the expansion and 174 against. After taking all the comments into 
consideration and scaling back the boundaries, the results become 163 for the 
expansion and 101 against. These revised boundaries do not include the area whose 
majority of residents were opposed to being included within a Parking Permit District. 
Although Waring Avenue between Stanley Avenue and Curson Avenue had originally 
petitioned for the expansion, the street is located within a two block radius where 53 of 
residents voiced a comment or opinion against the district with only 8 voting for its 
approval. 

Therefore, based on both the data obtained from the studies conducted by the 
Department and the review of the comments made at the public hearing including those 
received during the comment period, it is the recommendation of this Department that 
Preferential Parking District 132 be converted and that the new boundaries of the 
District should be the residential area, bounded in a clockwise fashion by the following : 
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South side of Willoughby Avenue, both sides of Spaulding Avenue, both sides of 
Rosewood Avenue, both sides of Sierra Bonita Avenue, North side of Beverly Boulevard 
and the East side of Fairfax Avenue. (Appendix A-2) 

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 restrictions will best 
serve the needs of the residents and the businesses in this proposed preferential 
parking district: 

• "2 HOUR PARKING 8AM-8PM, NO PARKING 8PM-8AM; DISTRICT NO. 132 
PERMITS EXEMPT." 

When posted on the residential streets this restriction will keep employees of the Grove 
and other local businesses, delivery trucks 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. It should be noted that if the City Council approves the 
proposed establishment of Preferential Parking District No. 132, 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 -1 

PROPOSED PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT 
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APPENDIX A -2 

PROPOSED PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT 
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APPENDIX B 

COMMENTS DURING THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE PROPOSED 
ESTABLISHMENT AND CONVERSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT 

NO. 132 
FAIRFAX/MELROSE AREA OF LOS ANGELES 

ON NOVEMBER 4, 2010, AT THE FAIRFAX HIGH SCHOOL 

Against AYSO Representative - Parking restrictions would be bad for the kids and parents 

Represents Home owner groups in the area, actions considering conditional use. 
For Businesses don't have required parking 

For Long overdue - keep residences happy 

Street cut in half? Patronizes businesses but can never find parking when she comes 
For home. Approve entire street- not half 

Neighborhood watch- permit parking will make crime go down. Easier for police to 
keep tabs on people. Public safety issue. Lives in PPD 53. 8pm restriction doesn't 

For work- Should be 6pm. 

No Comment Absent 

Some blocks are impacted more than others. Swamping us- can't park. Bldg. has no 
For parkinQ 

27 year resident. Area changed a lot- necessity to pay for parking adversely 
affected. Employees not paying for parking. Petitions are still required for signs. 

For Encouraged to be part of the district. 

No Comment Absent 

Not safe, parking difficult to get. Her car would get towed if she tries to park behind a 
For business 

30 year resident. People/Employees of Grove use streets to park on. Need permit 
For parking tomorrow not next year. 

Supports Pref. Parking. Member of Neighborhood Council. Crucial to work together. 
Suggest that 600-700 blk North/South of Melrose split restriction one that ends at 

For 8pm and another ends at midnight. Need mutual support 

No Comment Absent 
Co owner of the Village Idiot- represents the business association (Melrose). Faces 
challenges if employees need to move every 2 hours. Its all our problem. Believes in 

Neutral the neighborhood 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 
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Community representative of Fairfax High School. School to help serve the public 
and extra resources. Parking used during the day but also use it to help community. 
Feels the issue from residences and businesses. Needs community to support us. 

Neutral Anything detrimental to business community is bad for everyone. 
Melrose Business Owners Assoc. Quoted "Obscene Signage" Community and 

residences worked together for improvement of Melrose. Parking is a major problem 
For -thinks the district will pass 

Loves businesses 2 hour parking will cover their needs. Our streets are parking lots 
For for the community. 

Resident for a long time. Seen high and lows and the lowest are the last 25 minutes. 
Cut sidewalks in half and put angled parking. Officers cite immediately- think 

Against carefully 
Bought house in Martel 68 years ago. Worked to est. PPD 53. Split restriction-

allowed to be chopped up and put businesses vs. residents. Parking structure was 
Against supposed to be put up- stopped by Melrose Residential Assoc. 

No Comment Absent 
Living for 56 years in the area. Street is multi-residential apartments. Owners are 

renting to multiple people. PPD is a panacea. He parks blocks away which is 
acceptable. Even with pref parking people will still be fighting for space. People have 

Against driveways they can use 

No Comment Absent 

For Fairfax Parking Group. Exploited by Grove for too long. 
Chair- Neighborhood Council in area voted 2 years ago for PPD. Completely 

surrounded by other districts. Lived in PPD 30 where there were too many 
For restrictions 

Lived in area for 29 years. It's a nightmare- People will be ticketed, benefit is 
businesses are close that we can walk to. Business must provide a parking space for 

Against patrons. Build public parking spaces. 

No Comment Absent 
Business owner on Fairfax with his own parking. PPD may benefit some but not 

apartment residents. He has tried to get public parking but needs assistance from 
Neutral City. 

Grew up in neighborhood. No parking since then -density of apartments. Plenty of 
parking on Sierra Bonita. Heavily opposed- polled people living in PPD and they said 
"they wish they didn't have it". Slippery slope may solve a small problem but create a 

Against bigger one. 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

Without enforcement the whole thing is useless. Homeowners- pays over $6k in 
Against property taxes. Why pay another $34? or extra for parking? 

For Areas that has PPD- weekly crime statistics are high at locations without them. 

No Comment Absent 
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Homeowner for 30 years - seen the change. Gentrification of Melrose - decreased 
property value. Multi-tenant owners need to get together since they will be most 

Against affected. Must have public parking. 
Homeowner near the High School. Important to recognize the multi-residences- few 

built prior to the 1920's which doesn't have adequate parking. Garages full of 
junk/storage. If it doesn't pass, all of the districts should be removed -All or nothing. 

For Important to recognize that if your street doesn't need it, don't get it. 

No Comment Absent 
Idea of charging$$ to parking in front out of your house is repulsive. Lots of projects 
that fell through. Why can't we expand PPD #53? Grove approval- did not provide 

For parking for employees. 
Minority property owner of building at Stanley and Oakwood. People from Grove and 
Valets park there constantly. Hope Paul Koretz can do something. Caruso allowing 

For employees to park. 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

Used to live on Ogden and when they got PPD, overnight the parking was worse. 
Against Everyone was ticketed. Nightmare- tempted to break into cars to pay for permits! 

Lived in area for 32 years. Owns home on Orange Grove. Lots of businesses park 
nearby- Sunday flea market. Trucks park on street everyday. Wife walks 2-3 blks to 

park vehicle. Streets on Waring 800 blk- no parking spillover from them. We do need 
For public parkinq 

Both a resident and business owner of the area (restaurant). Don't know what 
solution is, but concerned- no parking night and day. Most of parking is occupied by 

residents themselves. Consider what happens to businesses- severely affect 
businesses that are already affected. Maybe problem is not the businesses but the 

Against Grove ... Applauds the passion. Target Caruso, CBS, City Hall ... 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Absent 
Was against PPD- resident for 50 years. Mind shifting somewhat. Everyone getting 
polarized over it. He's experienced the hassles of parking at a PPD- consider both 

Neutral sides and not be selfish. 

No Comment Absent· 

11 



Recommendation of Hearing Orticer November 1, 2012 

Own a unit also have business in West Hollywood. Careful on restrictions- Go on 
Public Record that it is egregious that guest permits are $2.50 and it's hard to believe 

PPD is not a for-profit entity. Outrageous prices. Extra $100 just to have a party. 
Request a cost-analysis of program, permits should be 50 cents. Feels bad that 
employees will have to move their vehicle every 2 hours and we should find a 

Against solution that works for everybody. 
Not easy to find a perfect solution but votes in favor: Overflow, demographic 

changes. If you have PPD, you don't need signs posted. Easier to get it now than 
later. Having a PPD will make things easier. Maybe adjust restriction to your liking ... 

For All you need is about 75% of the people on your block to sign a petition. 
Problematic now. Sierra Bonita and Gardner is packed with parking. (Redefined 

boundaries) Public parking lot South of Melrose by Gardner (belongs to the building). 
For Employees park and the structure is not utilized and it could be. 

No Comment Absent 

No Comment Passes 
Owns Restaurant- also contributed to Neighborhood improvements. No where to 

park, no one will go to businesses which will close up. Homes will begin to 
deteriorate. Worked hard to improve neighborhood- PPD will destroy neighborhood. 

Parked in PPD and still received citations .... Parking tot with meters (not effective). 
Constantly feeding meters. Comment from audience: Can you tell your employees 

Against not park on our street? .... Other businesses park there .... 

Not fair for PPD 132 to be solution. People paving front lawns to create parking. 
For Residents do need relief. 

No Comment Absent 
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APPENDIX C 

MAPPED YELLOW CARDS SUBMITTED AT THE PUBLIC HEARING FOR THE 
PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT AND CONVERSION OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING 

DISTRICT NO. 132- FAIRFAX/MELROSE AREA OF LOS ANGELES 
ON NOVEMBER 4, 2010, AT THE FAIRFAX HIGH SCHOOL 

PROPOSED PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT 
Yellow Cards At Hearing 
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EMAILS, COMMENTS AND YELLOW CARDS SUBMITTED DURING THE 30 DAY 
COMMENT PERIOD FOR THE PROPOSED ESTABLISHMENT AND CONVERSION 
OF PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 132- FAIRFAX/MELROSE AREA OF 

LOS ANGELES 
ON NOVEMBER 4, 2010, AT THE FAIRFAX HIGH SCHOOL 

PROPOSED PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT 
Emails Comments & Yellow Cards 
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May 8, 2008 

To Whom It May Concern: 

On November 13,2007, the Mid City West Neighborhood Council voted 20-4 to support 
the Fairfax Parking Group's efforts to obtain preferential parking for the area bounded 
roughly by Fairfax Avenue on the west, Sierra Bonita on the east, Beverly Boulevard on 
the south, and Me]rose A venue on the north. 

Nearly aU residents of the entire Mid City West Community Council area are included in 
a preferential parking district. The area described above is one of the very few areas that 
is not. This area suffers from a severe shortage of parking. It is made up of muJti-family 
structures, many of which were built before current parking requirements were 
established. For this reason, the residents are much more dependent on on-street parking 
than residents in other areas that have preferential parking. In addition, the area is nearly 
surrounded by Fairfax High School, the Fairfax Village business district, CBS Television 
City and The Grove/Farmers' Market. 

The Mid City West Community Council urges LADOT to find a solution for the residents 
of this area There are a number of possible solutions, including: (1) creation of a new, 
stand-alone preferential parking district; or (2) expansion or adjustment of boundaries of 
existing PPD 53 or PPD 4 7, which largely consist of single-family homes and duplexes 
with off-street garages and ample street parking. 

Daniel Toscano and the Fairfax Parking Group have diligently followed the City of Los 
Angeles' procedures regarding formation of preferential parking districts. Mr. Toscano 
informed us that in October 2006, he submitted an application for a PPD, only to be told 
by a representative ofLADOT, in essence~ "not to bother." Preceding that, another area 
resident, Christina Martinez, received that same response in January 2006. 

The Mid City West Community Council suggested that the Fairfax Parking Group create 
a petition to satisfy the LADOT's requirement of obtaining signatures showing support of 
67% of residents of a 6 block area. They have done this. 

Given the severe parking problem this neighborhood faces, Mid City West Community 
Council requests that LADOT expedite efforts to find a solution for this neighborhood. 

Je y . Jaco rger 
Chair, Tran~on, P~~~g & Streetscape Committee 
Mid City West Community Council 


