
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Ms. Cindy Chvatal 
Hancock Park Homeowners Association (HPHOA) 
137 N. Larchmont Blvd., #719 

Los Angeles, CA 90004 
 

Dear Cindy, 
 

Thank you for your detailed letter outlining the questions and concerns of the 
HPHOA regarding the implementation of Temporary Preferential Parking District 
215 (TPPD 215).  As you know, due to many factors parking congestion and its 
impact on communities has become a significant challenge across Council District 
4. In some cases a TPPD or PPD can be the solution 
and  in  other  neighborhoods  the  overall  solution  can  become  more  of  a 
challenge, and TPPD 215 is one such case. 
 

Before I answer more of the technical rationale relating to this temporary decision, 
I want to apologize that the homeowners do not feel that they were given the 
opportunity to offer more extensive feedback or that my office did not 
communicate better. This was not intentional but due to the limited time 
frame.  Time constraints also meant that I met with the apartment residents’ only 
once as well as meeting with representatives with the homeowners once, in 
addition, to my staff speaking with the apartment owners, the tennis club, the 
nearby churches and some individual residents who contacted our office.  Given 
that this is a temporary solution and a temporary TPPD which can be re-drawn at 
the discretion of the Council office based on the needs of the community, we must 
continue the conversation as we move towards a long term parking solution.  I am 
attending the HPHOA annual homeowners meeting on October 17th and am open 
to hearing feedback at that meeting or I am willing to hold a separate meeting in 
a home within the TPPD at an evening time that the HOA can propose and my 
office can organize.  
 

Please know that your letter was made a part of the Council File (16-0509) on this 
issue, and your concerns were placed on record at the commission. We commit 
to communicating in a timelier and routine manner as this conversation continues 
to evolve. 
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As to some of the more technical pieces of this initial decision your letter has 
asked about I will try to answer them below. As you also commented in your 
letter community parking issues require an equitable community-oriented 
parking solution. Our Office has tried to take into account the viewpoints of a 
variety of stakeholders when determining the best course of a temporary action 
with the implementation of this Temporary Preferential Parking District. These 
stakeholders included homeowners, renters, apartment owners, and community 
institutions. We also read the files and letters that DOT had from the previous 
administration. The letter states that we met several times with one group and 
not others, and that is not correct. The Larchmont Chronicle incorrectly printed 
this fact and it was not confirmed by our office. 
 

The crux of the situation remains that these are public streets that residents rely 
on for residential parking and state law apply to these types of restrictions. During 
the formation of TPPD 215, noted arguments in favor of its implementation 
included the prevention of parking constraints as a result of surrounding 
commercial areas and outside visitors. The boundary change of TPPD 215 does 
not violate this initial intent, as residents that are gaining access to the Parking 
District are members of the Hancock Park community and not outside visitors or 
commercial interests. In fact, the tennis club is frustrated by the current 
restrictions but as a commercial interest they are not allowed in the TPPD. 
 

LADOT reviewed TPPD 215 and in light of the policy reforms recently adopted by 
City Council recommended that the boundaries as originally designed did not 
effectively take into account residents directly affected by its implementation. 
 

Temporary Preferential Parking Districts, as outlined in LADOT’s policies, are not 
intended to be permanent and have limited application. While TPPD 215 is in 
effect, we will work with and rely on LAPD and neighborhood block captains to 
identify and alleviate areas of criminal activity as well as inappropriate parking in 
driveways in the Hancock Park community. Simultaneously we will continue to 
work with LADOT to implement a community parking plan that is fair, equitable, 
and safe. This will involve a reexamination of both existing parking restrictions in 
the area as well as the parking needs of all residents, including homeowners and 
renters. Under LADOT policy, refunds for permits issued for TPPD 215 will only 
be authorized if the parking district is dissolved via a petition process, but the 
Councilmember has offered to personally refund those that find this particularly 
egregious. DOT has also offered that they can extend the renewal date of any 
parking passes to encompass the time frame in which the TPPD was not enforced 
starting by the date of enforcement. In addition, DOT 
is  looking  into  the  possibility  of  adding  red  curbs  on  each  driveway  on 
Cahuenga and Lillian Way to prevent the blocking of driveways, as these are the 
most impacted streets per your letter.   
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My office is also working on having more direct enforcement to those who do 
illegally park blocking ingress and egress. In relation to this subject, the Council 
office will also be sending letters to all the apartment residents in the building a 
letter regarding respecting the neighborhood and notifying them if they do block 
driveways that their cars will be towed. 
 

Please know that should any resident have an issue with this temporary 
compromise and should want the TPPD dissolved, this is an option that could be 
pursued given the temporary nature of a TPPD.  However, we hope that this short 
term solution can lead to a better long term overall special parking assessment 
district for this area and hope that you will partner to find the best solution. 
 

This  was  not  an  easy  decision  given  the  unique  challenges  and  was  not 
intended   to   disenfranchise   the   homeowners   or   any   resident   of   the 
neighborhood.  This is the temporary solution that made the most sense at this 
time given the information available and the applicable laws.  Given our long term 
relationship working together I hope you will look at my overall concern and care 
for the Hancock Park community and know that my intentions are to find the best 
overall equitable solution for the entire community.  Please accept my apology for 
my office not communicating as well as they might have and join me in a 
conversation about what the long term solution will be. 
 

Should you have any other follow up questions please contact my Deputy Chief 
of Staff Adeena Bleich in order to set up a meeting or phone call with you and or 
the larger community. 
 

Thank you,  
 
 
 
 
David E. Ryu 

Councilmember, 4th District 
 


