
	

Dear Councilman Ryu: 
 
I am writing to express our Association’s frustration and dissatisfaction with your purported 
changes to the new TPPD # 215 on Lillian Way and Cahuenga Boulevard. 
 
As Councilman, you are required to represent all constituents fairly and equally, and this clearly 
includes homeowners as well as apartment dwellers.  Your proposed change to TPPD # 215 is 
neither fair nor equitable because you met with and heard from one set of your constituents on 
more than one occasion, but you completely excluded another set of your constituents from the 
entire discussion. 
 
We understand that TPPDs are necessarily fraught with challenging considerations.  We also 
understand you received complaints from one nearby apartment building and decided to change 
the boundaries of the TPPD to accommodate them.  But you did not meet with or consult with 
homeowners or properly consult with HPHA. You also made your decision without 
understanding the basis of this longstanding TPPD application, without understanding the 
ramifications to homeowners of your “solution”, and without fully exploring potential alternatives. 
It is unclear if you even contacted the owner of the apartment building (irrespective of that 
owner’s legal obligations).   
 
You also unilaterally ordered parking enforcement in TPPD # 215 to be put on hold without 
notifying any affected homeowners or HPHA.  But you did notify apartment dwellers and told 
them to go ahead and park with impunity, while homeowners continued to line up to purchase 
residential permits in the belief that enforcement would commence on August 22 (per DOT’s 
letter). 
 
As you know, the homeowners in this neighborhood worked diligently for over 15 years to find a 
solution for non resident parking congestion, persistent abandoned vehicles and rude car 
owners who routinely block driveways, litter, move trash cans and insult homeowners.  The 
solution, derived after extensive due diligence and careful consideration (including multiple site 
visits) by the previous Councilman, Tom LaBonge, was to create a TPPD that would limit 
overnight parking on the residential sides of two streets, but specifically preserve unlimited 
overnight parking on nonresidential side streets within the TPPD – precisely to accommodate 
the nearby apartment community.  (This solution was approved by a senior DOT committee at a 
public hearing held before the new signs were posted.) 
 
These homeowners are now learning that the TPPD which they supported is being 
fundamentally changed: in order to accommodate one apartment building, you are removing 
Rosewood, which is known to police as a haven for drugs and prostitution (hence the prior 
Councilman’s decision to include it) and adding 79 apartment units to the TPPD, i.e. up to 237 
additional annual permits will be issued in this small community of around 90 homes.   
 
How is it even remotely reasonable that you could make this decision without first going back to 
homeowners? Your office was in regular communication with HPHA in the run up to the 



	

implementation of TPPD # 215. Yet you did not communicate any proposed decision to HPHA 
until after you had already instructed the DOT to make the change. 
  
Affected homeowners also woke up to a Larchmont Chronicle article that trumpeted the success 
of the apartment dwellers in subverting the permit parking process.  The article even put the 
limelight on and photographed an apartment dweller whom you know to have harrassed one of 
our homeowners about the TPPD.  
 
We recognize that there are apartment buildings whose residents have no option but street 
parking, but that has always been the case and the “solution” provided by you, however 
“temporary”, should not continue to disenfranchise and inconvenience homeowners:  that is not 
a solution.  It is patently unfair that taxpaying homeowners should have their narrow streets 
congested with the cars of residents of apartment buildings from 2 blocks away, particularly 
when there are very proximate alternative street parking options carved out of the TPPD for 
them.  Homeowners do not own or profit or otherwise benefit from these apartment buildings.  
Rather, homeowners constantly suffer multiple parking and other burdens, including pet 
defecation left on parkways and in homeowner yards and walkways. 
  
Furthermore, we know from flyers created by Rossmore apartment residents that their primary 
concern is preserving their ability to park conveniently on Lillian Way, notwithstanding available 
parking on three blocks of Clinton, on Cahuenga, on Rossmore and other nearby blocks.  The 
implemented TPPD barely required apartment dwellers to walk further than they had to walk 
beforehand.   
 
In sum, our issues are:  1) The one-sided nature of the determination of this “solution”; 2) the 
implementation without adequate notice to the community so they could provide feedback; 3) 
the one-sided nature of information sharing; 4) the sense that you have responded to apartment 
dwellers’ perceived right to park on Lillian, without recognizing homeowners have at least an 
equal right to park in front of their homes and to egress and ingress their driveways safely and 
without obstruction; 5) your failure to learn and address the homeowner concerns that led to the 
long term pursuit of the TPPD and your “solution” failing to adequately address those concerns; 
and 6) your second guessing the prior Councilman’s conclusions without proper due diligence or 
consultation. 
 
We are also concerned about how a process that required extensive diligence and deliberation 
by the prior Councilman, and resulted in a 12 month approval issued by a senior City committee 
in a public forum, can be legally overturned in the manner you have purported to do so.   
 
We remain supportive of your stated commitment to find fair and equal community solutions, 
however this particular process failed on all fronts and we want to be sure that, in the future, the 
interests of all constituents, including homeowners, will be given fair and equal hearing and 
consideration. 
 



	

Many of our Association members and homeowners have been left understandably feeling 
deliberately cut out of a process that directly impacts their quality of life and wondering what the 
City will do to protect their interests.  
 
We therefore request that, at a minimum, a letter be promptly sent to the residents of Lillian Way 
and the 500 block of Cahuenga Blvd. informing them of the details of your temporary decision, 
outlining a specific timeframe for a permanent solution, and identifying the steps that will be 
taken in the interim to deal with longstanding homeowner concerns, including security, drugs 
and prostitution along Rosewood, interference with garbage collection, and prompt enforcement 
/ removal of abandoned vehicles and cars blocking driveways. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Cindy Chvatal 
President, HPHA 
 
 


