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Connect 
A Create 
V Collaborate Isabel Onate <isabel.onate@lacity.org>

Fwd: OBJECTIONS to ITEM 20, Regular LA City Council Meeting 09/24/2019 ... CF # 
19-0942 ... Related to PPD 292 ...
1 message

Patrice Lattimore <patrice.lattimore@lacity.org> 
To: Isabel Onate <isabel.onate@lacity.org>

Tue, Sep 24, 2019 at 5:00 AM

Please upload to the council file.

Thanks
Patrice

---------- Forwarded message-----------
From: Ziggy Kruse <ziggykruse2005@yahoo.com>
Date: Tue, Sep 24, 2019 at 12:33 AM
Subject: RE: OBJECTIONS to ITEM 20, Regular LA City Council Meeting 09/24/2019 ... CF # 19-0942 ... Related to PPD 
292 ...
To: mike.feuer@lacity.org <mike.feuer@lacity.org>, councilmember.cedillo@lacity.org <councilmember.cedillo@lacity. 
org>, City of Los Angeles <councilmember.blumenfield@lacity.org>, City of Los Angeles <councilmember.krekorian@ 
lacity.org>, David Ryu <david.ryu@lacity.org>, Council Member Koretz <paul.koretz@lacity.org>, 
nury.martinez@lacity.org <nury.martinez@lacity.org>, monica.rodriguez@lacity.org <monica.rodriguez@lacity.org>, 
Councilmember Harris-Dawson <councilmember.harris-dawson@lacity.org>, councilmember.price@lacity.org 
<councilmember.price@lacity.org>, Council_President_Herb Wesson <councilmember.wesson@lacity.org>, City of Los 
Angeles <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>, mike.bonin@lacity.org <mike.bonin@lacity.org>, 
councilmember.lee@lacity.org <councilmember.lee@lacity.org>, Mitchell O'Farrell <mitch.ofarrell@lacity.org>, Jose 
Huizar <councilmember.huizar@lacity.org>, Councilmember_Joe Buscaino <councilmember.buscaino@lacity.org>, 
cityclerk@lacity.org <cityclerk@lacity.org>
CC: Bob Blue <camarobob@hotmail.com>, Ziggy Kruse <ziggykruse2005@yahoo.com>, Terry Francke 
<terry@calaware.org>, Mayor Eric Garcetti <mayor.garcetti@lacity.org>, Patrice Lattimore <patrice.lattimore@lacity.org>

Dear Council Members, City Attorney and City Clerk:

Included below, as well as attached to this email, please find our Objections to Item 20 of the 
09/24/2019 Regular Meeting of the Los Angeles City Council.

Please add this email and attachment to Council File 19-0942 PRIOR to the start of the above 
mentioned meeting.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Ziggy Kruse and Robert Blue

--- OBJECTIONS ---

Monday, September 23, 2019

VIA EMAIL only

Los Angeles City Council
200 N. Spring Street,
Room 340 (C/o City Clerk)
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9/24/2019

Los Angeles, CA 90012
City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: OBJECTIONS to ITEM 20, Regular LA City Council Meeting 09/24/2019 ... CF # 19-0942 ... Related to P...

RE: Objections to the proposed Preferential Parking District 
in the Brentwood Glen Neighborhood (PPD 292), CF # 19-0942 
(Agenda Item 20), 09-24-2019 Los Angeles City Council Meeting 
Agenda

Dear City Council Members:

These serve as our continued Objections to the proposed Preferential 
Parking District in the Brentwood Glen Neighborhood (PPD 292). All 
rights reserved to incorporate previously raised objections.

As mentioned before, PPD 292 is not only a bad idea that was ill 
conceived with only input from the proponent's side, it also is based on 
unsubstantiated "findings", has no scientific backing of any claims 
regarding "onslaught" of parking, and is supported by a CD 11 Support 
Letter written by the proponents.

Furthermore, and in order to stay on record, we are objecting to All 
Recommendations listed for Item 20 of the LA City Council Agenda of 09
24-2019.

Objection to Recommendation 1:
FIND that University of California Los 

Angeles students and other non-residents cause adverse parking impacts 
on the adjacent residential blocks from which the residents deserve 
immediate relief.

Recommendation states

//

No evidence was provided by either the Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT), the Brentwood Glen Association (BGA), or Council 
District 11 that University of California Los Angeles (UCLA) students or 
other non-residents are parked at any of the streets listed in the 
report.

The City failed to provide the City Council with any evidence that 
any of the streets within the proposed PPD boundaries are being 
adversely" impacted by either UCLA students or other non-residents who 

park their vehicles in this area.

In fact, the City just used the 03/22/2018 email from BGA Board 
President Cori Solomon, which included an undated letter from the BGA 
requesting the support to establish the PPD by simply copy and pasting 
from the text. (Exhibit 1) This undated letter was the prime template to 
draft the Letter of Support from CD 11. (Exhibit 2)

Furthermore, these statements made in the findings are false.

The fact is, that on June 12, 2018 LADOT Staff Aron Thompson stated 
in an email to Ms. Cori Solomon of the BGA that "... The letter is missing 
the basis for the request. What is the parking problem experienced by 
the residents? What is the source/cause for the parking problem. These
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are details that must be included in every letter of request. Once I've 
spoken with Lisa, I will contact you.
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ff (Exhibit 3)

Notwithstanding the fact that Ms.
2018 email to Aron Thompson with cc to Lisa Cahill,

her

Solomon proclaimed in her June
that she [Ms. 

letter to Mike [Bonin] and 
should have been in the

12,
Solomon] had previously provided 
indicated that all of the letter's content

ff

letter from Mike [Bonin].

The entire email correspondence within Exhibit 3 demonstrates that 
the Letter of Support from Council Member Bonin was NOT independently 
written by CD 11, but rather by the proponents with the assistance of 
the LADOT and CD 11 Staff, Lisa Cahill.

Again, CD 11 yielding their independent judgement and analysis to 
the proponents who wrote the letter of support for the PPD to be signed 
by Mike Bonin's office.

Objection to Recommendation 2:
The LA Transportation Committee Report states 

expansion of PPD No. 292, pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC)
is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 

as a Class 1 Categorical Exemption, under Article III.1.a.3 of
[bold added for emphasis]

\\ FIND that the

Section 80.58.d,
(CEQA)
the 2002 Los Angeles City CEQA Guidelines. ff

1) The finding is not applicable to PPDs, as the Exemption stated above 
in Article III.1.a.3 does not apply to PPDs

Staff appears to have simply copied and pasted a CEQA guideline from 
previous Staff reports that reference sections of the City's CEQA 
guidelines that do not apply. (Exhibit 4)

Article III.1.a.3 clearly does not apply to the PPD, as it states the 
following:

wARTICLE III: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTIONS ARTICLE III CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTIONS

1. Classes of Categorical Exemptions.

a. Class 1. Existing Facilities.

Operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of3)
existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and 
pedestrian trails, storage areas, parking lots, aircraft parking

railroads, taxiways, 
fire lanes and golf-

navigablewharves,areas,
waterways, bridle trails, service 
cart paths, except where the activity will involve removal of a 
scenic resource including but not limited to a stand of trees, a 
rock outcropping or an historic building.”

runways, 
roads,
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It appears that Staff simply copied and pasted the now erroneous 
Article number from other PPD applications and Staff Reports, while 
never once looked up the correct Article that may be applicable.
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Citing City of Los Angeles CEQA guidelines that were adopted over a 
decade ago shows evidence that LADOT staff never bothered to even look 
up and read the guidelines and how they apply to the proposed PPD. Nor 
did staff seek out advise from those within the City with experience 
with the CEQA guidelines.

Simply said: By making the same mistake over and over and over again 
does not get you a different answer, or like in this case it does not 
magically the correct Article.

This is further evidence that the process is setup to rubber stamp any 
PPD that is requested by a City Council representative. This takes away 
the independent analysis by LADOT staff, the Transportation Committee, 
and the City Council.

Furthermore, this takes away any possibility of fairness for 
interested members of the public to challenge the taking away of a 
public benefit that was paid for by the taxpayers for the use by all and 
limiting it to the use and control of the few affluent local residents.

Objection to Recommendation 3:
The LA Transportation Committee Report states 

RESOLUTION ...
ADOPT the accompanyingw

ff

The Report did not include an RESOLUTION. Therefore, 
the Public was not given the opportunity to review this Resolution, and 
to comment on it or to rebut it.

ffaccompanying

Nevertheless, the Public has a right to know that the current Agenda 
Item description regarding the boundaries of the proposed PPD 292 were 
expanded", as correctly indicated in the flawed agenda description of 

the 09/17/2019 LA City Council Agenda. (Exhibit 5)

w

After-the-fact Shifting Boundaries and "PPD Expansion ff

Under Recommendation 3 of the 09/24/2019 Agenda, the boundaries 
listed have been changed since the first CD 11 letter from Mike Bonin to 
LADOT, which is dated July 12, 2018. (Exhibit 2).

Based on LADOT Rules and Procedures, LADOT will only issue the 
signature petition sheets for the proposed PPD after it receives the 
Support Letter from the Council Office.

In this instance, the letter of Support was dated July 12, 2018 and
petitions were executed shortly thereafter. (Exhibit 3)

Petition sheets showed that the signed petitions 
January 26, 2019". (Exhibit 6)

\\Must be returned by
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since the opposition to the PPD 292 gained momentum, 
mainly the BGA, rushed to turn in the Petitions earlier. In

2018. That is 6

However, 
supporters,
this case they were delivered to LADOT on November 9, 
(six) weeks earlier than what the Petition allowed.

Now, magically on April 23, 2019 another Letter of Support was
submitted to the LADOT by CD 11. (Exhibit 7)

This is 5 (five) months after the original petitions were turned in to 
LADOT for verification.

Also, the main difference between the July 12, 2018 letter and the
letter dated April 23, 2019 is the fact that additional blocks were
added.

In fact, the July 12, 2018 letter listed 56 (fifty-six) total blocks,
while the April 23, 2019 letter lists 74 blocks.

The number of around 70 blocks was mentioned at the August 8, 
LADOT Commission hearing. (Exhibit 8)

2019

During the 8/8/2019 LADOT Commission meeting, Assistant [General] 
Manager Dan Mitchell asked LADOT staff to clarify the number of total 
blocks within the PPD boundary. LADOT's Aron Thompson stated at that 
time that there are 74 (seventy-four) total blocks.

The total number of blocks had been increased by 18 blocks, and 
without the knowledge of any of the residents within the originally 
listed 56 blocks.

This is a clear "bait and switch" in terms of what was presented to 
the public before and after the petition sheets were signed by 
interested residents of Brentwood Glen, and submitted to LADOT by the 
proponents.

The original boundaries and number of streets affected are not the 
same as those presented in the first letter from CD 11 which were 
presented in outreach by the proponents.

Not that two letters of Support weren't enough, CD 11 submitted yet a 
third letter to LADOT on May 3, 2019. (Exhibit 10)

Again, the main difference in the letter of May 3, 2019 compared to
the previous two letters is the number of total blocks.

In fact, the May 3, 2019 letter only listed 65 (sixty-five) total
blocks.

What happened to the other 9 (nine) blocks?

It is clear from the statement by LADOT's Aron Thompson, that even 
LADOT counted 74 blocks.
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The ongoing shell-game of adding and removing blocks, as well as the 
ongoing submission of Support Letters from CD 11 shows that neither 
LADOT nor CD 11 were interested in keeping the residents of the 
Brentwood Glen neighborhood informed.
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In order to fully inform the public and the residents who already 
signed the petition sheets before the "expanded" boundaries were made, 
the entire process for outreach and petition sheet signature gathering 
should be started from scratch with outreach meeting(s) presenting the 
finalized new boundaries and using revised blank petition sheets showing 
the correct parking restrictions that will be presented to 
Commission, Committee, and City Council for their consideration 
approval.

the
and

Objection to Recommendation 4:
These are not the requested, and agreed upon, Parking Restrictions 

the Supporters of PPD 292 signed their name to. In fact, each and every 
Signed Petition handed in to LADOT back on November 9, 2018 shows that 
the resident signed a Preferential Parking Petition that showed the 
parking restriction as follows:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM 
DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXEMPT

6 PM, MONDAY THRU FRIDAY; VEHICLES WITH
ff

However, the wording on the agenda for the 09-24-2019 Council Meeting 
does not mention "Monday thru Friday", which clearly indicates that the 
signs to be posted will not include the weekdays requested.

Objection to the Fiscal Impact Statement:

The LADOT claims that the sale of permits will cover the cost of PPD 
292. This
that will have permit parking restrictions. 
not sign up for permit parking.

ignores the simple truth that only 57 homes are on blocks
90% of Brentwood Glen did

Based on our expert's analysis, there will be far fewer than 57 
customers for permit parking.

20 of the 57 homes are on very short blocks surrounded by blocks 
without permit parking.

This makes Visitor Permits and Guest Permits on those blocks useless 
and unnecessary.

When you consider that virtually all of these 20 homes have their 
own off-street parking for 2 or even 3 cars, the number of potential 
customers dwindles to 37 or less.

As a result, LADOT would be lucky to collect $3,500 per year in 
permit fees.
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ADDITIONAL OBJECTIONS to the overall process of the PPD 292:

A.Due Process was not followed

The LADOT Commission, the City Council Office of District 11 (CD-11)
not follow the City's rules and ordinances in establishing a

The LADOT did not follow their own
did
Preferential Parking District (PPD).
Rules and Procedures, as well as the City Ordinances.

The City was not fair and evenhanded.

It is in the public interest to have full disclosure, fairness, and 
transparency since the establishment of a PPD takes away a public 
benefit, which includes parking for ride sharing and park-and-ride 
opportunities. As we pointed out in earlier submittals, there are a 
number of bus stops along Church Lane, Sunset Blvd, and Montana Avenue. 
Instead, the City gives special benefits to wealthy property owners and 
excludes those same benefits to the greater public.

During the Public Comment Period on Non-Agenda Items of the February 
2019 Transportation Commission meeting, Commissioner Eric Eisenberg 

Kruse to contact her Councilmember regarding issues related to
14,
told Ms.
problems on how the preferential parking was being carried out by LADOT, 
neighborhood proponents, and the Council Office.

However, the Council Office had demonstrated a favored position to 
only the proponents of establishing the PPD in Brentwood Glen.

Also, the on-going violations of the California Public Records Act (CPRA) show how the 
City of Los Angeles is not evenhanded.

The LADOT has withheld and redacted information only to those in 
opposition to PPD 292 and not those in favor of the PPD.

We found this during a partially complied with CPRA request when 
emails and petition sheets where eventually provided to the Opponents.

For example, the proponents of the PPD had full access to unredacted 
petition sheets while the opponents were given heavily redacted petition 
sheets making it hard for opponents to verify the validity of the 
petition sheets. (Exhibit 9)

The City then redacted email addresses, portions of email text to 
public documents provided to the opponents while at the same time 
forwarding emails to the Proponents (BGA's Cori Solomon).

No reason was given for the redaction.

B. Conflicts of Interest also establish a unfairness issue
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Potential conflicts of interest were brought up by two LADOT 
Commissioners during the 08/08/2019 LADOT Commission Meeting under Item 
8, which discussed PPD 292, but were not at all further revealed at the
meeting. (Exhibit 8)
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Commissioner Choi first asked to speak to the City Attorney in private 
about a possible conflict of interest after she fully participated in 
the discussion of Item 8.

Then she revealed that she had done business in the past with one of 
the proponents of PPD 292, however she did not name the person or the 
person's company or the name of Commissioner Choi's company or specific 
details of how financial transactions took place.

Furthermore, Commissioner Eisenberg said he had specific knowledge of 
the neighborhood but did not reveal how he had knowledge of the 
neighborhood. Commissioner Eisenberg also brought this statement up near 
the end of the discussion of Item 8.

The public has a right to know what potential conflicts 
Commissioners have PRIOR the item being discussed.

the

Conclusion:

Based on the above provided information, the Los Angeles City 
Council should vote NO on Agenda Item 20.

This will give Councilmember Bonin and the proponents of the PPD an
and to do it right by fully

the 
the

opportunity to start from "scratch 
informing the public from the beginning about the PPD Boundary, 
proposed Parking Restrictions, and anything else that involves 
preparation of a PPD.

ff

They should also stick to what is described in outreach meetings 
and in the petition sheets that are presented to residents for their 
approval, instead of playing a shell game with the residents of the 
Brentwood Glen Neighborhood.

Sincerely,

Robert Blue & Ziggy Kruse

Los Angeles City Council 
Los Angeles City Attorney

CC:

Including attachments:
Exhibits 1 through 10
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Patrice Y. Lattimore, Chief 
Council & Public Services Division 
Business Improvement District Division 
Office of the City Clerk 
(213) 978-1050

^ 2019-09-23_Objections to PPD 292_LA City Council_Agenda 09-24-2019_Item 20_CF 19-0942.pdf
17683K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=bc19ce6208&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1645558053954842987&simpl=msg-f%3A16455580539... 9/9

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bc19ce6208&view=att&th=16d63254df42f16b&attid=0.1&disp=attd&realattid=16d6324874d783cf40c1&safe=1&zw
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=bc19ce6208&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1645558053954842987&simpl=msg-f%3A16455580539


Ziggy Kruse and Robert Blue 
11310 Elderwood Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90049 

(213-458-2173)

ZiggyKruse2005@yahoo.combob.blue@live.com

Monday, September 23, 2019

VIA EMAIL only

Los Angeles City Council 
200 N. Spring Street,
Room 340 (C/o City Clerk) 
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Objections to the proposed Preferential Parking 
District in the Brentwood Glen Neighborhood (PPD 292),
CF # 19-0942 (Agenda Item 20), 09-24-2019 Los Angeles
City Council Meeting Agenda

RE:

Dear City Council Members:

These serve as our continued Objections to the proposed 
Preferential Parking District in the Brentwood Glen Neighborhood 
(PPD 292). All rights reserved to incorporate previously raised 
objections.

As mentioned before, PPD 292 is not only a bad idea that was 
ill conceived with only input from the proponent's side, it also 
is based on unsubstantiated "findings", has no scientific backing 
of any claims regarding "onslaught" of parking, and is supported 
by a CD 11 Support Letter written by the proponents.

Furthermore, and in order to stay on record, we are objecting 
to All Recommendations listed for Item 20 of the LA City Council 
Agenda of 09-24-2019.

Objection to Recommendation 1:
Recommendation states "find that University of California Los

Angeles students and other non-residents cause adverse parking 
impacts on the adjacent residential blocks from which the residents
deserve immediate relief. rr

No evidence was provided by either the Los Angeles Department 
of Transportation (LADOT), the Brentwood Glen Association (BGA), 
or Council District 11 that University of California Los Angeles
(UCLA) students or other non-residents are parked at any of the 
streets listed in the report.

mailto:ZiggyKruse2005@yahoo.com
mailto:bob.blue@live.com
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The City failed to provide the City Council with any evidence 
that any of the streets within the proposed PPD boundaries are
being "adversely" impacted by either UCLA students or other non
residents who park their vehicles in this area.

In fact, the City just used the 03/22/2018 email from BGA 
Board President Cori Solomon, which included an undated letter 
from the BGA requesting the support to establish the PPD by simply 
copy and pasting from the text. (Exhibit 1) This undated letter 
was the prime template to draft the Letter of Support from CD 11. 
(Exhibit 2)

Furthermore, these statements made in the findings are false.

The fact is, that on June 12, 2018 LADOT Staff Aron Thompson 
stated in an email to Ms. Cori Solomon of the BGA that ... The
letter is missing the basis for the request. What is the parking 
problem experienced by the residents? What is the source/cause for 
the parking problem. These are details that must be included in 
every letter of request. Once I've spoken with Lisa, I will contact

(Exhibit 3)ffyou.

Notwithstanding the fact that Ms. Solomon proclaimed in her
June 12, 2018 email to Aron Thompson with cc to Lisa Cahill, that 
she [Ms. Solomon] had previously provided "her" letter to Mike 
[Bonin] and indicated that all of the letter's content should have
been in the letter from Mike [Bonin].

The entire email correspondence within Exhibit 3 demonstrates 
that the Letter of Support from Council Member Bonin was NOT
independently written by CD 11, but rather by the proponents with 
the assistance of the LADOT and CD 11 Staff, Lisa Cahill.

Again, CD 11 yielding their independent judgement and
analysis to the proponents who wrote the letter of support for the
PPD to be signed by Mike Bonin's office.

Objection to Recommendation 2:

The LA Transportation Committee Report states "FIND that the 
expansion of PPD No. 292, pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal Code 
(LAMC) Section 80.58.d,
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

exempt from the California 
as a Class 1 Categorical

is
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Exemption, under Article III.1.a.3 of the 2002 Los Angeles City 
CEQA Guidelines." [bold added for emphasis]

1) The finding is not applicable to PPDs, as the Exemption stated
above in Article III.1.a.3 does not apply to PPDs

Staff appears to have simply copied and pasted a CEQA guideline
from previous Staff reports that reference sections of the City' s 
CEQA guidelines that do not apply. (Exhibit 4)

Article III.1.a.3 clearly does not apply to the PPD, as it
states the following:

wARTICLE III: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTIONS ARTICLE III CATEGORICAL
EXEMPTIONS
1. Classes of Categorical Exemptions.

a. Class 1. Existing Facilities.

3) Operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of 
existing highways and streets, sidewalks, gutters, 
bicycle and pedestrian trails, storage areas, parking 
lots, aircraft parking areas, wharves, railroads,
runways, taxiways, navigable waterways, bridle trails,
service roads, fire lanes and golf-cart paths, except 
where the activity will involve removal of a scenic 
resource including but not limited to a stand of trees, a
rock outcropping or an historic building.

It appears that Staff simply copied and pasted the now erroneous 
Article number from other PPD applications and Staff Reports, while 
never once looked up the correct Article that may be applicable.

Citing City of Los Angeles CEQA guidelines that were adopted 
over a decade ago shows evidence that LADOT staff never bothered 
to even look up and read the guidelines and how they apply to the 
proposed PPD. Nor did staff seek out advise from those within the 
City with experience with the CEQA guidelines.

Simply said: By making the same mistake over and over and over 
again does not get you a different answer, or like in this case it
does not magically the correct Article.
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This is further evidence that the process is setup to rubber
stamp any PPD that is requested by a City Council representative. 
This takes away the independent analysis by LADOT staff, the 
Transportation Committee, and the City Council.

Furthermore, this takes away any possibility of fairness for 
interested members of the public to challenge the taking away of 
a public benefit that was paid for by the taxpayers for the use by 
all and limiting it to the use and control of the few affluent
local residents.

Objection to Recommendation 3:

The LA Transportation Committee Report states 
accompanying RESOLUTION ...

ADOPT the
ff

The Report did not include an ff RESOLUTION.accompanying
Therefore, the Public was not given the opportunity to review this 
Resolution, and to comment on it or to rebut it.

Nevertheless, the Public has a right to know that the current
Agenda Item description regarding the boundaries of the proposed
PPD 292 were expanded", as correctly indicated in the flawed
agenda description of the 09/17/2019 LA City Council Agenda.
(Exhibit 5)

\\

After-the-fact Shifting Boundaries and "PPD Expansion"

Under Recommendation 3 of the 09/24/2019 Agenda, the boundaries
listed have been changed since the first CD 11 letter from Mike
Bonin to LADOT, which is dated July 12, 2018. (Exhibit 2).

Based on LADOT Rules and Procedures, LADOT will only issue the
signature petition sheets for the proposed PPD after it receives
the Support Letter from the Council Office.

In this instance, the letter of Support was dated July 12, 2018 
and petitions were executed shortly thereafter. (Exhibit 3)

Petition sheets showed that the signed petitions
returned by January 26, 2019". (Exhibit 6)

wMust be

since the opposition to the PPD 292 gained momentum,
rushed to turn in the Petitions

However,
supporters, mainly the BGA,
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earlier. In this case they were delivered to LADOT on November 9, 
2018. That is 6 (six) weeks earlier than what the Petition allowed.

Now, magically on April 23, 2019 another Letter of Support was
submitted to the LADOT by CD 11. (Exhibit 7)

This is 5 (five) months after the original petitions were turned 
in to LADOT for verification.

Also, the main difference between the July 12, 2018 letter and
the letter dated April 23, 2019 is the fact that additional blocks
were added.

In fact, the July 12, 2018 letter listed 56 (fifty-six) total
blocks, while the April 23, 2019 letter lists 74 blocks.

The number of around 70 blocks was mentioned at the August 8,
2019 LADOT Commission hearing. (Exhibit 8)

During the 8/8/2019 LADOT Commission meeting, Assistant 
[General] Manager Dan Mitchell asked LADOT staff to clarify the 
number of total blocks within the PPD boundary. LADOT's Aron
Thompson stated at that time that there are 74 (seventy-four) total
blocks.

The total number of blocks had been increased by 18 blocks, and 
without the knowledge of any of the residents within the originally
listed 56 blocks.

in terms of what was presented 
to the public before and after the petition sheets were signed by
interested residents of Brentwood Glen, and submitted to LADOT by 
the proponents.

This is a clear bait and switch ff

The original boundaries and number of streets affected are not
the same as those presented in the first letter from CD 11 which
were presented in outreach by the proponents.

Not that two letters of Support weren't enough, CD 11 submitted 
yet a third letter to LADOT on May 3, 2019. (Exhibit 10)

Again, the main difference in the letter of May 3, 2019 compared
to the previous two letters is the number of total blocks.
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In fact, the May 3, 2019 letter only listed 65 (sixty-five)
total blocks.

What happened to the other 9 (nine) blocks?

It is clear from the statement by LADOT's Aron Thompson, that 
even LADOT counted 74 blocks.

The ongoing shell-game of adding and removing blocks, as well 
as the ongoing submission of Support Letters from CD 11 shows that
neither LADOT nor CD 11 were interested in keeping the residents 
of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood informed.

In order to fully inform the public and the residents who already
signed the petition sheets before the "expanded" boundaries were
made, the entire process for outreach and petition sheet signature
gathering should be started from scratch with outreach meeting(s)
presenting the finalized new boundaries and using revised blank 
petition sheets showing the correct parking restrictions that will 
be presented to the Commission, Committee, and City Council for
their consideration and approval.

Objection to Recommendation 4:

These are not the requested, and agreed upon, Parking 
Restrictions the Supporters of PPD 292 signed their name to. In 
fact, each and every Signed Petition handed in to LADOT back on 
November 9, 2018 shows that the resident signed a Preferential 
Parking Petition that showed the parking restriction as follows:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM
DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXEMPT

6 PM, MONDAY THRU FRIDAY; VEHICLES WITH
ff

However, the wording on the agenda for the 09-24-2019 Council 
Meeting does not mention "Monday thru Friday", which clearly
indicates that the signs to be posted will not include the weekdays
requested.

Objection to the Fiscal Impact Statement:
The LADOT claims that the sale of permits will cover the cost 

of PPD 292. This ignores the simple truth that only 57 homes are 
on blocks that will have permit parking restrictions. 90% of 
Brentwood Glen did not sign up for permit parking.
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Based on our expert's ana lysis, there will be far fewer than 
57 customers for permit parking.

20 of the 57 homes are on very short blocks surrounded by 
blocks without permit parking.

This makes Visitor Permits and Guest Permits on those blocks 
useless and unnecessary.

When you consider that virtually all of these 20 homes have 
their own off-street parking for 2 or even 3 cars, the number of 
potential customers dwindles to 37 or less.

As a result, LADOT would be lucky to collect $3,500 per year 
in permit fees.

ADDITIONAL OBJECTIONS to the overall process of the PPD 292:

A. Due Process was not followed

The LADOT Commission, the City Council Office of District 11 
(CD-11) did not follow the City's rules and ordinances in 
establishing a Preferential Parking District (PPD). The LADOT did 
not follow their own Rules and Procedures, as well as the City 
Ordinances.

The City was not fair and evenhanded.

It is in the public interest to have full disclosure, fairness, 
and transparency since the establishment of a PPD takes away a 
public benefit, which includes parking for ride sharing and 
park-and-ride opportunities. As we pointed out in earlier 
submittals, there are a number of bus stops along Church Lane, 
Sunset Blvd, and Montana Avenue. Instead, the City gives special 
benefits to wealthy property owners and excludes those same 
benefits to the greater public.

During the Public Comment Period on Non-Agenda Items of the 
February 14, 2019 Transportation Commission meeting, Commissioner 
Eric Eisenberg told Ms. Kruse to contact her Councilmember 
regarding issues related to problems on how the preferential 
parking was being carried out by LADOT, neighborhood proponents, 
and the Council Office.

However, the Council Office had demonstrated a favored position 
to only the proponents of establishing the PPD in Brentwood Glen.
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Also, the on-going violations of the California Public Records 
Act (CPRA) show how the City of Los Angeles is not evenhanded.

The LADOT has withheld and redacted information only to those 
in opposition to PPD 292 and not those in favor of the PPD.

We found this during a partially complied with CPRA request when 
emails and petition sheets where eventually provided to the 
Opponents.

For example, the proponents of the PPD had full access to 
unredacted petition sheets while the opponents were given heavily 
redacted petition sheets making it hard for opponents to verify 
the validity of the petition sheets. (Exhibit 9)

The City then redacted email addresses, portions of email text 
to public documents provided to the opponents while at the same 
time forwarding emails to the Proponents (BGA's Cori Solomon).

No reason was given for the redaction.

B. Conflicts of Interest also establish a unfairness issue

Potential conflicts of interest were brought up by two LADOT 
Commissioners during the 08/08/2019 LADOT Commission Meeting under 
Item 8, which discussed PPD 292, but were not at all further 
revealed at the meeting. (Exhibit 8)

Commissioner Choi first asked to speak to the City Attorney in 
private about a possible conflict of interest after she fully 
participated in the discussion of Item 8.

Then she revealed that she had done business in the past with 
one of the proponents of PPD 292, however she did not name the 
person or the person's company or the name of Commissioner Choi's 
company or specific details of how financial transactions took 
place.

Furthermore, Commissioner Eisenberg said he had specific 
knowledge of the neighborhood but did not reveal how he had 
knowledge of the neighborhood. Commissioner Eisenberg also brought 
this statement up near the end of the discussion of Item 8.



Objections PPD 292
Los Angeles
City Council Meeting
09/24/2019, Agenda Item 20
CF: 19-0942 Page 9 of 9

The public has a right to know what potential conflicts the 
Commissioners have PRIOR the item being discussed.

Conclusion:

Based on the above provided information, the Los Angeles City 
Council should vote NO on Agenda Item 20.

This will give Councilmember Bonin and the proponents of the 
PPD an opportunity to start from "scratch" and to do it right by 
fully informing the public from the beginning about the PPD 
Boundary, the proposed Parking Restrictions, and anything else 
that involves the preparation of a PPD.

They should also stick to what is described in outreach 
meetings and in the petition sheets that are presented to residents 
for their approval, instead of playing a shell game with the 
residents of the Brentwood Glen Neighborhood.

Sincerely,

Robert Blue & Ziggy Kruse

Los Angeles City Council 
Los Angeles City Attorney

CC:

Including attachments:
Exhibits 1 through 10
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Connect 
h Create 
9 Collaborate Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Preferential Parking District for Brentwood Glen
4 messages

Cori Solomon _ _
To: mike.bonin@lacity.org, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Thu, Mar 22, 2018 at 9:54 AM

Mike,

The Brentwood Glen would like to consider becoming a PPD. Please see attached letter for more details.

Cori Solomon 
President
Brentwood Glen Association

fk Preferential Parking Letter.pdf
H 152K

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy * Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 ] www. 11 tkdistrict.com

https://mail.googte.eom/mail/u/0 ?ik=f1ec2c46cO&view=pt&search=alf&permthid=thread-f%3A15956S7605553738428&siropl=CP,RAs©D5H5S50024

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:mike.bonin@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
https://mail.googte.eom/mail/u/0
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□f
Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

https://mail.goog le.com/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46cO&view=pt&search=all&penTithid=thread-f%3A1595657605553738428&simpl&pRAACDo14o6600222

https://mail.goog
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Peer Councilman Bonin

The Brentwood Gten would like to pursue obtaining a Preferential Permit Parsing District 
jPPD; in our community. Cur issues with parking in our community are threefold

Let me provide a little background about the Brentwood Glen Our community is made up c* 
somewhere between 400 and 500 homes Most of the homes were bull in the 1930s and 
1940s About 60% of our community reties on street parsing because the homes in this eras 
have smell garages that cannot fit two cars Also many houses have narrow driveways that 
are too Short or too narrow to fit oars As a result street parking is critical

First, we get UCLA and Archer School students parking on our streets The neighboring 
comm unity of Westwood Hills has limited perking, so the students who cannot park in that 
area come over to our area end leave their ears for days and weeks on end making it hard to 
park on our streets Archer School students park in our community, and then are picked up by 
the Archer School bus at the comer near the church and then are dropped off there m the 
afternoon Often our residents complain that these students block their driveways

Chnstln? Dunipp

Much Felwmafl
Kathy Fota^

David Heldman

Judy Mc&dow

Mary Pringle

Sob Rfrinls

Awqur Romo
Twt| Solomon

Vorsin Til
Next, we have the hotel employees parking on our streets as well as the taxis that want to 
pick up hotel customers, The hotels should be providing s zone for taxis and Uber drivers. 
This too prevents access to parking, and it will get worse when our neighbors north of Sunset 
on Church Lane get a no parking zone in from of the Museum Heights and across from the 
Angeleno Hotel

Finally, construction crews from out of the area park on Church Lane and have vans come to 
pick up people, take them to a job site in Bel Air as wet as drop them off all day long 
Currently two different construction sites are having people park on our streets. They hlier all 
over our streets We are constantly picking up after them since we know the City does nei 
have the resources to dean up the area

For those of us who cannot utilize our garages, it is forcing us to park several blocks away, 
which in this day and age with a heightened crime Is a safety issue It ts also bringing people 
mto the area that might well be the cause of the increased home and car thief in the area

As a side noie, we have another issue that affects parking on our streets We nave homeless 
people living in com, vans and RVs perking in our neighborhood They l&ave litter and often 
block our driveways

I would appreciate your supporting the Brentwood Glen by helping us establish a PFD that 
includes parking restrictions to 2 hours from 6am - 6 pm Monday through Friday and 
providing a letter to the proper authorities to get the process started

We would appreciate your prompt attention to this matter

Sincerely.

- f.

Con Salomor 
President
Brentwood Gen Association

CPRA-CD 11 - 0023
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City of Los Angeles

Councilmember, Eleventh District

July 12,2018

Seleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address 
ongoing and increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off 
of the 405 freeway. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a regular onslaught of 
student and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Rather than pay to park elsewhere, 
drivers park their vehicles in the neighborhood and crowd residential streets, leaving few, if any, 
spaces for residents. On behalf of the community, I request the creation of a Preferential Parking 
District (PPD) with restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday except by 
permit” for the following street segments:

1. Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre
2. Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta
3. Church Lane between Isleta and Homedale
4. Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin
5. Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin
6. Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood
7. Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana
8. Church Lane between Montana and Denair
9. Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere
10 Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas
11 Church Lane between Bolas and Albata
13 Church Lane Between Albata and Berwick
14 Church Lane Between Berwick and Burnham
15 Church Lane Between Burnham and Chenault
16. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
17. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel
18. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
19 Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
20 Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
21 Beloit between Homedale and Gladwin
22. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
23. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
24. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana

Westchester Office
71 66 W. Manchester Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 568-8772 

(310) 410-3946 Fax

City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 475 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 473-7011 

(213) 473-6926 Fax

West Los Angeles Office
1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
(310) 575-8461 

(310) 575-8305 Fax CKX



25. Beloit between Montana and Denair
26. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere 
27 Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas 
28. Beloit between Bolas and Albata
29 Beloit between Albata and Berwick
30 Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
31 Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
32. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
33. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit 
35 Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Farlin between Church Lane and Beloit
39 Elderwood between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana between Church Lane and Beloit
41. Montana between Beloit and the Dead End (VA)
42. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
44. Cashmere between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
45. Bolas Between Church Lane and Beloit
46. Bolas between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
47. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit 
48 Albata between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
49. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
50. Berwick between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
51. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
52. Burnham between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
53. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
54. Chenault between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
55. Waterford between Church Lane and Beloit
56. Waterford between Beloit and Dead End (VA)

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahill@lacitv.org or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards,

%
MIKE BONIN
Councilmember, 11th District

MB: lc

cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacitv.org
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Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.mhdistrict.com

f
Sign Up for Mike's Entail Updates

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:18 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Coil Solomon Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

I don’t have the letter.

Lisa- If you’ve created and sent a PPD request letter that Cori is referring to, please email it.

Thanks,

On Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:10 AM, Cori Solomor * wrote:
Lisa sent you a copy of the letter. It is in this email, attached as a google document. Lisa resent it on June 8th. The letter was 
originally sent around May 24th. Please review the letter and make sure it is what you need.

Cori Solomon

On Jun 12, 2018, at 8:04 AM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote:

Cori,

I can only issue the petitions after I've received the official PPD letter of request from the Council District Office. 
Contact the Council District office for an update as to when the letter will be submitted.

Regards,

On Fri, Jun 8, 2018 at 5:48 PM, Cori Solomon 
Last night at the board meeting we decided to postpone the meeting. We are trying for September 16th.

httpsJ/mail.google,com/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1602549848038201603&dsqt=

wrote:

http://www.mhdistrict.com
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
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Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Cori Solomon
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:29 AM

Here is the letter Lisa sent. I am also attaching it as a PDF. Let us know what you need. Actually the letter was sent on April 20th.

Cori Solomon

§ Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018

On Fri, Jun 8, 2018 at 3:22 PM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote:

Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018.pdf
“ 103K

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@ladty.org> 
To: Cori Solomon
Cc: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:55 AM

Cori,

Thanks for the letter, I will have to speak to Lisa regarding the details. The letter is missing the basis for the request. What is the 
parking problem experienced by the residents? What is the source/cause for the parking problem. These are details that must be 
included in every letter of request. Once I've spoken with Lisa, I will contact you.

Thanks,

On Tue, Jun 12,2018 at 8:29 AM, Cori Solomon 
Here is the letter Lisa sent. I am also attaching it as a PDF. Let us know what you need. Actually the letter was sent on April 
20th.

wrote:

Cori Solomon

M Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018

On Fri, Jun 8, 2018 at 3:22 PM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
wrote:

https://mail.google.co m/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2o46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1602549848038201603&dsqt=CpR^^-plD1'^10r. . 0041

mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@ladty.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
https://mail.google.co
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Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Cori Solomon
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@iacity.org> 
Cc: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 9:13 AM

Aron,

Here is the letter I sent to Mike delineating all of this. All this should have been in the letter from Mike.

Cori Solomon

On Jun 12,2018, at 8:55 AM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote: 

Cori,

Thanks for the letter, I will have to speak to Lisa regarding the details. The letter is missing the basis for the request. 
What is the parking problem experienced by the residents? What is the source/cause for the parking problem. These 
are details that must be included in every letter of request. Once I’ve spoken with Lisa, I will contact you.

Thanks,

On Tue, Jun 12,2018 at 8:29 AM, Cori Solomon wrote:
Here is the letter Lisa sent. I am also attaching it as a PDF. Let us know what you need. Actually the letter was sent 
on April 20th.

Cori Solomon

^ Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018

On Fri, Jun 8, 2018 at 3:22 PM, Aron Thompson 
<aron.thompson@lacity,org> wrote:

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst ll
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

https://mai l.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=f 1 ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=a ll&permthid=thread-f%3A1602549848038201603&dsqt=1 CPRA-PDa11 .. 0042

mailto:aron.thompson@iacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
https://mai


Preferancial Parking District Requestpdf 
“ 134K
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Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
Cc: Cori Solomon

Tue, Jun 12,2018 at 9:58 AM

Hi Aron—

This letter is in the same format as others we have sent previously. Have the needs for the request changed? I can provide
additional details, if needed. But our office has received several complaints re: parking in this area and therefore support these 
efforts of establishing PPD. Too, will you please let me know about the hard copy of the letter? Was it not ever received? It was 
sent quite awhile ago.

I'll be in the office most all day tong. Please give me a call at your convenience.

Thanks—Lisa

On Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:55 AM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote: 
Cori,

Thanks for the letter, I will have to speak to Lisa regarding the details. The letter is missing the basis for the request. What is the 
parking problem experienced by the residents? What is the source/cause for the parking problem. These are details that must be 
included in every letter of request. Once I've spoken with Lisa, I will contact you.

Thanks,

On Tue, Jun 12, 2018 at 8:29 AM, Cori Solomon wrote:
Here is the letter Lisa sent, I am also attaching it as a PDF. Let us know what you need. Actually the letter was sent on April 
20th.

Cori Solomon

Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018

On Fri, Jun 8, 2018 at 3:22 PM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
wrote:

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www. 11 thdistrict.com

f hr
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Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking
22 messages

Cori Solomon
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Thu, Jul 5, 2018 at 2:57 PM

Lisa and Aron,

I have not heard from either of you and the board is meeting on Tuesday, July 10th and I need to have an update. 

Last we spoke Aron could not find the original letter that was sent. Has the original been sent and was it received.

If not there is no reason for it to take 3 weeks to get the letter.

Cori Solomon

Thu, Jul 5, 2018 at 3:06 PMLisa Cahill <lisa,cahill@lacity.org>
To: Cori Solomon
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

The letter was sent but needed different language added. That has been sent over to City Hall. I will do my bets to 
follow-up with them this afternoon and figure out where it is. Aron, can I just send you that update? It really is just the 
reasoning and the reasoning is that the community wants it and we support that.

On Thu, Jul 5,2018 at 2:57 PM, Cori Solomon 
Lisa and Aron,

wrote:

I have not heard from either of you and the board is meeting on Tuesday, July 10th and I need to have an update.

Last we spoke Aron could not find the original letter that was sent. Has the original been sent and was it received.

If not there is no reason for it to take 3 weeks to get the tetter.

Cori Solomon

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www. 11 thdistrict.com

IT*
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Fri, Jul 6, 2018 at 7:00 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
Cc: Cori Solomon

Lisa,

Refer to the previously attached letters as samples. The letter must indicate where the problem is coming from (the 
source...i.e, customers, employees of a commercial district, airport, hospital, bar, restaurant, etc etc ) and the nature of

https://maH.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&pernithid=thread-f%3A1605189335937790819&dsqt=CpRA-CDiH-‘ ‘0090
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the parking problem it is causing in the community (i.e. lack of available parking, no available parking, blocking driveways, 
residents' difficulty finding parking on their own blocks, etc etc etc). Take a look at those letters as an example. You can 
email me the letter when you're ready.

City of Los Angeles Mail - Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking11/16/2018

On Thu, Jul 5,2018 at 3:06 PM, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> wrote:
The letter was sent but needed different language added. That has been sent over to City Hall. I will do my bets to 
follow-up with them this afternoon and figure out where it is. Aron, can I just send you that update? It really is just the 
reasoning and the reasoning is that the community wants it and we support that.

On Thu, Jul 5,2018 at 2:57 PM, Cori Solomon
Lisa and Aron,

■ wrote:

I have not heard from either of you and the board is meeting on Tuesday, July 10th and I need to have an update.

Last we spoke Aron could not find the original letter that was sent. Has the original been sent and was it received.

If not there is no reason for it to take 3 weeks to get the letter.

Cori Solomon

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.llthdistrict.com

f hr
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Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Cori Solomon
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
Cc: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity,org>

Fri, Jul 6, 2018 at 7:18 AM

Can we please get the correct letter sent over. This has been going on for two months. My letter to Mike states it all.

If we continue with the back and forth it will take years to get this off the ground and I have the momentum right now in the 
community.

Cori Solomon

Sent from my iPhone

On Jul 6, 2018, at 7:00 AM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote:

Lisa,

https ;//mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1605189335937790819&dsqt=1CpiRA-CD‘11,!- ■0091
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Refer to the previously attached letters as samples. The letter must indicate where the problem is coming 
from (the source...i.e. customers, employees of a commercial district, airport, hospital, bar, restaurant, etc 
etc ) and the nature of the parking problem it is causing in the community (i.e. lack of available parking, no 
available parking, blocking driveways, residents' difficulty finding parking on their own blocks, etc etc etc). 
Take a look at those letters as an example. You can email me the letter when you're ready.

City of Los Angeles Mail - Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking11/16/2018

On Thu, Jul 5, 2018 at 3:06 PM, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> wrote:
The letter was sent but needed different language added. That has been sent over to City Hall. I will do 
my bets to follow-up with them this afternoon and figure out where it is. Aron, can I just send you that 
update? It really is just the reasoning and the reasoning is that the community wants it and we support
that.

On Thu, Jul 5, 2018 at 2:57 PM, Cori Solomon 
Lisa and Aron,

■ wrote:

I have not heard from either of you and the board is meeting on Tuesday, July 10th and I need to have 
an update.

Last we spoke Aron could not find the original letter that was sent. Has the original been sent and was 
it received.

If not there is no reason for it to take 3 weeks to get the letter.

Cori Solomon

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www. 11 thdistrict.com
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Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Cori Solomon
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Fri, Jul 6, 2018 at 7:37 AM

Lisa,

I am writing you separately. Why don’t you cut and past parts of my letter into Mike's letter and we have a letter that is 
acceptable to Aron. It is obvious after two months or more that he is not going to budge on this.

Cori Solomon

On Jul 6, 2018, at 7:00 AM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote:

https://mail.goQgte.com/maiJ/u/0?il(=f1ec2c46c0«.view=pt&search=all4permthid=thread-f%3A1605189335937790819&dsqt=1CPRAS(6D‘115i ■0092
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Please follow up so I have something to report at our board meeting tonight.

Cori Solomon

On Jul 5, 2018, at 3:06 PM, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> wrote:

The letter was sent but needed different language added. That has been sent over to City Hall. I will do my 
bets to follow-up with them this afternoon and figure out where it is. Aron, can I just send you that update?
It really is just the reasoning and the reasoning is that the community wants it and we support that.

wrote:On Thu, Jul 5, 2018 at 2:57 PM, Cori Solomon 
: Lisa and Aron,

I have not heard from either of you and the board is meeting on Tuesday, July 10th and I need to have an 
update.

Last we spoke Aron could not find the original letter that was sent. Has the original been sent and was it 
received.

If not there is no reason for it to take 3 weeks to get the letter.

Cori Solomon

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.llthdistrict.com
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Cori Solomon
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 9:19 AM

Based on Aron's response he has not gotten the request from CD 11. This is ridiculous. The letter was done incorrectly 
from the beginning as it did not say the reasons why we want the parking. Please draft a new letter with all the pertinent 
information and send it to the city but also a signed copy to Aron directly. It does not take two months to get a correct 
letter to the city. If you want me to combine Mike Letter with mine and send it so you can copy and paste onto Mike’s 
letterhead, I am happy to do so in order to get the ball moving.

If I have to cancel that September meeting because having the petitions I am not going to be a happy camper.

Does Mike even know there is a problem with the letter.

Please get this taken care of ASAP.

Cori Solomon

Begin forwarded message:

From: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
Subject: Re: Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking 
Date: July 10, 2018 at 9:01:13 AM PDT 
To: Cori Solomon

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=f1 ec2c46cO&view=pt&search=all&pemthid-ttiread-f%3A1605189335937790819&dsqt= - 0094
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Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www, 1 ltbdistrict.com

City of Los Angeles Mail - Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking11/16/2018
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Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

| Aron Thompson

i Management Analyst II
[ City of Los Angeles Transportation Department 

Parking Permits Division 
213-972-4908

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www. 11 thdistrict.com
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Brentwood Glen PPD 07.10.2018.pdf
“ 104K

Cori Solomon
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 5:56 PM

Thank You.

Just so you know there are several typos in the letter.

Cori Solomon

https ://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-P/o3A1605189335937790819&dsqt= - 0099
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Fwd: Preferential Parking Brentwood Glen
3 messages

Krista Phipps <krista.phipps@lacity.org>
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 5:21 PM

LC, please see below and respond to Cory regarding status of the correction.

Thanks,

Krista Phipps
District Director 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles 
213-473-7011 j
www. 1 lthdistrict.com

lauaMsMfiiiJi
Gritting Things Done for Our Neighborhoods

CovncJtmember. 11th District

f
Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angolas MyLA311 app for smartphonasl

lJ App Store

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their 
local government. With MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

---------- Forwarded message-----------
From: Cori Solomon 
Date: Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 5:15 PM 
Subject: Preferential Parking Brentwood Glen 
To: krista.phipps@lacity.org

Krista,

Per our conversation attached is the letter that I sent to Mike with our reasons for Preferential Parking. In addition this 
was the letter Lisa sent me from Mike that is not acceptable to the city because it does not specify the reasons.

Cori Solomon

2 attachments

https://mail.google.con'Vmail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1605651419572899264&simplsCpRA-CD119-7 0143

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:krista.phipps@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:krista.phipps@lacity.org
https://mail.google.con'Vmail/u/0?ik=f1ec2c46c0&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1605651419572899264&simplsCpRA-CD119-7


11/16/2018 City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: Preferential Parking Brentwood Glen

*7] Preferancial Parking District Request.pdf 
134K

«sj| Brentwood Glen PPD 04.13.2018.pdf
“ 103K

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahiil@lacity.org>
To: Krista Phipps <krista.phipps@lacity.org>

already done :)
[Quoted text hidden]

Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 5:37 PM

Lisa Cahill
Field Deputy - Pacific Palisades & Brentwood
Councilmember Mike Bonin
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www. 1 lthdistrict.com
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Tue, Jul 10, 2018 at 5:41 PMKrista Phipps <krista.phipps@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Perfect, thanks!

Krista Phipps
District Director 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles 
213-473-7011 | 
www. 11 thdistrict.com

MIKE BONIN
Getting Things Done for Our Neighborhoods

Couneitmember, 11th District

□ □
Sign Up for Mike’s Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones/

□ «.r *r..'
App Store

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their 
local government. With MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

[Quoted text hidden]
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LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT

P.O. BOX 30158 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90030 
Telephone: (BIB) 838-9980 
TDD: (877)275-5273 
Ref#: 7.7

CHARLIE BECK
Chief of Police

&

ERIC GARCETTI 
Mayor

January 13,2017

Ms. Seleta J. Reynolds, General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main Street, 10th floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

In an effort to maintain our streets and community safe and clean, die Los Angeles Police 
Department Mission Area Community Police Station, is respectfully requesting diet the Department 
of Transportation assist in these efforts, by implementing an Overnight Parking District (OPD). The 
streets covered would include:

Noble Avenue between Sunburst and Rayen Streets 
Sunburst Street between Noble and Lemona Avenues 
Lemona Avenue between Sunburst and Bahama Streets 
Dead End of Broadmoor Street to Lemona Avenue 
Bahama Street between Noble and Lemona Avenues 
Rayen Street between Noble and Kestor Avenues 
Lemona Avenue South of Rayen Street before Norwich Avenue 
Lemona Avenue between Norwich Avenue and Acre Street 
Acre Street between Lemona and Norwich Avenues 
Norwich Avenue between Acre Street and Lemona Avenue

This implementation would deter criminal activities, that are caused by non-residents parking 
during overnight hours. The crime in die area includes prostitution and property crimes and has 
become a public nuisance for the residents in the Sixth Council District. The Department of 
Transportation's assistance regarding this matter would be greatly appreciated.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact me or Sergeant Julian Munoz, 
Mission Area Senior Lead Officer-in-Charge, at (818) 838-9980.

Very truly yours,

CHARLIE BECK 
Chief of Police

ROBERT E. MARINO, Captain 
Area Commanding Officer 
Mission Community Police Station

AN EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
www.LAPDontine .org 
wwwJotnLAPD.com

CPRA-CD 11 - 0145

http://www.LAPDontine


July 10, 2018

Seleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address 
ongoing and increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off 
of the 405 freeway. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a regular onslaught of 
student and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Rather than pay to park elsewhere, 
drivers park their vehicles in the neighborhood and crowd residential streets, leaving few, if any, 
spaces for residents. On behalf of the community, I am requesting the creation of a Preferential 
Parking District (PPD) with restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday 
except by permit” for the following street segments:

1. Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre
2. Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta
3. Church Lane between Isleta and Homedale
4. Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin
5. Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin
6. Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood
7. Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana
8. Church Lane between Montana and Denair
9. Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere
10 Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas
11 Church Lane between Bolas and Albata
13 Church Lane Between Albata and Berwick
14 Church Lane Between Berwick and Burnham
15 Church Lane Between Burnham and Chenault
16. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
17. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel
18. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
19 Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
20 Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
21 Beloit between Homedale and Gladwin
22. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
23. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
24. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana
25. Beloit between Montana and Denair
26. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere
27 Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas
28. Beloit between Bolas and Albata



29 Beloit between Albata and Berwick
30 Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
31 Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
32. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
33. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit 
35 Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Farlin between Church Lane and Beloit
39 Elderwood between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana between Church Lane and Beloit
41. Montana between Beloit and the Dead End (VA)
42. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
44. Cashmere between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
45. Bolas Between Church Lane and Beloit
46. Bolas between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
47. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit 
48 Albata between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
49. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
50. Berwick between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
51. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
52. Burnham between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
53. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
54. Chenault between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
55. Waterford between Church Lane and Beloit
56. Waterford between Beloit and Dead End (VA)

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahilKa'Iaoitv. ore or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards,

MIKE BONIN
Councilmember, 11th District

MB: lc

/
cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05
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City of Los Angeles

Councilmember, Eleventh District

July 12,2018

Seleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address 
ongoing and increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off 
of the 405 freeway. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a regular onslaught of 
student and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Rather than pay to park elsewhere, 
drivers park their vehicles in the neighborhood and crowd residential streets, leaving few, if any, 
spaces for residents. On behalf of the community, I request the creation of a Preferential Parking 
District (PPD) with restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday except by 
permit” for the following street segments:

1. Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre
2. Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta
3. Church Lane between Isleta and Homedale
4. Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin
5. Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin
6. Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood
7. Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana
8. Church Lane between Montana and Denair
9. Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere
10 Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas
11 Church Lane between Bolas and Albata
13 Church Lane Between Albata and Berwick
14 Church Lane Between Berwick and Burnham
15 Church Lane Between Burnham and Chenault
16. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
17. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel
18. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
19 Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
20 Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
21 Beloit between Homedale and Gladwin
22. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
23. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
24. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana

Westchester Office
71 66 W. Manchester Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 568-8772 

(310) 410-3946 Fax

City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 475 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 473-7011 

(213) 473-6926 Fax

West Los Angeles Office
1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
(310) 575-8461 

(310) 575-8305 Fax CKX



25. Beloit between Montana and Denair
26. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere 
27 Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas 
28. Beloit between Bolas and Albata
29 Beloit between Albata and Berwick
30 Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
31 Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
32. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
33. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit 
35 Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Farlin between Church Lane and Beloit
39 Elderwood between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana between Church Lane and Beloit
41. Montana between Beloit and the Dead End (VA)
42. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
44. Cashmere between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
45. Bolas Between Church Lane and Beloit
46. Bolas between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
47. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit 
48 Albata between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
49. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
50. Berwick between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
51. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
52. Burnham between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
53. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
54. Chenault between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
55. Waterford between Church Lane and Beloit
56. Waterford between Beloit and Dead End (VA)

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahill@lacitv.org or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards,

%
MIKE BONIN
Councilmember, 11th District

MB: lc

cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05
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Fwd: Letter of Interest
16 messages

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:37 PM

please let me know if I can send over the letter and/or petition...

----------Forwarded message----------
From: Norman Beil <normanbeil@mac,com> 
Date: Fri, Oct 19, 2018 at 5:59 PM 
Subject: Letter of Interest 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.c.shill@lacity.org>

Hi Lisa,

During our phone call, we talked about the Letter of Interest that Councilmember Bonin submitted to the LADOT.

I hope you can empathize with our concern that too many shortcuts have been taken in this process. Also, there seems to 
be a lack of transparency. That is really what this is all about.

Below is the section of the Rules and Procedures relating to the many requirements for a Letter of Interest. As you can 
see, it is not just a form letter. There are specific representations that must be made. We want to make sure that all of the 
requirements for the Letter of Interest have been met. We also want to have an opportunity to question those 
representations.

1. Letter of Interest
The Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) will accept letters of interest in 
establishing PPDs from City Councilmembers, or resident groups and neighborhood 
associations throughout the City provided their respective Councilmember is copied on 
the letter. The letter shall indicate that the requesting entity desires the establishment of a 
preferential permit parking district and is willing for residents to bear the cost of such a 
program. It should state the name of the organization, who they represent, an estimate of 
the number of households represented in the organization, that the residential area is 
impacted by non-resident and commuter parking, and that these conditions result in 
restricted access to property and problems of noise, traffic hazards and/or litter.

t

Thank you in advance for appreciating our concerns and providing the Letter of Interest for our review.

Sincerely, 
Norman Beil

Lisa Cahill
Brentwood-Palisades Deputy-Environmental Liaison 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.11thdistrict.com

i
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/
https://mail.goog!e.coirVmail/u/0?ik=34ff49b10f&view=pt&search=all&perrnthid=thread-f%3A1615055644550355772&simpl=msg-f%3A161505564455... 1/5

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.c.shill@lacity.org
http://www.11thdistrict.com
https://mail.goog!e.coirVmail/u/0?ik=34ff49b10f&view=pt&search=all&perrnthid=thread-f%3A1615055644550355772&simpl=msg-f%3A161505564455


City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: Letter of Interest4/18/2019
i

iign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones!

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
■,VyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

Sid

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:42 PM

Hello Lisa,

I don't know anything about this request. Have we already discussed the issue? If so, what area is the request for. Do 
you have previous emails regarding this item. If so can you forward them to me?

Thanks,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:48 PM

this is for Cori's request in Brentwood Glen...the meeting that's this week....Norman is one of the residents who is 
opposed tot he PPD
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:53 PM

So the line "please let me know if I can send over the letter and/or petition is from the resident and not you? It looked as 
if you were asking me the question.

On Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:37 PM, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> wrote:
[Quoted text hidden]

[Quoted text hidden]

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:55 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

We're both asking....is this something that is usually shared out with counter petitioners? I think they want to go door to 
door to re-ask people. They think that Cori lied to them and misled the residents. They think that LADOT's language on 
the petition wasn't clear and people signed without knowing what they were signing.
[Quoted text hidden]

t
Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 1:03 PM
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As it stands now, residents can not counter petition a PPD restriction that has yet to be approved. If the PPD and the 
restriction is approved, residents can then request a petition for the removal of the restriction.

City of Los Angeles Mail - Fwd: Letter of Interest4/18/2019

Per the revised rules that will go to Committee this Wednesday, once a PPD restriction is approved, petitions for its 
removal can not be issued for at least a year. I.e, the restriction will have to remain in place for at least one year.' I do not 
know at this time how that rule will affect this case since the current rules apply as petitions are currently being circulated.

[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 1:07 PM

Cool. And can you send me a copy of the petition? I want to send him the language that people saw when they were 
signing. I am not sure that we can/should share out who singed yes as I feel in this case, it may target the neighbors who 
signed...want to get people info, but not cause battle for neighbors
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 1:13 PM

As it stands now, residents can not counter petition a PPD restriction that has yet to be approved. The language on the 
petition is straightforward (see attachment). If the PPD and the restriction is approved, residents can then request a 
petition for the removal of the restriction.

Per the revised rules that will go to Committee this Wednesday, once a PPD restriction is approved, petitions for its 
removal can not be issued for at least a year. I.e, the restriction will have to remain in place for at least one year, I do not 
know at this time how that rule will affect this case since the current rules apply as petitions are currently being circulated.

On Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:53 PM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote: 
[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]

ji 1) church bet kiel and Joffre.xls
^ 73K

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 10:43 AM

t
Lisa,

Which specific block would you like me to send you the petition for?
[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Any one will suffice...la m assuming they say the same thing? if they differ, then please send those versions...much 
appreciated *
[Quoted text hidden]

Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 11:27 AM

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 11:33 AM

I sent one in my email yesterday. That was one of the petitions mailed.
[Quoted text hidden]

t
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Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 12:18 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Got it - thanks! You are the best!!
[Quoted text hidden]

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 7:51 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Lisa,

Have they indicated how they believe they were misled?
[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:09 AM

I have been told the language wasn't clear (I frankly don't think I've ever seen a document more clear) and that those 
going door to door misrepresented the PPD. I have no idea what anyone may or may not have said, but the document is 
clear and concise. I don't see how anyone signing that could say they were mislead in anyway.
[Quoted text hidden]

*

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> 
To: normanbeil@mac.com 
Bcc: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:14 AM

Hi Norman—

Thanks for reaching out on this issue. PPD letters is a relatively common request. I currently have several for the 
Palisades and BW areas. The letter we send to initiate the PPD is in line with the needs stated by LADOT and is reviewed 
by their staff. In this case, Cori Solomon, the president of the BW Glen association, and others met with our staff and 
LADOT and asked if they could initiate a PPD in the Glen.

The Council office supports community members and does our best to help with any of their city needs. We do not have 
a particular stance on PPD's and defer to the community's request and the requirements set forth by LADOT. Some 
PPD's go through, others do not, due to the fact that it is lengthy process, sometimes there are not enough signatures, 
and that the needs must be verified through multiple steps by LADOT. In my time as a deputy for BW, I received several 
calls from different residents in the Glen about parking issues, so this request seemed in line with community 
needs...although I do understand that you and others feel differently.

I understand too that you feel that the petition was not clear. Our office very much wants to ensure that people are 
signing a document that they fully understand and is clear. Here is the text (see below) that is on the petition. I have also 
attached that document. I also looked into the counter petition. That is a process that can only occur after the original 
petition has been completed. If you would like to pursue that, I am happy to connect you with Aron Thompson from 
LADOT to initiate that. He will be at the meeting tomorrow and can answer further questions at that time.

If there is anything else that I can help with, please do let me know. I will be at tonight's meeting and we can also talk 
more then or if you'd like to give me a call today, I'll be at 310-575-8461 until early/mid-afternoon. Best—Lisa

PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT
Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the dwelling units on the block must 
sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on CHURCH LANE, between KIEL STREET and JOFFRE STREET, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post 
our block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:
"2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM, MONDAY THRU FRIDAY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT". 
We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.
Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum) 
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PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: FRIDAY, JANUARY 26, 2019

i) church bet kiel and Joffre.xls

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 9:04 AM

So the issue tonight as far as the counter petition is that we have to first receive and review the original petitions before a 
counter petition can be issued. The petitions may not even pass which would make this a moot issue. Also, Cori or 
whoever is in charge of submitting petitions will have to decide if they want to move forward with submitting petitions 
signed by residents who are expressing they feel mislead—but it is their option to submit whatever petitions they have 
and we will review them.

The petitions expire January 26, 2019. If they elect to not submit the original petitions by the expiration date due to all the 
controversy, they can then request new petitions with a new six month time frame and begin anew. That is an option that 
Cori and her organizers can consider or not consider, but I will not raise that issue tonight. Maybe you can talk to her and 
see if she wants to explore that option or if she wants to move forward with the current petitions.

Thanks,
[Quoted text hidden]

t
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Document Request -- Missing Document
2 messages

Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 2:42 PMNorman Beil <normanbeil@mac.com>
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Tricia.Keane@lacity.org 
Cc: Councilmember Bonin <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>

Dear Ms. Keane:

The set of documents released on December 28, 2018 by Deputy Chief of Staff Tricia Keane did not include the 
document that was the subject of an email chain between Lisa Cahill, Aron Thompson and Cori Solomon (attached below 
as a jpeg).

The document in question is extremely important in that it is a condition precedent to the distribution of the permit parking 
petitions.

I have requested this document from Lisa Cahill at least 5 times -- via email, a telephone conversation and a meeting in 
her office. She told me it existed and would be provided pursuant to a formal CPRA request. In addition, at a community 
meeting on October 24, 2018, Ms. Cahill stated that a questionable online survey was not important because what really 
mattered was the official letter from the Councilmember to the LADOT. She stressed that the legal basis for circulating the 
petitions was not the survey — the legal basis, Ms. Cahill reiterated, was said letter from Councilmember Bonin to the 
LADOT.

Where is this document?

Sincerely,

Norman Beil 
213-219-5633

On Jul 10, 2018, at 9 01 AM, Aron Thompson <aron thornpscn@laciiy.org> wrote:

Cori,

l cannot issue the petitions until t receive the official letter of request from the CD 11. Once 
i receive that letter l will immediately begin processing the petitions and mail them to you. 
What is your mailing address?

On Wed, Jul 11, 2018, 7:16 AM Aron Thompson <aron lhorrip?.Gn@lauty.org> wrote 
Hello Lisa, I

I will begin drafting the petitions for each block. Can you send over the letter on letterhead signed by (he 
Councilmember Bonin?

On Tue, Jul 17, 2018 at 4:12 PM, Lisa Cahtli <llsa.cahiU@lacity. wrote:
Yes. It was sent.

Mon, Jan 7, 2019 at 4:08 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Krista Kline <Krista.Kline@lacity.org>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Tricia Keane <Tricia.Keane@lacity.org>, Councilmember Bonin t 
<councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>
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Hi Krista—

He wants this letter. Please see attached. Our office and LADOT has spent a great deal of time working with Norman. 
Please call with any further questions—Lisa

Brentwood Glen PPD 07.10.2018

[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Canill
Brentwaod-Palisades Deputy-Environmental Liaison 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 [ www.11thdistrict.com

1'.j

Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones!

^•Googkpby

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away,

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=34ff49b10f&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1622043213359032676&simpl=msg-f%3A162204321335... 2/2

http://www.11thdistrict.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ik=34ff49b10f&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f%3A1622043213359032676&simpl=msg-f%3A162204321335


Exhibit 2

Exhibit 2



12/6/2018 City of Los Angeles Mail - The MOST preferential parsers are disabled veterans

Connect 
^ Create 
1 Collaborate Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahilf@lacity.org>

The MOST preferential parkers are disabled veterans
10 messages

Norman Beil
To: Cori Solomor.
Cc: Tal

Sat, Oct 6, 2018 at 3:15 PM

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, councilmember.bonin@lacity.org, Carla Malden

With today’s story in the LA. Times about the VA falling behind in construction of housing for homeless Vets, we must pay 
particular attention to the special rights disabled veterans have in preferential parking districts.

CHAPTER 9. Stopping, Standing, and Parking [22500 - 22526] ( Chapter 9 enacted by Stats. 1959, Ch.
3.)

22511.5. (a) (1) A disabled person or disabled veteran displaying special license 
plates issued under Section 5007 or a distinguishing placard issued under Section 22511.55 
or 22511.59 is allowed to park for unlimited periods in any of the following zones:
(A) In any restricted zone described in paragraph (5) of subdivision (a) of Section 21458
or on streets upon which preferential parking privileges and height limits have been 
given pursuant to Section 22507.

Currently, if a homeless disabled veteran took up residence in a van in front of your house, you could have him towed. 
That’s not the case if we become a preferential parking district. The folks in Sacramento say that disabled vets can park 
for “unlimited periods" in preferential parking districts. That supersedes any municipal laws. With what’s going on at the 
VA, we would be a prime target for an influx of homeless vets in cars and vans. If Brentwood Glen remains un- 
preferential, the same homeless and disabled vets will go to the neighborhoods where they have the most rights... 
neighborhoods with PPDs.

Sat, Oct 6,2018 at 6:33 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Eric Bruins <eric.bruins@ladty.org>, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
Bcc: Mike Bonin <mike.bonin@lacity.org>

Hi Aron and Eric,

Will you please give me your assessment of this? Norman is opposed to PPD, and his logic seems a bit flawed, but 
perhaps I am not following. I defer to you both. Let me know so I can relay to the community. Much thanks!
[Quoted text hidden]
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Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> 
To: Cori Solomon

12/B/2018

Sat, Oct 6, 2018 at 8:07 PM

Please don't share out, but I wanted to send this your way just for your own information. Don't let them get you down 
you're doing a great job for your community. I'll get all the information that you need and will support you however we best 
can.
[Quoted text hidden]

Cori Solomon
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

I think if you have a handicap placard or disabled, the 72 hours does not apply whether or you are in a PPD or regular 
parking.

Let's talk Monday about this unless you get more info. Call me.
[Quoted text hidden]

Sat, Oct 6, 2018 at 8:13 PM

Tue, Oct 9,2018 at 1:15 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahil!@lacity.org> 
To: Cori Solomon

Fyi

□f
Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones!

AppStore

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their
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App Storehi*

MyLA311 inks Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:42 PMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Hello Lisa,

I don't know anything about this request. Have we already discussed the issue? If so, what area is the request for. Do 
you have previous emails regarding this item. If so can you forward them to me?

Thanks,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst li
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Mon, Oct 22,2018 at 12:48 PMLfsa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

this is for Con's request in Brentwood Glen...the meeting that’s this week....Norman is one of the residents who is 
opposed tot he PPD
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:53 PM

So the line "please let me know if I can send over the letter and/or petition is from the resident and not you? It looked as 
if you were asking me the question.

On Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:37 PM, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahiil@laci1y.org> wrote: 
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:55 PM

We're both asking....is this something that is usually shared out with counter petitioners? I think they want to go door to 
door to re-ask people. They think that Cori lied to them and misled the residents. They think that LADOTs language on 
the petition wasn't clear and people signed without knowing what they were signing,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
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To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

City of Los Angeles Mail - Letter of Interest

As it stands now, residents can not counter petition a PPD restriction that has yet to be approved. If the PPD and the 
restriction is approved, residents can then request a petition for the removal of the restriction.

Per the revised rules that will go to Committee this Wednesday, once a PPD restriction is approved, petitions for its 
removal can not be issued for at least a year. I.e, the restriction will have to remain in place for at least one year. I do not 
know at this time how that rule will affect this case since the current rules apply as petitions are currently being circulated.

[Quoted text hidden]

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 1:07 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Cool. And can you send me a copy of the petition? I want to send him the language that people saw when they were 
signing. I am not sure that we can/should share out who singed yes as I feel in this case, it may target the neighbors who 
signed...want to get people info, but not cause battle for neighbors
[Quoted text hidden]

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 1:13 PMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@!acity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

As it stands now, residents can not counter petition a PPD restriction that has yet to be approved. The language on the 
petition is straightforward (see attachment). If the PPD and the restriction is approved, residents can then request a 
petition for the removal of the restriction.

Per the revised rules that will go to Committee this Wednesday, once a PPD restriction is approved, petitions for its 
removal can not be issued for at least a year. I.e, the restriction will have to remain in place for at least one year. I do not 
know at this time how that rule will affect this case since the current rules apply as petitions are currently being circulated.

On Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 12:53 PM, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> wrote:
[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]

1) church bet kiel and Joffreods 
™ 73K

Tue, Oct 23,2018 at 10:43 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Lisa,

Which specific block would you like me to send you the petition for?
[Quoted text hidden]

Tue, Oct 23,2018 at 11:27 AMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahili@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Any one will suffice...la m assuming they say the same thing? if they differ, then please send those versions...much 
appreciated
[Quoted text hidden]

Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 11:33 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@tacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

I sent one in my email yesterday. That was one of the petitions mailed. 

https://mail.goog te.»m/mail/u/O?ik=f1ec2c46cO&view=pt&search=all&pemthid=thread-f%3A16148O4O669<>5833163&simp!=@PRA-00O116—’0206

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahili@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@lacity.org
mailto:aron.thompson@tacity.org
mailto:lisa.cahill@lacity.org
https://mail.goog


12/6/2018 City of Los Angeles Mail - Letter of Interest

[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.orrp
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Tue, Oct 23, 2018 at 12:18 PM

Got it - thanks! You are the best!!
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Wed, Oct 24,2018 at 7:51 AM

Lisa,

Have they indicated how they believe they were misled?
[Quoted text hidden]

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:09 AMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

I have been told the language wasn't clear (I frankly don't think I've ever seen a document more clear) and that those 
going door to door misrepresented the PPD. I have no idea what anyone may or may not have said, but the document is 
clear and concise. I don't see how anyone signing that could say they were mislead in anyway.
[Quoted text hidden]

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 8:14 AMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To:
Bcc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Hi Norman—

Thanks for reaching out on this issue. PPD letters is a relatively common request. I currently have several for the 
Palisades and BW areas. The letter we send to initiate the PPD is in line with the needs stated by LADOT and is reviewed 
by their staff. In this case, Cori Solomon, the president of the BW Glen association, and others met with our staff and 
LADOT and asked if they could initiate a PPD in the Glen.

The Council office supports community members and does our best to help with any of their city needs. We do not have 
a particular stance on PPD's and defer to the community's request and the requirements set forth by LADOT. Some 
PPD's go through, others do not, due to the fact that it is lengthy process, sometimes there are not enough signatures, 
and that the needs must be verified through multiple steps by LADOT. In my time as a deputy for BW, i received several 
calls from different residents in the Glen about parking issues, so this request seemed in line with community 
needs...although I do understand that you and others feel differently.

I understand too that you feel that the petition was not clear. Our office very much wants to ensure that people are 
signing a document that they fully understand and is clear. Here is the text (see below) that is on the petition. I have also 
attached that document I also looked into the counter petition. That is a process that can only occur after the original 
petition has been completed. If you would like to pursue that, I am happy to connect you with Aron Thompson from 
LADOT to initiate that. He will be at the meeting tomorrow and can answer further questions at that time.

If there is anything else that I can help with, please do let me know. I will be at tonight's meeting and we can also talk 
more then or if you'd like to give me a call today, I'll be at 310-575-8461 until early/mid-aftemoon. Best—Lisa

PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT
Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the dwelling units on the block must 
sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on CHURCH LANE, between KIEL STREET and JOFFRE STREET, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post 
our block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:
"2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM-6 PM, MONDAY THRU FRIDAY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".
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12/6/2016

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restnctions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.
Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum) 
PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: FRIDAY, JANUARY 26, 2019

City of Los Angeles Mail - Letter of Interest

Q1) church bet Kiel and Joffre.xls

[Quoted text hidden] 
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@ladty.org?’ 
To: Lisa Cahill <!isa.cahili@lacity.org>

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 9:04 AM

So the issue tonight as far as the counter petition is that we have to first receive and review the original petitions before a 
counter petition can be issued. The petitions may not even pass which would make this a moot issue. Also, Cori or 
whoever is in charge of submitting petitions will have to decide if they want to move forward with submitting petitions 
signed by residents who are expressing they feel mislead—but it is their option to submit whatever petitions they have 
and we will review them.

The petitions expire January 26,2019. If they elect to not submit the original petitions by the expiration date due to all the 
controversy, they can then request new petitions with a new six month time frame and begin anew. That is an option that 
Cori and her organizers can consider or not consider, but I will not raise that issue tonight. Maybe you can talk to her and 
see if she wants to explore that option or if she wants to move forward with die current petitions.

Thanks,
[Quoted text hidden]
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■ Collaborate Councilmember Bonin <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>

Preferential Parking Petition
2 messages

Cockrum, Bill Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 9:03 AM
, "councilmember.bonin@lacity.org" <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>,To:

Thank you all for your work on this idea especially Councilman Mike Bonin’s Office and his wild Deputy, Lisa Cahill and the City 
Employees as well. And, thank you for your work on some other matters concerning Brentwood Glen but not this Parking Petition.

I am communicating these thoughts by email which seems the only communication your group prefers.

The idea of circulating a Petition to the City based upon a 80/20 vote on a ‘monkey’ survey with only 200 responses (a number of which 
may be repeats) from 525 residents is really not wise, thoughtful, or representative.

First, I believe your Brentwood GlenAssociation Board members are not elected by all residents in a vote. I wonder if you really 
represent us all and well on this issue.

Second, pressuring any block captains to solicit votes in favor of your Petition is really a step over the line of trust and responsibility 
never mind fiduciary duty.

Third, the inconvenience to residents (never mind the senseless cost of having to use either email or physical appearance to get permits 
from the City) to park a resident's car on the street is attacking a freedom we all currently enjoy and/or anticipating a problem that 
currently does not exist on a substantial majority of the streets in Brentwood Glen.

May I suggest you consider holding an election with candidates for your positions.

Second, may I suggest that your create a ballot.petition in hard copy (many of your residents do not want or use a computer to answer a 
‘survey monkey’ from you!) delivered to each residence asking for a response which includes the materials supplied by the Save 
Brentwood Glen Organization. And then a follow up tabulation and communication of results to each residence.

I request a response to this email be sent to all residents by hard copy as well as email to all residences.

Bill Cockrum

Lisa Cahill Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 10:59 AM 
, Councilmember BoninTo:

<councilmemDer.oon in@lacfty.org>

Hi Bill—

So nice talking with you today. And thanks for the apology re: "wild". Although, like I said, it has been a highlight of my morning to be a 
wild deputy instead of a field deputy...sounds tike a fun job.

I will reflect the suggestions you made to LADOT. Our office takes no stand on PPD’s, we simply support what the community wants (or 
doesn't want) and make sure that we can do what we did at the annual meeting and at last night's meeting which is to bring in city dept 
staff to answer questions the community may have about the PPD. I cannot speak to the community process, but I hope that the official 
city petition is more clear to everyone who attended the meeting.

I will check on the ADA ramps for you and get that information to you as soon as I have an update. I will also have our Constituent 
Advocate connect with you regarding sidewalk repair program. If there is anything else needed, please let me know. We're here to 
help.

Best—Lisa

On Thu, Oct 25,2018 at 10:12 AM Cockrum, Bill < * wrote:

: Sent from Prof Bill's iPad

Begin forwarded message:

CPRA-CD 11 - 0214
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W Collaborate Councilmember Bonin <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>

Brentwood Glen Permit Parking
1 message

Eileen
To: councilmember.bonin@lacity.org

Mon, Oct 22, 2018 at 8:55 PM

Cc;

Dear Councilmember Bonin,

I am writing to voice my opposition to preferential parking in my neighborhood of Brentwood Glen. I don't believe the proposal was 
communicated to the residents fairly; the extent of the problem was exaggerated and the negatives of a PPD were largely ignored or 
minimized. A thorough and robust study of the problem would likely show no need for permit parking. It is not the panacea it is purported 
to be.

Please do not be fooled by a few vocal proponents. It is said that the squeaky wheel gets the grease, but PPD is bad for the Glen and 
would only serve a handful of residents inconveniencing the rest with permits, passes, signs Etc.

Personally, I believe it is difficult and expensive enough to work and to go to school in West Los Angeles without throwing up additional 
barriers and fines to those just looking to park their cars for a few hours a day.

Thank you, 
Eileen Smoot
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Brentwood Glen PPD
1 message

Michael Rescorla
To: counci|member.bonin@iacity,org,

Mon, Oct 22,2018 at 3:52 PM
, Melanie Schoenberg Rescorla

Dear Councilmember Bonin,

I am one of your constituents. I reside in Brentwood Glen and am a professor at UCLA. I write with regard to the proposal that 
Brentwood Glen adopt PPD. i assume that you are familiar with the proposal and also with the opposing website

www.savebrentwoodglen.org

I am unaffiliated with this website, but I am in full agreement with the viewpoint expressed on it. I believe that the website presents many 
important facts that were not made known to Brentwood Glen residents by those seeking to institute PPD. I also believe that the case 
for PPD has frequently (perhaps inadvertantly) been animated by scare tactics and misinformation. For example, many residents of 
Brentwood Glen may have signed the petition for PPD without realizing that Archer students and UCLA personnel would be entitled to 
parking permits.

Because the process has been marred by misinformation and omitted information, I believe that it has been fundamentally unfair. I also 
believe that a shift to PPD would have a seriously negative impact upon the neighborhood with few if any compensating benefits.

I respectfully request that you take any action you deem appropriate to intervene in this process so as to address the aforementioned 
concerns.

Thank you very much for your consideration.

Sincerely, 
Michael Rescorla
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Brentwood Glen PPD
1 message

Rachel White
To: councilmember.bonin@lacity.org

Tue, Oct 23,2018 at 3:48 PM

Cc:

Dear Councilman Bonin,

I'm writing to express my strong opposition to preferential parking in the neighborhood of Brentwood Glen. I drive the streets of 
Brentwood Gien at all hours of the day. There is ALWAYS parking within 100 - 200 feet, at most, of one's destination. While, on 
occasion, residents may find themselves unable to park in front of their own home, it is not a chronic issue. Moreover, guaranteed 
parking on a public street in front of one's home is not a right any amount of tax dollars entitles one to. Converting Brentwood Glen 
into a PPD is unwarranted at this time. It would be an ineffective solution at best. Further, the petition process has been deeply flawed, 
one-sided, and misleading.

There are lots of cars parked on the streets of The Glen because we, the residents, own lots of cars. And many, if not most of, our 
driveways and garages are not utilized for their intended purposes. While some cars likely belong to "outsiders", it is not to a level that 
chronically and deeply compromises the quality of life for even a quorum of residents. On multiple occasions since the PPD has been 
proposed it has been suggested that we mark our own cars to get an accurate sense of the number of "outsider" cars in the 
neighborhood, before proceeding with the process. This common-sense idea has been repeatedly ignored, perhaps because its results 
are unlikely to support the initiative. Those against the PPD are convinced that its implementation will have minimal impact on the total 
number of cars on our streets.

Brentwood Glen's PPD initiative has been fueled by a small but vocal group. They do not represent the majority of The Glen, as parking 
is not an issue for the vast majority of The Glen's residents, The board claims to be impartial and informative, but has failed to honestly 
study the issue or present a well-rounded picture of living in a PPD, while simultaneously encouraging a false narrative. New advocates 
have been lured to the cause with false promises of "more parking", "improved security", and an opportunity to "keep the riffraff curt". 
(One block that supports the PPD is united by the opportunity to spite a specific neighbor with "too many cars".) I am certain a PPD 
will woefully under deliver on the promise of "more parking". The idea that occasional parking patrol will serve as a crime deterrent is 
laughable, when even the police and security companies are slow to respond to valid reports of criminal activity. Lastly, I do not 
consider budget-conscious UCLA students or hourly hotel workers to be riffraff, and I am opposed to unnecessarily complicating their 
lives.

If / when the city performs an honest audit of The Glen's streets, you will find a PPD is unjustified. Please do not waste more of the 
city's limited time and resources on this unwarranted initiative, but rather, focus your office on effective solutions for actual problems.

Sincerely, 
Rachel White

PS. I picked-up and planted four of the shade trees made available through your office last year and am looking forward to seeing them 
grow. Thank you.
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NO vote for PPD (permit parking) in Brentwood Glen.
1 message

Mimi Bardet Tue. Oct 23, 2018 at 10:38 AM
councilmember.bonin@lacity.orgTo:

HI BGA & Save BG.org & Councilmember Mike Bonin,

I am a NO vote for permit parking/ PPD parking in the Brentwood Glen.

I am a long time Brentwood Glen resident/homeowner. {1960-1970 and 1975-present)

I can't attend the meeting on Wednesday. I think the meeting time of 5:30pm is not a good start time for many that work "regular' 
business/office hours.
It would be nice if a summary of the meeting was sent out in email, post, or flyer.

Thanks. 
Mimi Bardet
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Brentwood Glen PPD
1 message

Wed, Oct 24, 2018 at 11:37 AMNathan Locke
To: councilmember.bonin@lacity.org

Councilman Bonin;
I'm a resident on Bolas street in Brentwood Glen. The issue of whether or not to make our neighborhood a preferential parking district is 
heating up and we've got passionate neighbors getting upset on both sides. My question is whether or not your office can shed some 
light on the "parking occupancy study" that takes place as part of this process. There is conflicting information online on this. Almost no 
matter how I read the details of this parking occupancy study it appears to me that Brentwood Glen does not even close to qualify. The 
guidelines posted that seem to be what people believe the most is that when this study takes place 85% of all available parking spots 
must be occupied on at least 4 of the blocks in the PPD. I've driven around the Glen many many times now on different days and at 
different times to count cars and our neighborhood is never even close to this threshold. So if the city follows the letter of the law on this 
occupancy study I don't think the Glen qualifies and I'd rather see this debate shut down than to have more neighbors turning against 
each other.

Feel free to NOT make this a top priority because i see it all as a bit petty but trying to help squash a debate that has some neighbors 
very very upset.

Thanks, 
Nate Locke
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Preferential Parking Petition
2 messages

Cockrum, Bill Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 9:03 AM
, "councilmember.bonin@lacity.org" <councilmember.bonin@lacity.org>,To:

Thank you all for your work on this idea especially Councilman Mike Bonin’s Office and his wild Deputy, Lisa Cahill and the City 
Employees as well. And, thank you for your work on some other matters concerning Brentwood Glen but not this Parking Petition.

i am communicating these thoughts by email which seems the only communication your group prefers.

The idea of circulating a Petition to the City based upon a 80/20 vote on a ‘monkey’ survey with only 200 responses (a number of which 
may be repeats) from 525 residents is really not wise, thoughtful, or representative.

First, I believe your Brentwood GlenAssociation Board members are not elected by all residents in a vote. I wonder if you really 
represent us all and well on this issue.

Second, pressuring any block captains to solicit votes in favor of your Petition is really a step over the line of trust and responsibility 
never mind fiduciary duty.

Third, the inconvenience to residents (never mind the senseless cost of having to use either email or physical appearance to get permits 
from the City) to park a resident's car on the street is attacking a freedom we all currently enjoy and/or anticipating a problem that 
currently does not exist on a substantial majority of the streets in Brentwood Glen.

May I suggest you consider holding an election with candidates for your positions.

Second, may I suggest that your create a ballot.petition in hard copy (many of your residents do not want or use a computer to answer a 
‘survey monkey’ from you!) delivered to each residence asking for a response which includes the materials supplied by the Save 
Brentwood Glen Organization. And then a follow up tabulation and communication of results to each residence.

I request a response to this email be sent to all residents by hard copy as well as email to all residences.

Bill Cockrum

Lisa Cahill Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 10:59 AM 
, Councilmember BoninTo:

<councilmemDer.Donin@lacity.org>

Hi Bill—

So nice talking with you today. And thanks for the apology re: "wild". Although, like I said, it has been a highlight of my morning to be a 
wild deputy instead of a field deputy...sounds tike a fun job.

I will reflect the suggestions you made to LADOT. Our office takes no stand on PPD’s, we simply support what the community wants (or 
doesn't want) and make sure that we can do what we did at the annual meeting and at last night's meeting which is to bring in city dept 
staff to answer questions the community may have about the PPD. i cannot speak to the community process, but I hope that the official 
city petition is more clear to everyone who attended the meeting.

I will check on the ADA ramps for you and get that information to you as soon as I have an update. I will also have our Constituent 
Advocate connect with you regarding sidewalk repair program. If there is anything else needed, please let me know. We're here to 
help.

Best—Lisa

On Thu, Oct 25,2018 at 10:12 AM Cockrum, Bill < * wrote:

: Sent from Prof Bill's iPad

Begin forwarded message:
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Preferred Parking
2 messages

Jennifer Hasbrouck <jenniferghasbrouck@gmail.com>
To: bga90049@gmail.com
Cc: lisa.cahill@lacity.org, aron.thompson@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Sun, Oct 28, 2018 at 7:33 PM

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Jennifer Hasbrouck 
11345 Albata St, LA 90049

Sent from my iPhone

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Jennifer Hasbrouck <jenniferghasbrouck@gmail.com>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:10 AM

Jennifer,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908
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Change Vote for Preferential Permit Parking in Brentwood
2 messages

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 3:05 PMJeffrey Wang <jefftzewang@gmail.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

To whom it may concern

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Thanks,
Jeff

Jeffrey Wang
Email: jofftzewang@gmail.com 
Mobile: +1-650-823-9246

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:10 AMAron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Jeffrey Wang <jefftzewang@gmail.com>

Jeffrey,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards,

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908 i

t
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Parking petition
4 messages

Andrew strasmore <andrewstrasmore@mac.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 10:54 AM

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Barbara and Andrew Strasmore 
11359 Bolas St Ca. 90049

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Andrew strasmore <andrewstrasmore@mac.com>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:10 AM

Barbara and Andrew,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Andrew strasmore <andrewstrasmore@mac.com> 
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:23 AM

We already sent a reply requesting to get our signatures off the petition. Do you think they don’t have it?

Andrew Strasmore
[Quoted text hidden]

Andrew strasmore <andrewstrasmore@mac.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:26 AM

Resending

Andrew Strasmore
[Quoted text hidden]
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Fwd: Parking Petition
1 message

Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>, Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 9:46 AM

----------Forwarded message----------
From: Richard Urrea <rdu7@carthlink.net> 
Date: Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 8:48 AM 
Subject: Parking Petition 
To: <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
Cc: <infe@savobrentwoodglcn.org>

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Richard Urrea
11409 Cashmere Street
LA. CA

Sent from my iPhone

Lisa Cahill
Brentwood-Palisades Deputy-Environmental Liaison 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.11thdistrict.com

- ■;
, ■' irnj: t..

:

i '
Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones!

iti *ii
MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and Information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
My!_A311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.
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Preferential Permit Parking
2 messages

Avron Anstey <avron_anstey@yahoo.com>
To: "terikor1@gmail.com" <terikor1@gmail.com>, "y@tal.biz" <y@tal.biz>
Cc: "aron.thompson@lacity.org" <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, "lisa.cahill@lacity.org" <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, 
"info@SaveBrentwoodGlen.org" <info@savebrentwoodglen.org>

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 9:23 AM

Cori and Yoram,

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Avron Anstey 
11342 Cashmere street 
LA CA 90049

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Avron Anstey <avron_anstey@yahoo.com>
Cc: "terikor1@gmail.com" <terikor1@gmail.com>, "y@tal.biz" <y@tal.biz>, "lisa.cahill@lacity.org" <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, 
"info@SaveBrentwoodGlen.org" <info@savebrentwoodglen.org>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:11 AM

Avron,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst H
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908
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Parking Petition
2 messages

Richard Urrea <rdu7@earthlink.net> 
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 8:45 AM

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Richard Urrea 
11409 Cashmere Street 
LA. CA

Sent from my iPhone

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Richard Urrea <rdu7@earthlink.net>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 9:53 AM

Richard,

Please contact/email the organizers of the petition drive to inform them of your decision.
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson
4

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908
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Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
m

Change my YES to NO regarding Parking in Brentwood Glen
3 messages

Kim Southerland <kim.edtherapy@gmail.com>
To: terikor1@gmail.com, aron.thompson@lacity.org
Cc: lisa.cahill@lacity.org, y@tal.biz, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Thu, Oct 25, 2018 at 8:19 AM

To Whom It May Concern,

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City

Kim McArthur
11344 Gladwin Street 
Los Angeles. CA 90049

Thank you. 
-Kim

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Kim Southerland <kim.edtherapy@gmail.com>
Cc: Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, Yoram Tal <y@tal.biz>, 
info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:12 AM

/Kim,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards,

t[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Kim Southerland <kim.edtherapy@gmail.com> 
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Wed, Nov 7.2018 at 10:46 AM

I did

Sent from my iPhone
[Quoted text hidden]
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Kiel Avenue
3 messages

Mon, Mar 25, 2019 at 11:57 AMNorman Beil <normanbeil@mac.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> 
Cc: Board Bga <bga90049@gmail.com>, jly@lianglyllp.com

Hi Aron, Lisa

I’ve been asked to forward the following email to the appropriate people:

Begin forwarded message:

From: saniue!tailor1@gmail.com
Date: March 25, 2019 at 9:02:54 AM PDT
To: Jimmy Heck <JimmyHeck@HRGostates.com>
Subject: Fwd: Permit Parking on Kiel

We Mina and Parviz Tofer are the owners of 160 Beloit Los Angeles Ca 90049 and have been living there continually 
since 2009.
We are retired and elderly couple.
The permitted parking proposal for our street will hurt our quality of life tremendously.
We strongly oppose it.

Sent from my iPhone

As you know, 160 Beloit is on the corner of Kiel. It was erroneously listed as "vacant” on the petition for Kiel.

I believe the city ordinance makes it abundantly clear that a vacant home cannot be used to take a block that does not 
meet the 75% requirement and turn it into a block that does meet the 75% requirement. However, that issue is now moot 
because the house was never vacant.

I urge you to contact the residents of 160 Beloit — Mina and Parviz Tofer — and let them know that Kiel will not have 
permit parking. Either that, or let them know why the City is turning its back on them. This is particularly important,-and 
urgent because they would like to sell their house and they are concerned that permit parking will make it harder to sell.

I would like to add that throughout this entire process, time and time again, the LADOT and CD 11 have discriminated 
against elderly people. Treating the Tofers as if they were invisible will be just one more example of the City's elder 
abuse.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

Norman Beil

Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 12:30 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Norman Beil <normanbeil@mac.com>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Board Bga <bga90049@gmail.com>, jly@lianglyllp.com

Hi all—

Norman, thank you for reaching out. Aron, please make a note of the email that 160 Beloit is not vacant and that Mina 
and Parviz Tofer reside at that address,

f
Best—Lisa
[Quoted text hidden]
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Lisa Cahill
Brentwood-Palisades Deputy-Environmental Liaison 
Councilmember Mike Bonin 
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | www.11thdistrict.com

JU.

Sign Up for Mike's Email Updates

Download the City of Los Angeles MyLA311 aPP f°r smartphones!

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the services and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 12:32 PMNorman Beil <normanbeil@mac.com>
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, Board Bga <bga90049@gmail.com>, jly@lianglyllp.com

Thank you, Lisa. This is much appreciated by many residents!

-Norman
[Quoted text hidden]
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Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking
3 messages

Lawrence Miller <drlarbo@gmail.com> 
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Tue, Dec 11,2018 at 11:28 AM

Hi there; i previously signed a petition in favor of permit parking on my street, but I'd like to officially withdraw my support 
for PP and now want to go on record as opposing permit parking. Thanks, and let me know that you received this:) 
Happy Holidays,
LM
11331 Homedalo St, Los Angeles, CA 90049

Lawrence Miller, L.Ac.
Licensed Acupuncturist & Herbalist 
www.VeniceAcupuncture.com 
Appointments/Office: 310.399.6029 
Mobile: 310.346.9177

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: drlarbo@gmail.com

Wed, Dec 1.2, 2018 at 11:48 AM

Lawrence,

You will need to contact the person who you spoke to when signing the petition regarding the removal of your name. 
Once the petition reaches LADOT, the petition will be reviewed based on the signatures that appear. As of now, I have 
not received a petition for your block for Homedale between Beloit and Church.
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Lawrence Miller <drlarbo@gmail.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@!acity.org>

Wed, Dec 12, 2018 at 11:59 AM
t

Ok thanks:)
[Quoted text hidden]

Lawrence Miller, L.Ac.
12655 Washington Blvd., Suite 106 
Los Angeles, CA 90066 
(310) 399-6029 
www.veniceacupuncture.com

i
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Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>‘■is/

Brentwood Glen Permit Parking
5 messages

Carla Malden <malstar@aol.com> 
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Sun, Nov 25, 2018 at 10:13 PM

Dear Officer Thompson

I live in the Brentwood Glen. I attended our annual homeowners' association meeting on September 16, 2018.

When l arrived at the meeting, I signed something which I understood to be a sign-in attendance sheet. Since then, more 
than one person has mentioned that they believed there was no sign-in sheet, and that it is possible that I signed the 
petition in favor of converting the Glen to a PPD.

I am adamantly opposed to making the Glen a PPD and would never have signed such a petition knowingly. I understand 
that those petitions have now been turned into your office. I am relying on you to make certain that my name is removed 
from that petition should it appear there.

If possible, I would very much appreciate confirmation of the removal of my name or notice that it does not appear.

Thank you, 
Carla Malden

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: malstar@aol.com

Tue, Nov 27, 2018 at 7:27 AM

Ms. Malden,

Just for clarification, I am not an officer. In regards to the petitions, I cannot remove any signature from the petition. 
Signatures must be removed prior to their submission to our office. Petitions will be reviewed based on the signatures 
that are indicated. Have you tried contacting your homeowner's association or the person(s) who circulated the petition to 
discuss the issue.

Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson
i

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Carla Malden <malstar@aol.com> 
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Tue, Nov 27, 2018 at 8:22 AM

f
Thank you for your quick reply.

I'm a bit confused. Are you saying the petitions have not yet been submitted? If they have been, is it possible for you to 
check to see if my block was submitted. I live in the 11400 block of Bolas St.

Thank you, 
Carla Malden
[Quoted text hidden]
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Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: malstar@aol.com

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 1:58 PM

Carla,

Do you live on Bolas between Beloit and and the Dead End? I did not receive a petition for that block.

I did receive a petition for Beloit between Denair and Cashmere.

Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Carla Malden <malstar@aol.com> 
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 2:01 PM

Thank you for getting back to me. Yes, ! am on Bolas between Beloit and the dead end.
[Quoted text hidden]
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Fwd: Permit Parking
7 messages

Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 9:54 AM

Dear Aron,

Somehow between my surgery and my sister laws medical emergency, I missed removing this residents name from one 
of the streets she signed because this person signed for two blocks and I got confused with the corner she was located 
on. The block in question is Denair between Beloit and Church Lane. She was already removed from Beloit.

Per our conversation you have agree that I come downtown to remove that signature.

Cori Solomon

Begin forwarded message:

From: Kaija Keel <kaijakeel@gmail.com>
Subject: Permit Parking
Date: October 31,2018 at 6:44:35 PM PDT
To: Brentwood Glen <bga90049@gmail.com>
Cc: info@savebrentwoodglen.org, aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org

I live in Brentwood Glen.
I am not sure, but I may have signed a petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for my 
block.
I understand that this petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
! have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking.
If I did sign it, please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City.

Thank you 
Kaija Keel 
430 Beloit Ave

Sent from my iPhone

f
Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:06 AM

Cori,

You forwarded an email from a Kaija Keel of 430 Beloit Ave. Is this the resident who's name you want to come and cross 
out from the petition?
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908
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Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:12 AM

Yes. I crossed her name out on Beloit as you will see on the Beloit from Denair to Cashmere petition but I thought she 
was located on the East side of Cashmere and Beloit (a block that did not qualify for PPD) and missed removing her from 
the Denair block.

Cori Solomon
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmai!.com>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:15 AM

Cori,

Yes, the petitions have not been reviewed yet, so you can come and remove her name while signing and dating it as 
proof that you removed the name. Can you be here between 11 and 1130?
[Quoted text hidden]

Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:25 AM

Yes I can. Do you want to arrange for me to come into the parking lot and I can call you when I get there. I should be 
leaving in 10 minutes.

Cori Solomon 
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:36 AM

Yes, same as last time.
[Quoted text hidden]

Cori Solomon <terikor1@gmail.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Mon, Dec 3, 2018 at 10:39 AM

Leaving right now.

fCori
[Quoted text hidden]
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Preferential Parking
1 message

Thu, Nov 15, 2018 at 5:26 PMTom Croyle <tomcroyle@gmail.com>
To: Cori Solomon <BGA90049@gmail.com> 
Bcc: aron.thompson@lacity.org

Hi Cori,

Tim and I were discussing Preferential Parking, and decided that it is not a good idea. I signed a petition requesting 
Preferential Permit Parking for my block, and have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Permit Parking. Please 
remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City.

Thanks,
Tom

t
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Preferential Permit Parking
1 message

Colleen Capone <colleencapone@gmail.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, infor@savebrentwoodglen.org, Joe Capone <joercapone@gmail.com>

Fri, Nov 9, 2018 at 2:31 PM

Hello,

My husband and I live in Brentwood Glen. We signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for our block. We 
have changed out minds and do not want Preferential Permit Parking, so please remove our name(s) from the Petition 
before submitting it to the City.

Sincerely,

Colleen & Joseph Capone 
11328 Joffre Street
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Preferential parking
3 messages

James MacKenzie <lamontana@me.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: info@savebrentwoodglen.org, aron.thompson@lacity.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 9:49 AM

I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking.
I have changed my mind.
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City. 
James MacKenzie
'i 1335 u'-nair ctn. A 

lies 90049;_c-s Aii'

Please copy:

Sent from my iPhone
!

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: James MacKenzie <lamontana@me.com>
Cc: BGA90049@gmail.com, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:06 AM

James

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

James MacKenzie <lamontana@me.com>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:55 AM

Aron I have thank you

Sent from my iPhone
[Quoted text hidden]
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Please change our vote to NO
3 messages

Sat, Nov 3, 2018 at 2:09 PMTracy Honig <honigtracy@gmail.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com, aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahili@lacity.org

Hello,

We signed a petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking for our block. 
We have changed out; minds and do not want Preferential Permit Parking. 
Please remove our name from the Petition before submitting it to the City,

Tracy Honig 
Jonathan Honig
11320 Jutfre St, los Angeles, CA 90049

Sat, Nov 3, 2018 at 4:49 PMCori Solomon <bga90049@gmail.com>
To: Tracy Honig <honigtracy@gmail.com>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, lisa.cahill@lacity.org

Tracy,

Thanks for your email. I would be happy to take you off the petition for Joffre but neither you or you husband signed.

Cori Solomon 
[Quoted text hidden]

Tracy Honig <honigtracy@gmail.com>
To: Cori Solomon <bga90049@gmail.com>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, lisa.cahill@lacity.org

Sun, Nov 4, 2018 at 9:20 AM

My apologies, we were informed that we did. Nevermind then! Thanks for letting us know.

Sent from my iPhone 
[Quoted text hidden]

f
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(no subject)
3 messages

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 2:39 PM

Hello Lisa,

Just an FYI.

Below are the names of residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood who have included me in an email which request 
that their name be removed from the petition to establish a PPD—which they signed. You were cc'd on all the emails as 
well. You may or may not have received emails from other residents that I did not receive.

Bijan Ghatan

Michael Grossman

Richard/Judy Mosler

Barbara/Andrew Strasmore *

Jeffrey Wang

Avron Anstey

Richard Urrea

Kim McArthur

Jennifer Hasbrouck

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 2:48 PMLisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>
To: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Got it, thanks! I have asked Cori and Tai to take their petitions and make sure that all names are accurate and then turn 
them in.
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Have a great weekend!
[Quoted text hidden]

Lisa Cahill
Brentwood-Palisades Deputy-Environmental Liaison 
Councilmember Mike Benin 
City of Los Angeles
310-575-8461 | w.vvv.'i itheistiict.com

1. > - -
' • -'J •

y

i:!

Sign Up for Mike’s Email Updates

Download the City of L.os Angeles MyLA311 app for smartphones!

TT7. .tiI»] i jJi i *

MyLA311 links Angelenos with the sen/ices and information they need to enjoy their city, beautify their community and stay connected with their local government. With 
MyLA311, City of Los Angeles information and services are just a few taps away.

t

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org> 
To: Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>

Fri, Nov 2, 2018 at 2:58 PM

Ok thanks. You have a great weekend as well.
[Quoted text hidden)

/
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Change Petition Vote
5 messages

Michael Grossman <mdgross141@gmail.com>
To: BGA90049@gmail.com
Cc: aron.thompson@lacity.org, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Thu, Nov 1,2018 at 2:24 PM

I signed a Petition requesting Preferential Permit Parking.
I have changed my mind.
Please remove my name from the Petition before submitting it to the City.

Thanks!

Michael Grossman 
Kelsey Slander
11338 Cashmere St, Los Angeles, CA 90049

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Michael Grossman <mdgross141@gmail.com>
Cc: BGA90049@gmail.com, Lisa Cahill <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:07 AM

Michael,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908

Michael Grossman <mdgross141@gmail.com>
To: aron.thompson@lacity.org 
Cc: Cori Solomon <BGA90049@gmail.com>, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:19 AM

I don't know who that is. A woman walked in my house and asked me to sign a petition.

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Michael Grossman <mdgross141@gmail.com>
Cc: Cori Solomon <BGA90049@gmail.com>, Lisa Cahill <!isa.cahill@lacity.org>, "info@SaveBrentwoodGlen.org1 
<info@savebrentwoodglen.org>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:26 AM

Michael,

I see that you have included Cori Solomon in your email, so you can disregard my response.
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Regards,
[Quoted text hidden]

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 11:56 AMBGA Board <bga90049@gmail.com>
To: Michael Grossman <mdgross141@gmail.com>
Cc: Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, lisa.cahill@lacity.org, info@savebrentwoodglen.org

Michael

On November 1,2018 I sent an email that we removed your name from the petition.

The signatures on your block were obtained by a volunteer neighbor on your street and I am mortified that someone just 
walked into your home if that was the case.

Cori Solomon
[Quoted text hidden]
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Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>

Brentwood Glen Preferential Parking Petition
2 messages

Tue, Oct 30, 2018 at 8:59 PMRachel Ghatan <ghatan1@msn.com>
To: "BGA90049@gmail.com" <BGA90049@gmail.com>
Cc: "aron.thompson@lacity.org" <aron.thompson@lacity.org>, "lisa.cahill@lacity.org" <lisa.cahill@lacity.org> 
"info@savebrentwoodglen.org" <info@savebrentwoodglen.org>

To who it may concern- 
I live in Brentwood Glen
I signed a petition requesting a Preferential Parking Permit for my block.
I understand that this Petition has not yet been submitted to the City.
I have changed my mind. I do not want Preferential Parking. I was not adequately informed prior to signing the Petition. 
Please remove my name from Petition before submitting it to the City. ,

Bijan Ghatan 
11323 Joffre Street 
Los Angeles, Ca 90049

Aron Thompson <aron.thompson@lacity.org>
To: Rachel Ghatan <ghatan1@msn.com>
Cc: "BGA90049@gmail.com" <BGA90049@gmail.com>, "lisa.cahill@lacity.org" <lisa.cahill@lacity.org>, 
"info@savebrentwoodglen.org" <info@savebrentwoodglen.org>

Wed, Nov 7, 2018 at 10:09 AM

Rachel,

Please contact the organizers of the petition drive regarding your decision.

Regards

[Quoted text hidden]

Aron Thompson

Management Analyst II
City of Los Angeles Transportation Department
Parking Permits Division
213-972-4908
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Email to the city administrators for objection to PPD 292

From: Deborah Lynn (dr.deborahlynn@gmail.com)

holly.wolcott@lacity.org; patrice.lattimore@lacity.org; alan.alietti@lacity.org 

Date: Sunday, September 15, 2019, 10:02 PM PDT

To:

| Dear Sirs and Madams of the LA city Council in charge of parking permitting,

I am a resident of the neighborhood of Brentwood Glenn. My address is 11415 Albata Street. I am writing 
to strongly oppose making our streets preferential parking (PPD 292). There are many reasons for my 
opposition. I will list them here:
1. In all the years I have lived in Brentwood Glenn I have never once had difficulty finding a parking space. I 
observe that all my neighbors on my street do not have problems finding parking. My neighbors have never 
complained. There is not a general feeling that this is needed. This is not a high traffic neighborhood. It is a series 
of dead-end streets. There are no attractions to our neighborhood for people to park here.

There is some, what I would call, paranoid ideas, that people that work at UCLA or hotels park cars in our 
neighborhood. I have never seen this. There is no proof of this. Furthermore UCLA and hotels are a good 30-60 
minute walk from our streets in the Glen. This idea is fraught with paranoia.

2. Most of us in the Glen are on fixed incomes. It will be a huge financial burden for me to pay hundreds of dollars 
a year to cover all the permits for my cars and those of my family members and household helpers that often 
come to help me in any given week. This will be an enormous burden for me.
3. The way our neighborhood council leaders accumulated enthusiasm for this measure has been at its worst a 

hostile and coercive process, based on misinformation. Our council leaders took it upon themselves to talk to 
neighbors and either downplay all the consequences that preferred parking would have or overplay worries about 
crowded parking. Many people reported just signing the petition because it “sound like a good idea“ when the 
council members just simply explained “wouldn't you like preferred parking?” The details of the burden of the 
expense to all of us were not fully disclosed at the time they gathered signatures. There was no one with them to 
educate our neighbors about an opposing view. They scared and intimidated people by telling them that since we 
live close to UCLA and the veterans hospital, there would be people parking unwanted vehicles on our streets. 
They also cited an example of at some point there was construction being done across Sunset Boulevard and 
construction workers parked in our neighborhood. Apparently this caused congestion on Church Lane for a period 
of time. There was no proof of this, and that construction is now many years past.
4. There are many people against this in the neighborhood and it is largely unwelcome and seemingly a pet 
project of our council members, which does not represent all of us fairly.

5. I view this as a tax imposed on many who cannot afford more taxation.

6. I do not want the added congestion of parking attendant cars driving around my streets where my children are 
playing. The neighborhood counsel members who like this idea, have posed the parking attendants as security 
guards. Thus, many are under the false idea that parking attendants driving around looking for parking violations will 
be keeping out streets safer. This is untrue.

Please do not let this happen in my neighborhood.

Yours sincerely, 
Dr. Lynn

1 of 2 9/16/2019, 8:30 AM
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Deborah Lynn, MD
Clinical Instructor UCLA Department of Psychiatry and Biobehavioral Sciences 
Adult, Adolescence, and Child Psychiatry and Psychoanalysis 
10850 Wilshire Blvd 
#1150
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
(310) 470-0889/ (310) 749-7342 
Fax: (310) 470-7110

LEGAL NOTICE: This email and any attachment carry an expectation of 
confidence. The email and any attachment may also be legally privileged 
and confidential. If you are not an intended recipient, please delete this 
email and any attachment from your system without taking a copy and inform 
the sender immediately. Any unauthorised use of the information in this 
email or attachment would be a breach of confidentiality.

Deborah Lynn, MD
Clinical Instructor UCLA Department of Psychiatry and Biobehavioral Sciences 
Adult, Adolescence, and Child Psychiatry and Psychoanalysis 
10850 Wilshire Blvd 
#1150
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
(310) 470-0889/ (310) 749-7342 
Fax: (310) 470-7110

LEGAL NOTICE: This email and any attachment carry an expectation of 
confidence. The email and any attachment may also be legally privileged 
and confidential. If you are not an intended recipient, please delete this 
email and any attachment from your system without taking a copy and inform 
the sender immediately. Any unauthorised use of the information in this 
email or attachment would be a breach of confidentiality.

2 of 2 9/16/2019, 8:30 AM
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT GUIDELINES

Adopted : July 31, 2002 - CF# : 02-1507

Articles II, IV through VI, and VIII through X of the 1981 City CEQA Guidelines areSection 1.
hereby repealed.

Article I of the City CEQA Guidelines is hereby amended to read as follows:Section 2.

Article I. INCORPORATION OF STATE CEQA GUIDELINES

The City hereby adopts as its own City CEQA Guidelines all of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, contained in title 15, California Code of Regulations, sections 15000 et seq, and 
incorporates all future amendments and additions to those guidelines as may from time to time 
be adopted by the State.”

Article III of the City CEQA Guidelines is hereby renumbered as Article II and isSection 3.
amended to read as follows:

“ARTICLE II: EXEMPTIONS

General Rule and General Exemption.1.

These Guidelines apply generally to discretionary actions by City agencies which may have a 
significant effect on the environment. However, where it can be seen with certainty that there is no 
possibility that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the environment, the activity 
is not covered by CEQA and these Guidelines do not apply. 1

Exempt Activities.2.

The following activities are exempt from the requirements of CEQA and these Guidelines:

a. Emergency projects, such as:

1) Projects undertaken, carried out, or approved by a City agency to maintain, 
repair, restore, demolish or replace property or facilities damaged or destroyed 
as a result of a disaster in a disaster-striken area for which a state of emergency

1 A form that may be used for this general exemption is attached as Exhibit J.
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has been proclaimed by the Governor pursuant to Chapter 7 (commencing with 
Section 8550) of Division 1, Title 2 of the Government Code.

2) Emergency repairs to public service facilities necessary to maintain service.

3) Specific actions necessary to prevent or mitigated an emergency.

b. Ministerial projects,2 such as,

Issuance of building permits, 3 including:1)

a) Demolition permits except those involving the demolition or removal of 
buildings or structures of historical, archaeological or architectural 
consequence as officially designated by federal, State or local government 
action.
Electrical permits.b)

c) Heating, ventilating, air-conditioning and refrigeration permits.

d) Elevator permits.

e) Boiler and pressure vessel permits.

f) Plumbing permits.

g) Relocation permits.

2) Issuance of business licenses.

3) Approval of final subdivision maps.

4) Issuance of Fire Department permits necessary for the safeguarding of life and 
property from the hazards of fire, explosion or panic.

5) Approval and installation of individual utility service connections and 
disconnections, including:

2 Where a project involves an approval that contains elements of both a ministerial action and a 
discretionary action, the project will be deemed to be discretionary and will be subject to the requirements
of CEQA. (State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15268 (d).)

A building permit will not be ministerial if the parcel in question is covered by a specific plan that 
gives discretion to a City official or Decision-Making Body regarding the design of the project for which the
permit is sought.

3
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a) Water and electrical facilities to serve approved projects of public agencies, 
including, but not limited to, street lighting systems, fire hydrants, etc.

b) Utility extensions of reasonable length to serve proj ects for which permits have 
been issued.

6) Permits issued by the Department of Public Works as follows:

a) Class “A” permits for construction or repair of sidewalks, driveways and 
curbs.

b) Excavation permits except those involving areas of archaeological 
consequence as officially designated by federal, State or local government 
action

c) House-moving permits.

d) Permits for house numbers on curbs.

e) Manhole cover permits.

f) Overload permits (height, width and weight).

g) Permit for lease dump truck (personal).

h) Sewer permits (special connections).

i) Storm drain connection permits.

j) Permits for private rubbish trucks.

7) Projects requiring the approval of the City Planning Department:

a) Parcel Maps - determination that existing regulations do not apply.

b) Airport Approach Zoning Regulations - Planning Director authority to 
determine airport hazard area boundaries.

c) Change of Zone or Height District (Ordinances implementing change): 
Removal of “F” Funded Improvement - removal of designation from map; 
“Q” and “T” Classification - removal of designation from map; and “Q” plot 
plan approval pursuant to precise instructions from City Council leaving no 
discretion.
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d) Office of Zoning Administration - plot plan approvals pursuant to precise 
instructions or conditions leaving no discretion.

e) Conditional Uses - plot plan approvals pursuant to precise instructions from 
the Decision-Making Body.

8) Engineering permits issues in accordance with an entitlement for use previously 
granted.

9) Permits issued by the Department of Traffic as follows:

a) Searchlight permits.

b) Bicycle rack permits.

c) Vendors’ permits.

10) Permits issued by the Police Commission as follows:

a) Cafe and entertainment shows.

b) Equine license.

c) Breeders license.

d) Sentry dog trainer license.

Categorical Exemptions, as set forth in Article VII of these Guidelines.c.

d. Feasibility and planning studies for possible future action, although such studies shall include 
consideration of environmental factors.

Proposals for legislation to be enacted by the State Legislature.e.

4f. Continuing administrative, maintenance and personnel-related activities.

The submission of proposals to a vote of the people of the City of Los Angeles.g.

h. Any activity specifically exempted from the requirements of CEQA by State Law.

4 This subsection should not be construed by City Agencies to exempt their ongoing programs 
that may have significant impacts on the environment.
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Any activity (approval of bids, execution of contracts, allocation offunds, etc.) for which 
the underlying project has previously been evaluated for environmental significance and 
processed according to the requirements of these Guidelines.

i.

5Projects which are rejected or disapproved.j.

k. Actions undertaken by the City of Los Angeles relating to any thermal power plant site or 
facility, including the expenditure, obligation or encumbrance of funds for planning, 
engineering or design purposes, or for the purchase of equipment, fuel, water, (except 
ground water), steam or power for such a thermal power plant, if the thermal power plant 
site and related facility will be the subject of an EIR or Negative Declaration or other 
document or documents prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.5, 
which will be prepared by:

1) The State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission,

2) The Public Utilities Commission, or

3) The City or County in which the power plant and related facility would be located.

The EIR, Negative Declaration, or other document prepared for the thermal power plant 
site or facility shall include the environmental impact, if any, ofthe action described in this 
Subsection.

l. Activities or approvals necessary to the bidding for, hosting or staging of, and funding or 
carrying out of, Olympic Games under the authority of the International Olympic 
Committee (IOC), except for the construction or enlargement of facilities necessary for 
such Olympic Games. If such facilities are required by the IOC as a condition of being 
awarded the Olympic Games, the Lead City Agency need not discuss the “no project” 
alternative in the EIR with respect to those facilities.

The adoption of ordinances that do not result in impacts on the physical environment.m.

General policy procedure making, except if applied to a specific “project” as defined in 
State CEQA Guidelines section 15378.

n.

The establishment, modification, structuring, restructuring, or approval of rates, tolls, fares 
or other charges by the City of Los Angeles which the Decision-Making Body finds are 
for the purpose of:

o.

5 This Subsection is intended to allow an initial screening of projects on the merits for quick 
disapprovals prior to the initiation of the environmental review process where the Lead City Agency can
determine that the project cannot be approved. This Subsection shall not be construed to relieve an 
applicant from paying the costs of an EIR or Negative Declaration prepared for his project prior to a 
disapproval after normal project evaluation and processing.
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1) Meeting operating expenses, including employee wage rates and fringe benefits,

2) Purchasing or leasing supplies, equipment or materials,

3) Meeting financial reserve needs and requirements,

4) Obtaining funds for capital projects, necessary to maintain service within existing 
service areas, or

5) Obtaining funds necessary to maintain such intra-city transfers as are authorized 
by city charter.

The Decision-Making Body shall incorporate written findings in the record of any 
proceeding in which an exemption under this section is claimed setting forth with 
specificity the basis for the claim of the exemption.

p. Actions taken prior to January 1, 1982, by the City of Los Angeles to implement the 
transition from the property taxation system in effect prior to June 1, 1978, to the system 
provided for by Article XIII A of the California Constitution. This exemption is limited to 
projects directly undertaken by a person which are supported in whole or in part through 
contracts, grants, subsidies, loans, or other forms of assistance from the City of Los 
Angeles where the projects:

1) Initiate or increase fees, rates, or charges charged for any existing public service, 
program, or activity, or

2) Reduce or eliminate the availability of an existing public service program, or 
activity, or

3) Close publicly owned or operated facilities, or

4) Reduce or eliminate the availability of an existing publicly owned transit service, 
program, or activity.

q. Activities and proposals by the City of Los Angeles necessary for the preparation and 
adoption of a local coastal program pursuant to the California Coastal Act, (commencing 
with Section 30000 of the Public Resources Code). CEQA shall apply to the certification 
of a local coastal program by the California Coastal Commission pursuant to Chapter 6 
of the California Coastal Act.

Projects for the institution or increase of passenger or commuter service on rail lines 
already in use, including the modernization of existing stations and parking facilities.

r.
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Projects for the development of a regional transportation improvement program or the 
state transportation improvement program.

s.

Zone change ordinances initiated by the City for the purpose of complying with Section 
65860 (d) of the California Government Code, provided that the zone change provides for 
the least intensive use category allowed by the applicable provisions of the General Plan 
of the City of Los Angeles.”

t.

Article VII of the City CEQA Guidelines is hereby renumbered as Article III andSection 4.
reads as follows:

“ARTICLE HI: CATEGORICAL EXEMPTIONS ARTICLE III CATEGORICAL 
EXEMPTIONS

Classes of Categorical Exemptions.1.

The Secretary for Resources has provided a list of classes of proj ects which he has determined do 
not have a significant effect on the environment and which are therefore exempt from the provi sions 
of CEQA. The following specific categorical exemptions within such classes are set forth for use 
by Lead City Agencies, provided such categorical exemptions are not used for projects where it 
can be readily perceived that such projects may have a significant effect on the environment.

a. Class 1. Existing Facilities.

Class 1 consists of the operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of existing public or 
private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features, involving 
negligible or no expansion of use beyond that previously existing.

1) Interior or exterior alterations involving remodeling or minor construction where there be 
negligible or no expansion of use.

2) Operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of existing facilities of both investor and 
publicly owned utilities, electrical power, natural gas, sewage, water, and telephone, and 
mechanical systems serving existing facilities, including alterations to accommodate a 
specific use.

3) Operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of existing highways and streets, 
sidewalks, gutters, bicycle and pedestriantrails, storage areas, parking lots, aircraft parking 
areas, wharves, railroads, runways, taxiways, navigable waterways, bridle trails, service 
roads, fire lanes and golf-cart paths, except where the activity will involve removal of a 
scenic resource including but not limited to a stand of trees, a rock outcropping or an 
historic building.
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4) Restoration or rehabilitation of deteriorated or damaged structures, facilities or mechanical 
equipment and systems to meet current standards of public health, safety and 
environmental protection.

5) Additions to existing structures provided that the addition will not result in an increase of 
more than:

a) 50 percent of the floor area ofthe structures before the addition or 2,500 square feet, 
whichever is less; or

b) 10,000 square feet of:

i. The project is in an area where all public services and facilities are available to 
allow for maximum development permissible in the General Plan and

ii. The area in which the project is located is not environmentally sensitive.

6) Addition of safety, security, health or environmental protection devices for use during 
construction of or in conjunctionwith existing structures, facilities or mechanical equipment, 
or topographical features (including navigational devices).

7) New copy on existing on and off-premise signs.

8) Maintenance of existing landscaping, native growth, water supply reservoirs; and brush 
clearance for weed abatement and fire protection (excluding the use of economic poisons 
as defined in Division 7, Chapter 2, California Agricultural Code).

9) Maintenance of fish screens, fish ladders, wildlife habitat areas, artificial wildlife waterway 
devices, streamflows, springs and waterholes, and stream channels (clearing of debris) to 
protect fish and wildlife resources, lakes and reservoirs.

610) Division of existing multiple family rental units into condominiums or stock cooperatives.

11) Demolition and removal of individual small structures listed in this subdivision except where 
the structures are of historical, archaeological or architectural significance:

a) Single-family residences not in conjunction with the demolition of two or more units;

b) Motels, apartments, and duplexes designed for not more than four dwelling units of not 
in conjunction with the demolition of two or more such structures;

6 A multiple family rental unit is “existing” when the Department of Building and Safety has issued 
a certificate of occupancy.
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c) Stores, offices, and restaurants of designed for an occupant load of20 persons or less, 
if not in conjunction with the demolition of two or more such structures;

d) Accessory (appurtenant) structures including garages, carports, patios, swimming 
pools, and fences.

12) Outdoor lighting and fencing for security and operations.

13) Interior or internal modifications to established and discrete areas which are fully 
developed within the larger environment ofparks or recreation centers, where such interior 
or internal modification is essentially a rearrangement (rather than an additive function) such 
as might occur at a zoo, outdoor museum, arboretum, formal garden, or similar display 
area.

14) Issuance, renewal or amendment of any lease, license or permit to use an existing structure 
or facility involving negligible or no expansion of use.

15) Installation of traffic signs, signals and pavement markings, including traffic channelization 
using paint and raised pavement markers.

16) Installation of parking meters.

17) Operation, repair, maintenance or minor alteration of surface pipelines serving industrial 
or commercial facilities and all subsurface pipelines.

18) Issuance of permits, leases, agreements, berth and space assignments, and renewals, 
amendments or extensions thereof, or other entitlements granting use of the following 
existing facilities and land and water use areas involving negligible or no expansion of use 
and/or alteration or modification of the facilities or its operations beyond that previously 
existing or permitted:

a) Municipal Warehouses and Transit Sheds.

b) Municipal Wharves.

c) Municipal Airports.

d) Storage areas for domestic shipment-receipt and foreign import-export commodities.

e) Office Space.

f) Surface or subsurface pipelines serving industrial or commercial facilities in the Harbor 
District.

g) Municipal Utility Rights-of-Way.
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19) The granting of variances by the Board of Police Commissioners from the requirements 
of Section 41.40 of the L.A.M.C., where the activity permitted will be completed within 
30 days after the variance is granted.

20) Modernization of an existing highway, street, alley, walk, mall or minor drainage channel 
by construction of improvements, resurfacing, reconstruction, eliminating] ut-outs, widening 
less than a single lane width, adding shoulders or parking lanes, adding auxiliary lanes for 
localized purposes (turning, passing, and speed change), correcting substandard curves 
and intersection, bottleneck bridge widenings not to exceed the width of the adjacent 
existing roadway approaches, and other bridge widenings less than an additional lane on 
the bridge. This exemption shall not be used where extensive tree removal will be 
involved.

21) Modifications to existing storm drain systems for collection of local water at alternate 
points within an existing local drainage area unless impact on a park is anticipated.

22) Granting or renewal of a variance or conditional use for a nonsignificant change of use in 
an existing facility.

23) Granting of a variance to permit continued operation of a non-conforming essential service 
or retail convenience after the mandated Zoning Code removal date.

24) Relocation of an existing use within a publicly owned facility.

25) Installation of fire hydrants on existing water mains.

26) Construction of erosion control facilities.

27) Zoning Administrator approval offoster care and day care homes pursuant to L.A.M.C. 
Section 12.27 E.

28) Zoning Administrator approval to use existing dwelling units as model homes.

29) Minor repairs and alterations to existing dams and appurtenant structures under the 
supervision of the Department of Water Resources.

30) Actions of the Board ofBuilding and Safety Commissioners on Appeals of Determinations 
of the Superintendent of Building, except actions of the Commission taken pursuant to 
L.A.M.C. Sections 91.3002(f)-4-e.

31) Establishment or modification of any rate, fee or charge for the use of existing municipal 
facilities and services involving negligible or no expansion of use.
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32) Installation, maintenance or modification of mechanical equipment and public convenience 
devices and facilities which are accessory to the use of the existing structures or facilities 
and involve the negligible or no expansion of use.

33) The issuance, modification or relocation of police permits for antique shops, auto parks, 
auto rental, bath and massage, card club, card school, dancing academy, dance (public 
one night), escort bureau, figure studios, game arcade, games of skill and science, 
identification card, jewelry auction, locksmith, messenger service, nudist colony, 
pawnbroker, pool table (single), pool tables, poolroom, billiard room, family billiard room, 
private patrol, rides/merry-go-round, rummage sale, sales (closing out and removal), 
secondhand (auto parts, books, jewelry, and general), seller of concealable firearms, 
shooting gallery, towing operation, social clubs, and proprietor or subscriber alarm system.

34) Federally funded programs for revitalization of deteriorating urban areas for purposes of 
correcting building code violations and making other improvements to existing dwelling 
units, including coordinating those public improvements necessary to improve public 
facilities in connection with such revitalization. This exemption does not include the 
construction of new public facilities.

3 5) Minor extensions of, and connections between, existing taxiways which permit alternative 
aircraft ground maneuvering operations and involve negligible or no expansion of use.

36) The issuance, modification or relocation of animal regulation permits for impounding stray 
animals declared to be a nuisance, disposal of old, crippled or infected dogs, neighborhood 
retail pet shops, animal trapping, keeping or wild animals as pets, and keeping of carrier 
or homing pigeons which are to be liberated for exercise or racing.

37) Crushing of cement concrete, asphalt concrete, masonry and other related materials 
resulting from demolition work when the crushing activity occurs on industrial zoned land, 
is in compliance with L.A.M.C. Secs. 112.04 and 112.05 , and includes dust suppression 
measures sufficient to meet the requirements of the Southern California Air Quality 
Management District.

38) Conversion of a single family residence to office use.

39) The conversion of existing commercial or industrial units in one structure from single to 
condominium type ownership.

40) Federally funded programs for the provision of public services that result in negligible or 
no impact on the physical environment and that do not involve the construction of new 
public or private facilities.

b. Class 2. Replacement or Reconstruction.
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Class 2 consists of replacement or reconstruction of existing structures and facilities where the 
new structure will be located on the same site as the structure replaced and will have 
substantially the same purpose and capacity as the structure replaced.

1) Replacement or reconstruction of existing schools, hospitals, recreation buildings and 
libraries to provide earthquake resistant structures which do not increase capacity more 
than fifty percent (50%).

2) Replacement of a commercial or industrial structure with a new structure of substantially 
the same size, purpose and capacity.

3) Replacement or reconstruction of existing utility systems and/or facilities involving negligible 
or no expansion of capacity.

4) Conversion of overhead electric utility distribution system facilities to underground including 
connection to existing overhead electric utility distribution lines where the surface is 
restored to the condition existing prior to the undergrounding.

5) Replacement or reconstruction of surface or subsurface pipelines involving negligible or no 
expansion of use beyond that previously existing.

6) Replacement or reconstruction of existing heating and air-conditioning systems.

7) Replacement of existing pedestrian stairways, including such additional rights of way as 
needed to bring the stairways up to current standards of length and width, providing that 
the project does not impact cultural resources of remove mature trees.

c. Class 3. New Construction of Small Structures.

Class 3 consists of construction and location of limited numbers of new, small facilities or 
structures, installation of small new equipment and facilities in small structures; and the 
conversion of existing small structures from one use to another where only minor modifications 
are made in the exterior of the structure. The numbers of structures described in this section 
are the maximum allowable within a two year period. Examples of this exemption include but 
are not limited to:

1) Single family residences not in conjunction with the building of two or more units. In 
urbanized areas, up to three single family residences may be constructed under this 
exemption.

2) Apartments, duplexes and similar structures, designed for not more that four dwelling units 
of not in conjunction with the building of two or more such structures. In urbanized areas, 
the exemption applies to single apartments, duplexes and similar structures designed for not 
more than six dwelling units of not constructed in conjunction with the building of two or 
more such units.
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3) Stores, motels, offices, restaurants, and similar small commercial structures not involving 
the use of significant amounts of hazardous substances, designed for an occupant load of 
30 persons or less, if not in conjunction with the building of two or more structures. In 
urbanized areas, the exemption also applies to commercial buildings on sites zoned for such 
use, if designed for an occupant load of 30 persons or less, of not constructed in 
conjunction with the building of 4 or more such structures and of not involving the use of 
significant amounts of hazardous substances.

4) Installation of new equipment and/or industrial facilities involving negligible or no expansion 
of use if required for safety, health, the public convenience, or environmental control.

5) Water main, sewage, electrical, gas and other utility extensions of reasonable lengths to 
serve already approved construction.

6) Accessory (appurtenant) structures including garages, carports, patios, swimming pools, 
fences, game courts (including tennis courts accessory to residential developments), play 
areas and retaining walls.

7) Installation of scientific measuring, monitoring and testing devices.

8) Additions to underground electric and water utility distribution system facilities such as 
cables, conduits, pipelines, manholes, vaults and appurtenances, including connections to 
existing overhead electrical utility distribution lines.

9) Installation of surface and subsurface pipelines and equipment in industrial facilities 
involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that previously existing.

10) Street lighting projects, with the exception of those systems where illuminationlevels would 
materially exceed minimum levels of illumination recommended in the current edition of the 
“American National Standard Practice for Roadway Lighting” as approved by the 
American National Standards Institute.

11) Sewers constructed to alleviate a high potential or existing public health hazard. Such 
sewers shall be of a size and capacity to serve only the area of need.

12) Storm drains constructed to collect low flow or alleviate other local drainage problems 
unless impact on a park is anticipated.

13) Offsite sewers as described in Section 64.11.2 of the L.A.M.C., of no greater diameter 
than 10 inches, that will serve an area local in nature.

14) Authorizations by the Department of Public Utilities and Transportation for the installation, 
relocation and/or replacement of police and fire boxes, and poles, guys and antennas 
external to existing buildings.
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15) Recommendations by the Department of Public Utilities and Transportation for improved 
crossing protection.

16) Issuance by the Department of Public Utilities and Transportation of permits for ambulance 
driver or attendant, auto-for-hire, public service vehicle, or school bus.

17) Projects involving less than 35 dwelling units or 15,000 square feet of commercial, 
industrial, governmental or institutional floor space where, as determined by the 
appropriate City department, the project is not in a designated hillside (“H”) area or in an 
officially mapped area of severe geologic hazard, conforms with or is less intensive than the 
adopted plan, is a fill-in rather than an initial intrusion into an established pattern of 
development, is not in an officially designated Paleontological. Historical, Archaeological 
or Seismic Study Area, and, of residential, is more that 1,000 feet from a freeway, railway, 
or airport, except where the mitigation of potentially significant noi se and air quality impacts 
to an insignificant level is ensured. If any grading is required in connection with such 
proj ects, this Categorical Exemption shall not apply unless the grading is also exempted by 
Subsection d of Subsection 1 of this Article.

7d. Class 4. Minor Alterations to Land.

Class 4 consists of minor public or private alterations to the condition of land, water and/or 
vegetation which do not involve removal of mature, scenic trees except for forestry and 
agricultural purposes:

1) Grading on land with a slope of less than ten percent (10%), except where it is to be 
located in a waterway, in any wetland, in an officially designated (by federal, State, or local 
governmental action) scenic area or in an officially mapped areas of severe geologic 
hazard.

2) Grading on land with a slope of fifteen percent (15%) or more, and/or involving grading 
in excess of 20,000 cubic yards. This exemption will not apply to grading located in a 
waterway, in any wetland, in an officially designated (by federal, State, or local action) 
scenic area, or in officially mapped areas of severe geologic hazard, or contains scenic 
trees.

3) New gardening, tree planting, or landscaping, but not including tree removal except dead, 
damaged or diseased trees or limbs.

7 See “Exemption by Location,” Section 4a of this Article.
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4) Filling of earth into previously excavated land, and maintenance and preservation of land 
elevation in areas of land settlement and subsidence with material compatible with the 
natural features of the site.

5) Minor alterations in land, water and vegetation on existing officially designated wildlife 
management areas of fish production facilities which result in improvement of habitat for 
fish and wildlife resources or greater fish production.

6) T emporary uses of land having no permanent effects on the environment, including but not 
limited to carnivals, parades, temporary location filming, sales of Christmas trees, building 
materials storage on street or sidewalk during job, construction offices and tract sales 
offices.

7) The issuance, renewal or amendment of any lease, license or permit to use land involving 
minor alterations to the condition of the land.

8) The renewal or amendment of any lease which allows for a minor increase in leased 
acreage.

9) Watercourse permits.

10) Grading and/or paving of existing rights of way for parking where zoning laws permit such 
use, street access exists, and the project does not significantly impact local drainage 
patterns, cultural resources, or trees.

11) Zoning Administrator approval to erect and maintain temporary subdivision directional 
signs.

12) Minor trenching and backfilling where the surface is restored.

13) The creation of bicycle lanes on existing rights-of-way.

14) Relocation of residential structures located on lands acquired for a public use to a new site.

15) Maintenance dredging where the spoil is deposited in a spoil area authorized by all 
applicable State and federal regulatory agencies.

16) Corrective grading to repair slope failures and for restoration of previously graded areas 
to their original configurations.
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8e. Class 5. Alterations in Land Use Limitations.

Class 5 consists of minor alterations in land use limitations in areas with less than a 20% slope, 
which do not result in any changes in land use pr density, including but not limited to:

1) Minor lot line adjustments, side yard and setback variances not resulting in the creation of 
any new parcel nor in any change in land use or density.

2) Issuance of minor encroachment permits.

3) Minor street, alley and utility easement vacations where the vacated property does not 
constitute a buildable site that would allow a commercial or industrial development of more 
that 10,000 square feet or a residential development of more than 25 units.

4) Conveyances of minor miscellaneous easements, including street, alley or walkway 
easements.

5) Acquisition of public street easements and the construction of street improvements required 
pursuant to Section 12.37 ofthe L.A.M.C. including minor modifications and minor waiver 
requirements.

6) Minor modifications ofthe conditions of previously approved tentative tract maps involving 
improved design features when no increase in the number of lots or parcels is proposed.

7) Changes in Council instructions related to a change of zone or height district.

8) Extensions of time to utilize “Q” provisions imposed upon changes of zone or height 
district, to utilize a variance or conditional use grant, or to record a final tract.

9) Interpretations and minor adjustments to the boundaries of zones or height districts limited 
by the existing provisions of Section 12.30 of the L.A.M.C.

10) Minor area variances, building location and configuration variances, yard variances, or 
slight modifications which do not result in any change in land use or additional dwelling 
units.

11) Department of Building and Safety Orders and Zoning Administrator Interpretations and 
appeals therefrom which do not result in change in land use or additional dwelling units.

12) Zone changes that reduce the maximum intensity of use of the land, but do not change the 
nature of the use.

8 See “Exemption by Location,” Section 4a of this Article.
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13) Zone changes or variances that merely conform zoning to an existing use where the existing 
use was legally commenced.

14) Zone changes from residential to P-1 on connectionwith an already developed commercial 
or industrial use.

15) Acceptance of future streets to provide windows for sewer house connections.

16) Removal of minor vehicular access restrictions.

17) Dedication of easements for streets, alleys and walkways over City-owned property 
already improved as streets, alleys or walkways.

18) Conveyance of easements between public agencies for streets, alleys or walkways over 
properties already improved as streets, alleys or walkways.

19) Acquisition of easements for drainage and sanitary sewers for the conveyance of local 
drainage and sewage flow into existing outlet facilities.

20) Acquisition of easements for future streets, alleys and walkways.

21) Acceptance of future streets, alley and walkways which are already improved as streets, 
alley and walkways, as public streets, alley and walkways.

22) Release of agreements on property involving lot ties, public easements, dedications, and 
submittals of plans.

23) Granting or renewal of a variance or conditional use for a non-significant change of use of 
land.

24) Reversion to acreage in accordance with the Subdivision Map Act.

25) Establishment, change or removal of building lines.

26) Consolidation of contiguous properties into a lesser number of parcels which may involve 
the vacation of unimproved paper streets or alleys.

27) Termination of City Council approved zone changes or height district files if not 
implemented after three (3) years, including “T” removals and seven (7) step subdivisions 
subject to a withholding ordinance for dedication and improvements, if in conflict with the 
most recent City Council adopted community plan.

28) Acquisition of land for the purpose of acquiring fee title underlying an existing easement.
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29) Acquisition of tax delinquent property where no use other than the existing use is 
contemplated.

30) Granting easements to other local agencies, utilities or private persons to accomplish 
activities that are categorically exempted by these Guidelines.

31) Transfer of jurisdiction of a portion of the Los Angeles City Street System to the County 
of Los Angeles to allow the County to improve the street.

32) Reduction of a conditional use site pursuant to Section 12.24 G. 2. of the L.A.M.C.

33) Zone variances to convert guest rooms into apartments.

34) Granting of a conditional use for the on-site consumption of alcoholic beverages pursuant 
to L.A.M.C. Sections 12.21 and 12.24, as amended by Ordinance No. 148,994 (effective 
March 1, 1977), beverages will be dispensed and consumed do not exceed an occupant 
load of 200 persons, and provided that the premises will not also require an original 
dancehall, skating rink or bowling alley permit from the Los Angeles Police Commission.

35) Granting of Zone Boundary Adjustments or Zone Changes incident to Subdivision 
pursuant to L.A.M.C. Section 12.32F.

36) Approval of Private Street Maps pursuant to Article 8, Chapter I of the L.A.M.C. to 
provide access to existing legal lots.

37) Approval of Reversion to Acreage Maps pursuant to L.A.M.C. Section 17.10.

38) Height District changes that reduce the intensity of development ofland (L.A.M.C. Section 
13.05).

39) Modification or removal of a “K” Horsekeeping Supplemental Use District (L.A.M.C. 
Section 13.05).

40) Acceptance of future streets and alleys dedicated pursuant to tract map procedures.

f Class 6. Information Collection9

Class 6 consists of basic date collection, research, experimental management and resource 
evaluation activities which do not result in a serious major disturbance to an environmental

9 See “Exemption by Location,” Section 4a of this Article.
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resource. These may be for strictly information gathering purposes, or as part of a study 
leading to an action which a public agency has not yet approved, adopted, or funded.

1) Permits for test holes in public areas which will be used for engineering evaluations for 
street, sewer, storm drain, buildings or utility installations.

2) Basic data collection, field testing, research, experimental management and resource 
activities of City Departments, bureaus, divisions, sections, offices or officers which do not 
result in serious or major disturbances to an environmental resource.

3) Permits to drill test holes in navigable waters or submerged lands which will be used for 
chemical and biological engineering evaluations for marine facilities, and for chemical and 
biological analysis of sediments.

g. Class 7. Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of Natural Resources.

Not applicable at the present time in the City of Los Angeles.

h. Class 8. Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of the Environment.

Class 8 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies as authorized by State or local 
ordinance to assure the maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of the 
environment where the regulatory process involves procedures for protection of the 
environment. Construction activities are not included in this exemption.

1) Industrial waste permits.

2) Design approvals by the Municipal Arts Commission pursuant to Charter Section 165 and 
Section 91.4509 (a) of the L.A.M.C.

3) Renewals of permits by the Bureau of Street Maintenance for operation of existing sanitary 
landfills. (This exemption shall not be used where a new sanitary landfill site is to be 
established.)

4) Acquisition of lands for the purpose of preserving flood plains and/or open space where 
no increase in use is proposed.

i. Class 9. Inspections.

Class 9 consists of activities limited entirely to inspection, to check for performance of an 
operation, or the quality, health or safety of a project, including related activities such as 
inspection for possible mislabeling, misrepresentation or adulteration of products:
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1) Inspection of private refuse disposal sites.

2) Activities of City departments, bureaus, divisions, sections, offices or officers limited 
entirely to inspection, to check for performance of an operation, or the quality or safety of 
a project.

j. Class 10. Loans.

Not applicable at the present time in the City of Los Angeles.

10k. Class 11. Accessory Structures.

Class 11 consists of construction or placement of minor structures accessory to (appurtenant 
to) existing commercial, industrial, or institutional facilities.

1) On-premise signs.

2) Parking lots under 110 spaces where no decking or undergrounding is involved.

3) Game courts, play equipment, drinking fountains, restrooms, fences, walks, visual screens, 
or single tennis courts constructed in residential areas.

4) Placement of seasonal or temporary use items such as lifeguard towers, mobile food units, 
portable restrooms or similar items in generally the same locations from time to time in 
publicly owned parks, stadiums, or other facilities designed for public use.

5) Signs located on City property managed by a City department which has a sign policy 
adopted by the City Council or, in the case of a proprietary department, by its Board of 
Commissioners.

6) Construction or placement of minor structures accessory to (appurtenant to) existing 
commercial, industrial or institutional facilities.

7) Construction or placement of buildings, or additions to buildings, involving the addition of 
less than 15,000 square feet, which additions are accessory to existing commercial, 
industrial or institutional facilities.

8) Authorizations by the Department of Airports for the installation, maintenance, relocation, 
replacement and/or removal of: structures; lighting, fencing and security facilities; noise and

10 See “Exemption by Location,” Section 4a of this Article.
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environmental monitoring systems and facilities; storage tanks and facilities; utility, sewer 
and drainage system facilities; mechanical and electrical equipment; and, other facilities 
which are accessory to the use of existing or approved airport structures, facilities, or 
operations, and involve negligible or no expansion of airport operations beyond that 
previously existing or permitted.

l. Class 12. Surplus Government Property Sales.

Class 12 consists of sales of surplus government property except for parcels of land located 
in an area of statewide interest or potential area of critical concern as identified in the 
Governor’s Environmental Goals and Policy Report, prepared pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65041, et. seq. However, if the surplus property to be sold is located in those areas 
identified in the Governors’ Environmental Goals and Policy Report, its sale is exempt if:

1) The property does not have significant values for wildlife habitat or other environmental 
purposes, and

2) Any of the following conditions exist:

a) The property is of such size or shape that it is incapable of independent 
development or use, or

b) The property to be sold would qualify for an exemption under any other class of 
categorical exemption in Article VII of these Guidelines, or

c) The use of the property and adjacent property has not changed since the time of 
purchase by the public agency.

m. Class 13. Acquisition of Lands for Wildlife Conservation Purposes.

Not applicable at the present time to the City of Los Angeles.

n. Class 14. Minor Additions to Schools.

Class 14 consists of minor additions to existing schools within existing school grounds where 
the addition does not increase original student capacity by more than 25% or five classrooms, 
whichever is less. The addition of portable classrooms is included in this exemption.

1) Minor additions to City operated training facilities within existing facility grounds where the 
addition does not increase original trainee capacity of the facility by more than 25% or five 
classrooms is included in this exemption. 

o. Class 15. Minor Land Divi sions
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Class 15 consists of the division or property in urbanized areas zoned for residential, 
commercial, or industrial use into four or fewer parcels when the division is in conformance 
with the General Plan and zoning, no variances or exceptions are required, all services and 
access to the proposed parcels to local standards are available, the parcel was not involved 
in a division of a larger parcel within the previous 2 years, and the parcel does not have a slope 
greater than 20%.

p. Class 16. Transfer of Ownership in Land in order to Create Parks.

Class 16 consists of the acquisition or sale of land in order to establish a park where the land 
is in a natural condition or contains historic sites or archaeological sites and either:

1) The management plan for the parks has not been prepared, or

2) The management plan proposes to keep the area in a natural condition or preserve the 
historic or archaeological site. CEQA will apply when a management plan is proposed that 
will change the area from its natural condition or significantly change the historic or 
archaeological site.

q. Class 17. Open Space Contracts or Easements.

Class 17 consists of the establishment of agricultural preserves, the making and renewing of 
open space contracts under the Williamson Act, or the acceptance of easements or fee 
interests in order to maintain the open space character of the area. The cancellation of such 
preserve, contracts, interests of easements is not included.

Class 18. Designation of Wilderness Areas.r.

Class 18 consists of the designation of wilderness areas under the California Wilderness 
System.

s. Class 19. Annexations of Existing Facilities and Lots for Exempt Facilities.

Class 19 consists of only the following annexations:

1) Annexations to the City of Los Angeles of areas containing existing public or private 
structures developed to the density allowed by the current zoning or pre-zoning of either 
the gaining of losing governmental agency whichever is more restrictive, provided, 
however, that the extension of utility services to the existing facilities would have a capacity 
to serve only the existing facilities.
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2) Annexations of individual small parcels of the minimum size for facilities exempted by 
Subsection c of this Section, New Construction of Small Substructures. 

t. Class 20 Changes in Organization of Local Agencies.

Class 20 consists of changes in the organization or reorganization of local governmental 
agencies where the changes do not change to geographical area in which previously existing 
powers are exercised. Examples include but not limited to:

1) Establishment of a subsidiary district.

2) Consolidation of two or more districts having identical powers.

3) Merger with a city of a district lying entirely within the boundaries of the City.

Class 21. Enforcement Actions by Regulatory Agencies.u.

Class 21 consists of actions by regulatory agencies to enforce or revoke a lease, permit, 
license, certificate or other entitlement for use which is issued, adopted or prescribed by the 
regulatory agency or a law, general rule, standard or objective which is administered or 
adopted by the regulatory agency. Such actions include, but are not limited to, the following:11

1) The direct referral of a violation of a lease, permit, license, certificate or other entitlement 
for use or of a general rule, standard of objective to the Attorney General, District 
Attorney or City Attorney, as appropriate for judicial enforcement.

2) The adoption of an administrative decision or order enforcing or revoking the lease, permit, 
license, certificate or other entitlement for use or enforcing the general rule, standard or 
objective.

Class 22. Educational or Training Programs Involving No Physical Changes.v.

Class 22 consists ofthe adoption, alteration or termination of educational or training programs 
which involve no physical alteration in the area affected or which involve physical changes only 
in the interior of existing school or training structures. Examples include, but are not limited to 
the following:

1) Development of or changes in curriculum or training methods.

11 Construction activities undertaken by the public agency taking the enforcement or revocation action are 
not included in this exemption.
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2) Changes in the grade structure of a school which do not result in changes in student 
transportation.

w. Class 23. Normal Operations of Facilities for Public Gatherings.

Class 23 consists of the normal operations of existing facilities designed for public gatherings 
where there is a history pf the use of the facility for that purpose. Facilities included within this 
exemption include, but are not limited to, racetracks, stadiums, convention centers, 
auditoriums, amphitheaters, planetariums, swimming pools and amusement parks.

Class 24. Regulation of Working Conditions.x.

Class 24 consists of actions taken by regulatory agencies, including the Industrial Welfare 
Commission as authorized by statute, to regulate any of the following:

1) Employee wages.

2) Hours of work.

3) Working conditions where there will be no demonstrable physical changes outside the 
place of work.

y. Class 25. Transfers of Ownership of Interests in Land to Preserve Open Space.

Class 25 consists of the transfers of ownership of interests in land in order to preserve open 
space. Examples include but are not limited to:

1) Acquisition of areas to preserve existing natural conditions.

2) Acquisition of areas to allow continued agricultural use of the areas.

3) Acquisitions to allow restoration of natural conditions.

4) Acquisition to prevent encroachment of development into flood plains.

Class 26. Acquisition of Housing for Housing Assistance Programs.z.

Class 26 consists of actions by a redevelopment agency, housing authority, or other public 
agency to implement an adopted Housing Assistance Plan by acquiring an interest in housing 
units. The housing units may be either in existence or possessing all required permits for 
construction when the agency makes its final decision to acquire the units.
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aa. Class 27. Leasing New Facilities.

Class 27 consists of the leasing of a newly constructed or previously unoccupied privately- 
owned facility by a local or state agency where the local governing authority determined that 
the building was exempt from CEQA. To be exempt under this section, the proposed use of 
the facility shall be in conformance with existing State plans and policies and with general, 
community, and specific plans for which an EIR or Negative Declaration has been prepared, 
shall be substantially the same as that originally proposed at the time the building permit was 
issued, shall not result in a traffic increase of greater than 10% of front access road capacity, 
and shall include the provision of adequate employee and visitor parking facilities. Examples 
of Class 27 include but are not limited to:

1) Leasing of administrative offices in newly constructed office space.

2) Leasing of client services offices in newly constructed retail space.

3) Leasing of administrative and/or client services offices in newly constructed industrial 
parks.

Procedures for Adding Categorical Exemptions.2.

New Classes.a.

Requests for new classes of categorical exemptions must be submitted to the State Office of 
Planning and Research. All such requests by the Lead City Agencies shall be first submitted 
to the City Council for approval.

b. New Exemptions Under Existing Classes.

A Lead City Agency may petition the City Council to add a categorical exemption under an 
existing class. The Lead City Agency must provide the City Council with detailed information 
supporting its contention that the type of project in question does not significantly effect the 
environment. Where such projects may potentially be carried out in substantially different 
environments, specific mention should be made as to the type of environment in which the 
exemption may be applied.

Relation to Ministerial Projects.3.

The categorical exemptions listed above include classes of projects which in the City of Los 
Angeles are already exempted from the requirements of CEQA as ministerial. It is not necessary 
to refer to a project as categorically exempt if it is already exempt as ministerial.
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Exceptions.4.

a. Location.

Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be located. 
A project that is ordinarily insignificant in its effect on the environment may in a particularly 
sensitive environment be significant. Therefore, these classes may not be utilized where the 
project may impact on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern where 
designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, State, or local 
agencies.

b. Cumulative Impact.

The categorical exemption may not be used when the cumulative impact of successive projects 
of the same type in the same place may be significant. For example, annual additions to an 
existing building under Class 1.”
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ja AGENDA
LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL

Vj

Tuesday, September 17, 2019 
10:00 AM
JOHN FERRARO COUNCIL CHAMBER 
ROOM 340, CITY HALL
200 NORTH SPRING STREET, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012

Submit written comment at LACouncilComment.com

GILBERT A. CEDILLO, First DistrictPresident

HERB J. WESSON, JR., Tenth 
District PAUL KREKORIAN, Second District

BOB BLUMENFIELD, Third District

President Pro Tempore DAVID E. RYU, Fourth District

NURY MARTINEZ, Sixth District PAUL KORETZ, Fifth District

MONICA RODRIGUEZ, Seventh District

MARQUEECE HARRIS-DAWSON, Eighth DistrictAssistant President Pro Tempore

JOE BUSCAINO, Fifteenth District CURREN D. PRICE, JR., Ninth District

MIKE BONIN, Eleventh District

JOHN S. LEE, Twelfth District

MITCH O'FARRELL, Thirteenth District

JOSE HUIZAR, Fourteenth District

CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS ARE BROADCAST LIVE ON CABLE TELEVISION CHANNEL 35 AND ON THE INTERNET AT:
https://www.lacity.org/your-government/meeting-audiovideo/council-meeting-video. live council meetings can also

BE HEARD AT: (213) 621-CITY (METRO), (818) 904-9450 (VALLEY), (310) 471-CITY (WESTSIDE) AND (310) 547-CITY (SAN PEDRO AREA)

SIGN LANGUAGE INTERPRETERS, COMMUNICATION ACCESS REAL-TIME TRANSCRIPTION (CART), ASSISTIVE LISTENING DEVICES, OR 
OTHER AUXILIARY AIDS AND/OR SERVICES MAY BE PROVIDED UPON REQUEST. TO ENSURE AVAILABILITY, YOU ARE ADVISED TO MAKE 
YOUR REQUEST AT LEAST 72 HOURS PRIOR TO THE MEETING/EVENT YOU WISH TO ATTEND. DUE TO DIFFICULTIES IN SECURING SIGN 
LANGUAGE INTERPRETERS, FIVE OR MORE BUSINESS DAYS NOTICE IS STRONGLY RECOMMENDED. FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION,
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PLEASE CONTACT THE CITY CLERK'S OFFICE AT (213)978-1133.

SE OFRECE UN SERVICIO DE TRADUCCION AL ESPANOL EN TODAS LAS REUNIONES DEL CONSEJO MUNICIPAL

BASIC CITY COUNCIL MEETING RULES

AGENDAS - The City Council meets Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday at 10:00 A.M. The agendas for City Council meetings contain a brief general 
description of those items to be considered at the meetings. Council Agendas are available in the Office of the City Clerk, Council and Public Services 
Division, Room 395, City Hall, 200 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012, and on the City's website at lacity.org; or lacouncilcalendar.com

Ten (10) members of the Council constitute a quorum for the transaction of business. The Council may consider an item not listed on the agenda only if 
it is determined by a two-thirds (10) vote that the need for action arose after the posting of an Agenda. Some items on the agenda may be approved 
without any discussion, however, any item may be called "special" by a Councilmember. If an item is called "special" it will be "held" until the remainder 
of the items on the Council agenda have been acted on by the Council. An item may also be called "special" if a member of the public has requested to 
speak on the item and a public hearing was not previously held.

The City Clerk will announce the items to be considered by the Council, however items will be grouped. For example, all items for which required public 
hearings have not previously been held are listed in one section on the printed agenda. The Council President will ask if any Councilmember or member 
or the public wishes to speak on one or more of these items. If anyone wishes to speak on an item, it will be called "special". The remaining items in this 
section will be voted on by Council with one roll call vote.

PUBLIC INPUT AT CITY COUNCIL MEETINGS - An opportunity for the public to address the Council on agenda items for which public hearings have 
not been held will be provided at the time the item is considered or during the Multiple Agenda Item Comment period. Members of the public who wish 
to speak on items shall be allowed to speak for up to one minute per item up to a total of three minutes per meeting. The Council has determined that a 
cumulative total of 20 minutes is a reasonable minimum amount of time for the Multiple Agenda Item segment of each regular meeting.

The Council will also provide an opportunity for the public to speak on public interest items. Each speaker shall be limited to one minute of general 
public comment each regular meeting for a cumulative total of ten (10) minutes. The Council shall not discuss or take action relative to any general 
public comment.

If you wish to provide documents to the full Council for consideration on an item, please present the Sergeant-At-Arms with 35 copies. Otherwise, your 
materials will simply be added to the official record.

COUNCIL DISCUSSION AND TIME LIMITS - Councilmembers requesting to address the Council will be recognized by the Council President in the 
order requested. For any item, the Chairperson of the Committee, or the maker of the original motion, or the member calling a matter "special" shall 
have up to six (6) minutes to discuss the item. All other Councilmembers may speak up to three (3) minutes each on the matter. After all members 
desiring to speak on a question have had an opportunity to be heard once, the time for each Member desiring to speak again shall be limited to a 
maximum of three (3) minutes.

A motion calling the "previous question" may be introduced by any member during a Council debate. If adopted, this motion will terminate debate on a 
matter and the Chair will instruct the Clerk to call the roll on the matter.

VOTING AND DISPOSITION OF ITEMS - Most items require a majority vote of the entire membership of the Council (8 members). Items which have 
not been discussed in a Council Committee and have been placed directly on the agenda will require 10 votes to consider. Once considered, these 
items will normally require eight (8) affirmative votes to be adopted. Ordinances require a unanimous vote (at least 12 members must be present) in 
order to be adopted on first consideration. If an ordinance does not receive the necessary unanimous vote, it is laid over one calendar week. The votes 
required for approval on second consideration vary and depend upon the type of ordinance, but a typical ordinance requires eight (8) affirmative votes 
upon second consideration.

When debate on an item is completed, the Chair will instruct the Clerk to "call the roll". Every member present must vote for or against each item; 
abstentions are not permitted. The Clerk will announce the votes on each item. Any member of Council may move to "reconsider" any vote on any item 
on the agenda, except to adjourn, suspend the Rules, or where an intervening event has deprived the Council of jurisdiction, providing that said member 
originally voted on the prevailing side of the item. The motion to "reconsider" shall only be in order once during the meeting, and once during the next 
regular meeting. The member requesting reconsideration shall identify for all members present the agenda number, Council file number and subject 
matter previously voted upon. A motion to reconsider is not debatable and shall require an affirmative vote of eight (8) members of the Council.

When the Council has failed by sufficient votes to approve or reject an item, and has not lost jurisdiction over the matter, or has not caused it to be 
continued beyond the next regular meeting, the item is continued to the next regular meeting for the purpose of allowing the Council to again vote on the 
matter.
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The City Council rules provide that all items adopted by the Council will not be presented to the Mayor, or other designated officer by the City Clerk until 
the adjournment of the regular Council meeting following the date of the Council action. A motion to send an item "forthwith" if adopted by ten (10) 
votes, suspends these rules and requires the City Clerk to forward the matter to the Mayor, or other officer, without delay.

RULE 16 MOTIONS - Council Rule No. 16, in part, allows a member to send an item directly to the Council without it having to go to a Council
Committee first, by giving the City Clerk a motion (seconded by an additional member) during a Council session to be placed on the next regular 
available Council agenda.

Los Angeles City Council Agenda 
Tuesday, September 17, 2019
JOHN FERRARO COUNCIL CHAMBER ROOM 340, CITY HALL 200 NORTH SPRING STREET, LOS 
ANGELES, CA 90012 - 10:00 AM

Roll Call

Approval of the Minutes

Commendatory Resolutions, Introductions and Presentations

Multiple Agenda Item Comment

Public Testimony of Non-agenda Items Within Jurisdiction of Council

Items Noticed for Public Hearing

ITEM NO. (1)

HEARING PROTEST, APPEALS OR OBJECTIONS to Building and Safety Department 
report and confirmation of lien for nuisance abatement costs and/or non-compliance of 
code violations/Annual Inspection costs, pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC) 
and/or Los Angeles Administrative Code (LAAC).

Recommendation for Council action:

HEAR PROTEST, APPEALS OR OBJECTIONS relative to proposed lien for nuisance 
abatement costs and/or non-compliance of code violations/Annual Inspection costs, 
pursuant to LAMC and/or LAAC and CONFIRM said lien for the following properties:

(a)

19-0160-S70

13635 West Osborne Street. (Lien: $821.75)CD 6

(b)

19-0160-S71

3837 North Sherview Drive. (Lien: $2,363.59)CD 4

(c)

19-0160-S72
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Recommendation for Council action, pursuant to Motion (Blumenfield - Bonin):

INSTRUCT the Los Angeles Department of Transportation to report on the feasibility of 
implementing the recommendations from the February 2019 Canoga Park and Reseda 
Parking Utilization Studies; including the most beneficial, economical and highest priority 
strategies for the City to implement as fast as possible to address impacts to on-street 
parking during construction and operation of the Reseda Boulevard Street Improvements 
Project.

Fiscal Impact Statement: Neither the City Administrative Officer nor the Chief Legislative 
Analyst has completed a financial analysis of this report.

Community Impact Statement: None submitted.

ITEM NO. (38) 

19-0885

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT relative to identifying priority bus-supportive 
infrastructure projects needed to support the NextGen bus service plan.

Recommendations for Council action, pursuant to Motion (Bonin - Krekorian 
Blumenfield):

1. DIRECT the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to:

a. Report with a list of priority bus-supportive infrastructure projects needed to 
support the NextGen bus service plan, with an emphasis on near-term 
improvements that can be implemented concurrently with each phase of 
NextGen.

b. Convene a NextGen Bus Speed Engineering Working Group, co-chaired by 
the General Manager, LAdOt, and the Chief Executive Officer, Los Angeles 
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, or their designees, and establish 
a regular (at least monthly) meeting schedule.

c. Provide quarterly updates of the NextGen Bus Speed Engineering Working 
Group to the Transportation Committee starting October, 2019.

2. DIRECT the Bureaus of Engineering and Street Services to participate in the 
NextGen Bus Speed Engineering Working Group.

Fiscal Impact Statement: Neither the City Administrative Officer nor the Chief Legislative 
Analyst has completed a financial analysis of this report.

Community Impact Statement: None submitted.

ITEM NO. (39) 

19-0942

CD 11 CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION, TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT, and 
RESOLUTION relative to establishing Preferential Parking District (PPD) No. 292 in the 
Brentwood Glen neighborhood.

Recommendations for Council action:
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1. FIND that University of California Los Angeles students and other non-residents 
cause adverse parking impacts on the adjacent residential blocks from which the 
residents deserve immediate relief.

2. FIND that the expansion of PPD No. 292, 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, under Article III.1 .a.3 of the 2002 Los 
Angeles City CEQA Guidelines.

3. ADOPT the accompanying RESOLUTION to establish PPD No. 292 in the 
Brentwood Glen neighborhood for the residential bounded by Centerline to the south 
side of Sunset Boulevard between Layton Drive and Church Lane, Church Lane 
between Sunset Boulevard and Waterford Street, Waterford Street between Church 
Lane and the dead end west of Beloit Avenue, Beloit Avenue between Waterford 
Street and the dead end north of Kiel Street, Chenault Street between Beloit Avenue 
and the dead end west of Beloit Avenue, Burnham Street between Beloit Avenue 
and the dead end west of Beloit Avenue, Berwick Street between Beloit Avenue and 
the dead end west of Beloit Avenue, Albata Street between Beloit Avenue and the 
dead end west of Beloit Avenue, Bolas Street between Beloit Avenue and the dead 
end west of Beloit Avenue, Cashmere Street between Beloit Avenue and the dead 
end west of Beloit Avenue, Montana Avenue between Beloit Avenue and the dead 
end west of Beloit Avenue, Woodburn Drive between Layton Drive and the dead end 
south of Layton Drive, and Layton Drive between Woodburn Drive and Sunset 
Boulevard.

4. AUTHORIZE the following parking restrictions for use on the residential portions of 
all streets in PPD No. 292:

a. NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM; 2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM, VEHICLES 
WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXEMPT

b. NO PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM, VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 
PERMITS EXEMPT

c. 2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM, VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 
PERMITS EXEMPT

d. NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM, VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 
PERMITS EXEMPT

5. INSTRUCT the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to:

a. Initiate the necessary procedures for the preparation and sale of parking 
permits to residents within PPD No. 292, as specified in Section 80.58 of the 
LAMC.

b. Post or remove the authorized parking restrictions on the residential portions 
of the street segments enumerated above, except for areas where parking is 
currently prohibited in the interest of traffic flow or public safety.

c. Post or remove the authorized parking restrictions upon receipt and validation 
of petitions containing signatures from at least 75 percent of the dwelling units, 
covering more than 50 percent of the developed frontage on a street segment 
requesting installation or removal of the parking restrictions set forth above, 
without further action of Council.

Fiscal Impact Statement: The LADOT reports that revenue from the sale of permits will 
cover the cost of implementing, administering, and enforcing PPD No. 292. Violations of
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the posted parking restrictions may result in citation fines deposited into the General 
Fund.

Community Impact Statement: None submitted.

ITEM NO. (40) 

19-0943

CD 2, 4 CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION, TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT, and 
RESOLUTION relative to expanding Preferential Parking District (PPD) No. 51 in the 
Valley Vista Neighborhood of Studio City.

Recommendations for Council action:

1. FIND that the residents of the Valley Vista neighborhood of Studio City need 
immediate relief from the lack of residential parking on their blocks, which is the 
result of the thriving businesses along Ventura Boulevard.

2. FIND that the expansion of PPD No. 51, 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, under Article III.1 .a.3 of the 2002 Los 
Angeles City CEQA Guidelines.

3. ADOPT the accompanying RESOLUTION to expand PPD No. 51 boundaries, 
pursuant to the City Council's March 16, 2016, Rules and Procedures for 
Preferential Parking Districts, to include Valleyheart Drive between Longridge and 
Coldwater Canyon Avenues, Coldwater Canyon Avenue between Valleyheart Drive 
and Ventura Boulevard, Ventura Boulevard between Coldwater Canyon and 
Goodland Avenues, Goodland Avenue between Ventura Boulevard and Halkirk 
Street, Halkirk Street between Goodland and Coldwater Canyon Avenues, 
Coldwater Canyon Avenue between Halkirk Street and Van Noord Avenue, 
Galewood Street between dead end and Ethel Avenue, Ethel Avenue between 
Galewood Street and Longridge Avenue, Longridge Avenue between Ethel Avenue 
and Valleyheart Drive, Greenleaf Street between Hazeltine Avenue and Van Nuys 
Boulevard, Stansbury Avenue between Greenleaf Street and Roblar Road, Van 
Nuys Boulevard between Greenleaf Street and Ventura Boulevard, and Ventura 
Boulevard between Van Nuys Boulevard and Hazeltine Avenue.

4. AUTHORIZE the following parking restrictions for use on the residential portions of 
all streets in PPD No. 51:

a. NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM; 2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM to 6 PM DAILY; 
VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 51 PERMITS EXEMPT

b. NO PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 51 PERMITS 
EXEMPT

c. NO PARKING 6 PM TO 8 AM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 51 PERMITS 
EXEMPT

d. 2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 51 
PERMITS EXEMPT

e. 2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM TO 6 PM MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY; VEHICLES 
WITH DISTRICT NO. 51 PERMITS EXEMPT

5. INSTRUCT the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) to:
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a. Initiate the necessary procedures for the preparation and sale of parking 
permits to residents within PPD No. 51, as specified in Section 80.58 of the 
LAMC.

b. Post or remove the authorized parking restrictions in the residential area 
enumerated above, except for areas where parking is currently prohibited in 
the interest of traffic flow or public safety.

c. Post or remove the authorized parking restrictions upon receipt and validation 
of petitions containing signatures from at least 75 percent of the dwelling units, 
covering more than 50 percent of the developed frontage on a street segment 
requesting installation or removal of the parking restrictions set forth above, 
without further action of Council.

Fiscal Impact Statement: The LADOT reports that revenue from the sale of permits will 
cover the cost of implementing, administering, and enforcing PPD No. 51. Violations of 
the posted parking restrictions may result in citation fines deposited into the General 
Fund.

Community Impact Statement: None submitted.

ITEM NO. 

17-1137
(41)

TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT relative to the Vision Zero program and Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation's (LADOT) engagement with the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) regarding 2019 Vision Zero Priority Corridors and 
Intersections under Caltrans jurisdiction.

Recommendation for Council action:

RECEIVE and FILE the LADOT report dated June 5, 2019, relative to the Vision Zero 
program and the Department's engagement with Caltrans regarding 2019 Vision Zero 
Priority Corridors and Intersections under Caltrans jurisdiction.

Fiscal Impact Statement: Not applicable.

Community Impact Statement: None submitted.

ITEM NO. 

19-0491

(42)

CD 15 TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT relative to prohibiting the parking of vehicles 
displaying for sale signs or placards advertising the private sale of vehicles along several 
street segments in the community of Wilmington.

Recommendation for Council action, pursuant to Motion (Buscaino - Ryu):

REQUEST the City Attorney to prepare and present an Ordinance amending Los Angeles 
Municipal Code Section 87.55 to prohibit the parking of vehicles displaying for sale signs 
or placards advertising the private sale of vehicles along East Anaheim Street between 
South Figueroa and Alameda Streets, Island Avenue between West I and West Anaheim 
Streets, and North Lagoon Avenue between West Sandison Street and Pacific Coast 
Highway.
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PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (S/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must slgn.to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on BELOIT AVENUE, between ELDERWOOD STREET and MONTANA AVENUE, hereby petition 

the Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which Includes our block and to post 

our block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council: -■

<
2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".

We understand that at Ieast51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 

preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 

Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: r 7' JANUARY 26, 2019

This petition circulated by:

DAYTIME PHONE NO. 

WITH AREA CODE
NAME & SIGNATURE APT.#ADDRESS

1)2)1 D el&<x^>0O<5i Sv
Lb S (A

Print

Sign
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Sign

Print (jG'p&Lhk

LA , C.ASigr /
Print

Sign

Print

Sign

This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation. For infr 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Date Issued: 07/23/20,>.i

t

Rev. 09/29/17 Analyst: Aron Thompson Date Due: 01/26/2019
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PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on BERWICK STREET, between BELOIT AVENUE and CHURCH LANE, hereby petition the Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM, MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
7. JANUARY 26. 2019______________________PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: 0

C'0/UThis petition circulated by:

DAYTIME PHONE NO.
NAME & SIGNATURE APT.#ADDRESS

Print U.33.B....................lA
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?
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: nis pennon rorm was provided by the Los Angeles Department of Transportatio
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Print

Sign

n. For information on the

Rev. 09/29/17 Date Issued: 07/23/2018 Date Due: 01/26/2019 fAnalyst: Arort T ti'riV'son
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PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on BERWICK STREET, between BELOIT AVENUE and CHURCH LANE, hereby petition the Los 
Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT”.

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
. JANUARY 26. 2019, PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: ^

'7m~ H’oUMHlfiUThis petition circulated by:

DAYTIME PHONE NO. 
WITH AREA

NAME & SIGNATURE ADDRESS APT.#
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This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation. For info: 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Date Issued: 07/23/2018Rev. 09/29/17 Analyst: Aron Thompson Date Due: 01/26/2019
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MIKE BONIN
%-pilr#

City of Los Angeles
Councilmember, Eleventh District

April 23, 2019

Scleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address ongoing and 
increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off of the 405 freeway 
and near Sunset Blvd. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a regular onslaught of student 
and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Additionally, there have been complaints about 
people leaving their cars over long weekends and being picked up by rideshare companies. Rather than 
pay to park elsewhere, drivers park their vehicles in the neighborhood and crowd residential streets, 
leaving few, if any, spaces for residents. On behalf of the community, I am requesting the creation of a 
Preferential Parking District (PPD) with restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday 
except by permit” for the following street segments: 1 11

1. Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre
2. Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta
3. Church Lane between Isleta and Ilomedale
4. Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin
5. Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin
6. Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood
7. Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana
8. Church Lane between Montana and Denair
9. Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere
10. Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas
11. Church Lane between Bolas and Albata
12. Church Lane between Albata and Berwick
13. Church Lane Between Berwick and Burnham
14. Church Lane Between Burnham and Chenault
15. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
16. Church Lane between Sepulveda and Sunset
17. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel

Westchester Office 
7166 W. Manchester Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 568-8772

(310)410-3946 Fax

City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 475 

l.os Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 473-7011 

(213) 473-6926 Fax

West Los Angeles Office 
1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
(310) 575-8461 

(310) 575-8305 Fax o>



18. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
19. Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
20. Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
21. Beloit between Homedale and Gladwin
22. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
23. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
24. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana
25. Beloit between Montana and Denair
26. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere
27. Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas
28. Beloit between Bolas and Albata
29. Beloit between Albata and Berwick
30. Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
31. Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
32. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
33. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit
35. Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Farlin betw een Church Lane and Beloit
39. Elderw ood between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana betw een Church Lane and Beloit
41. Montana between Beloit and the Dead End (VA)
42. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
44. Cashmere between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
45. Bolas between Church Lane and Beloit
46. Bolas between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
47. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit
48. Albata between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
49. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
50. Berwick between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
51. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
52. Burnham between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
53. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
54. Chenault between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
55. Waterford between Church Lane and Beloit
56. Waterford between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
57. Sunset between Layton Dr and Gunston Dr
58. Gunston Dr betw een Sunset and Ayrshire Rd
59. Gunston Dr between Ayrshire Rd and Woodburn Dr
60. Acari Dr between Gunston Dr and Beloit Ave
61. Woodburn Dr between Sunset and Gunston
62. Woodburn Dr between Gunston and Layton Dr
63. Woodburn Dr between Layton and the dead end south of Layton
64. Layton Dr between Sunset and Woodburn Dr
65. Ayrshire between Gunston and the dead end



66. Woodburn between Layton and cul de sac
67. Woodburn between Gunston and Layton
68. Woodburn between Gunston and Sunset
69. Layton between Sunset and Woodburn
70. Gunston betw een Woodburn and Acari
71. Gunston between Acari and Aryshire
72. Gunston between Aryshire and Sunset
73. Aryshire between Gunston and the cul de sac
74. Acari between Gunston and Beloit Ave

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahill@lacitv.org or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards, ✓

JVjJKE BONIN /
Cowicihnember, 11* District

MB: lc

cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacitv.org


Exhibit 8

Exhibit 8



1

2

3

4

5

6

TRANSCRIPT OF7

CITY OF LOS ANGELES'8

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING9

ITEM 810

AUGUST 8, 201911

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

ITypeFaster Transcriptions | itypefaster@gmail.com

mailto:itypefaster@gmail.com


Action item numberCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:1

eight, do we have any comments for action item number2

eight? Rachel White.3

Good morning. First I'd like toRACHEL WHITE:4

thank these people behind me for the time they5

invested into pursuing or establishing Brentwood Glen6

as a PPD. I’m sorry your energies couldn’t be7

allocated to a more pressing matter. The PPD is an8

effective and logical solution for neighborhoods9

adjacent to high traffic retail and dining10

establishments, and places for orthodox worship.11

Brentwood Glen does not fall into this category.12

Simply put, we do not have a parking issue.13

The cars on Brentwood Glen streets overwhelmingly14

belong to its residents due in part to the number of15

cars that many households have, sometimes more cars16

than drivers, the 1940s architecture that makes using17

the garages challenging, if not impossible, as well as18

the fact that families of four or more live in 1,30019

square foot bungalows and have allocated their garages20

to other purposes than car storage, understandably.21

A PPD is not going to solve for the22

dissatisfaction certain residents feel when they23

cannot park directly in front of their home,24 a

privilege they demand but are not entitled to. Never,25

2
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never ever have I or one of my guests not been able to1

park within 100 feet of my home. That is enough for2

I leave it to my other neighbors to discuss how3 me.

poorly if not fraudulently communicated and managed4

this process has been. I’m ardently against making5

Brentwood Glen a PPD at this time. Quite simply it is6

entirely unwarranted, unwanted by the vast majority of7

Brentwood Glen residents, and not an effective use of8

the department’s time and resources.9

I’ll also add that the individuals who most10

ardently pursue the Brentwood Glen PPD were unable to11

gather sufficient signatures to include their own12

blocks in the first round of blocks to be altered for13

permit parking. I think that tells you something.14

Thank you.15

Thank you. Ziggy Kruse.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:16

Good morning still. I’m Ziggy KruseZIGGY KRUSE:17

again, Brentwood Glen neighborhood. We submitted a18

package last night to the agenda item eight. And I19

believe that it was sent to the commissioners. I hope20

you have read it, ’cause we presented some, I would21

call it some evidence that the other people did not22

provide. One of them is that, number one, the agenda23

of the findings are completely all over the place.24

Staff recommends or staff refers to a section of CEQA25

3
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claiming that it applies, which is article three. It1

does not. We provided a copy of article 3.1.8.32

actually refers to.3

I’m sure it’s a clerical error. If that’s the4

case, then this item should not go forward. It should5

be postponed, agendized for a different time in the6

future, so that the commissioners and staff can7

revisit the CEQA guidelines of the city of Los8

Angeles, which is part of the city planning9

department. And also the city of Los Angeles is10

pushing for mobility and to use public transportation.11

And here you have LADOT coming out taking away parking12

possibilities next to bus stops.13

Per the parking study that was conducted by the14

LADOT, most of the impacted streets that have no15

parking, no parking in quotations, are on Church Lane,16

which is right next to the bus stops of the MTA or the17

Metro. The 602 goes down Church Lane. It turns around18

on Church, Sunset and Church, goes down to Montana,19

connects to Montana to go to Westwood. Personally we20

have witnessed people getting off the bus, getting in21

their car. The other way around too, getting out of22

the bus or getting on the bus after parking the23

vehicles on the street. So now DOT wants to take that24

opportunity away by restricting to the two hours.25

4
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So how can anybody that comes from the valley use1

the freeway to get off, then uses public2

transportation, which LADOT’s mobility plan 2025 is3

pushing through. Points three -- anything under point4

three in the mobility plan should be looked at.5

Because if LADOT, who is the lead agency with the city6

of LA basically pushes that forward, removes this,7

you’re adding more cars to the road, you’re adding8

- greenhouse gas emissions to the9 more gas emission

road, you’re adding more traffic congestions to the10

road, all the points that LADOT so badly wants to11

eliminate.12

Yet here you go contradicting yourself by going13

with one neighborhood group to give them free parking14

in front of their house, for two hours for the rest.15

That’s not a good plan, especially when it comes to16

public transportation. I would like to know the17

mayor’s stance on that. We’ll find out, won’t we.18

Thank you, Ziggy. I’dCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:19

like to ask you a question. You’re obviously very20

passionate about this issue. And it’s quite unusual21

that we have homeowners in opposition to preferred22

parking. Usually homeowners are all in favor it. They23

love it. So what is the number one reason that you’re24

against it - is it because you would have to get the25

5
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permits? Or because it would infringe upon your1

guests? Or what --2

It’s a whole slew of reasons.ZIGGY KRUSE:3

But if you were just toCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:4

encapsulate one [inaudible]5

it’s a publicWell one of them,ZIGGY KRUSE:6

It should be available to any member of theroad.7

public. It shouldn’t be restricted to just the people8

that live there. We are fortunate we have a driveway.9

But we also have guests that park on the street. So10

now we’re being impacted by getting permits to make11

sure that even if they come unannounced, hey wait a12

minute, you can’t park here, park somewhere else, and13

then we’ll pick you up, because we don’t have a permit14

ready. Now I can go online and pay it. But why should15

we pay for a parking permit on a road that should be16

free to the public?17

Now if restrictions pop up somewhere else, we’ve18

been to places like Beverly Hills and other areas in19

the city of Los Angeles, where they have the parking20

restriction. It’s a pain in the butt to get to where21

you wanna go without having to go through the process22

of getting where you need to go. And it’s definitely23

24 one issue.

But another issue again is we don’t have a25

6
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parking problem in the neighborhood. As Rachel said,1

there’s ample parking in the neighborhood. Those that2

want it, they want to park in front of their house3

because some other neighbors may have parked their car4

there a little bit longer than four hours. So now Mrs.5

Smith or Mr. Smith is coming home, they can’t park6

there with their groceries are in the bag. We7

shouldn’t be impacted by that. We should not have the8

-- we should have the opportunity to raise our voices.9

Now when we come to the council office, it was a shut10

It was a one door policy only for the BGA. BGAdoor.11

did not do outreach.12

So when I see this, yes, I am passionate about13

this. I’m actually infuriated about this. Because we14

have LADOT staff, as Rachel said, being -- wasting man15

hours and public funds on this stuff. But then again,16

staff report itself says it’s all gonna be paid for in17

the end, because once you approve it, once this18

traditional rubber stamp was done on the paper, the19

city is going to collect what? Parking fees for those20

that are violators, they’re gonna collect the21

establishment fees or whatever else needs to be going22

there, and those that need parking permits. What do23

they have to do? They have to pay for it.24

If you are on minimum income,It’s an annual fee.25

7
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there are residents in our neighborhood that are1

elderly people, limited income. Yes, they may live in2

a house, but we don’t know their circumstances. And3

now you’re pushing this on them. Then the way the BGA4

started this, there was so much wrong from the get go,5

that there was no outreach done. If this outreach6

would have -- what I’m doing right now here would have7

been voiced at the very beginning, we would not be8

sitting here right now.9

None of the people back there would have wasted10

their man hours on this. None of the BGA members would11

have been kind of given this opportunity to speak. Now12

at the point it’s almost like a point of no return.13

I’m trying to calm down.And yes,14

[inaudible] calm downCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:15

inaudible]16

inaudible] but you asked me aZIGGY KRUSE:17

question.18

COMMISSIONER EISENBERG: I did.19

So if the passion comes through byZIGGY KRUSE:20

asking one question, that was the right question to21

ask. Why do we want it? We don’t want it. We don’t22

need it. There is no need. There is no UCLA parking23

overflow many days and weeks on end. Where do they get24

this from? I don’t get it. This is one of the support25

8
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letters in our package, exhibit one, that was1

submitted to council by the BGA, that UCLA student2

days on end, non-residents days and weeks on end park3

their vehicles. There’s no proof of it. LADOT, CD 114

didn’t go out to challenge this and to find out. They5

just relied on one letter, one letter.6

And then this group of people was involved in7

creating the letter for Mr. Bonin’s office. There’s8

even correspondence. Look it up. If you need it, we’ll9

send it to you. Email correspondence between Coni10

Solomon and CD 11. How should this be worded? We need11

his letter of support. What do you need us to do? Well12

if there’s so much involvement from one group, ask the13

opponents the same question. What should Mr. Bonin14

implement in this letter that’s in opposition. You,15

the decision makers, if this goes forward make the16

decision. Independence, like my husband said, does not17

exist, unless you prove us otherwise. Thank you. Don’t18

ask me any other questions -19

I won’t. [laughter]COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:20

inaudible]21

You did. Thank you.ZIGGY KRUSE:22

Robert Blue.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:23

I’ve been a resident, homeowner,ROBERT BLUE:24

luckily blessed to be there for over 27 years. Walk25
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the neighborhood daily. I’m very familiar with the1

parking situation. But you know, you did ask a good2

question. The question is, why would someone who’s a3

homeowner be joyously supporting it. One of the4

things, we wanna be an inclusive neighborhood. We5

don’t wanna say stay out, you know, or be negative to6

people. Or people have the hardship of being fined or7

ticketed, and not having the time to take away from8

work to go fight it, fight a ticket, and just pay it.9

So I think it’s a very negative thing to have that10

restriction in the neighborhood.11

Also a very important part is we all should be12

objective. We should all it should be an unbiased13

analysis. It should be science. And that’s what the14

traffic engineers -- this is a professional task that15

we do is - and I happen to be an engineer too. And16

when one neighborhood group that again doesn’t follow17

any rules that like a neighborhood council would do,18

writes a letter, and then asks that council office19

sends it back to write the letter that’s going to you,20

there is no objectivity because they’re the21

proponents.22

And at least before a staff report is written by23

LADOT, it should be verified. Or else when you’re24

saying there’s a statement of findings, you have in25
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that statement of findings that UCLA students and1

others are parking there. What was the analysis? What2

was the investigation done to determine that? So it’s3

a false statement. And it’s also unsubstantiated. So4

that is an example of something that I cannot5

understand when you see various statements of6

findings, what’s the point of LADOT processing this if7

they don’t analyze it themselves and look at it8

objectively. Why would they -- why would even the9

council office, why would LADOT take those unverified10

statements and use them as a statement of fact,11 a

statement of findings.12

So that’s something you really need to look at13

the process for this neighborhood, but any14

neighborhood. You wanna be fair, objective, unbiased,15

and just look at a clean slate to look at the analysis16

for processing any request like this. And it takes17

away a public benefit.18

This is Commissioner Ly, I haveCOMMISSIONER LY:19

a question.20

ROBERT BLUE: Yes.21

And I’m in danger of maybeCOMMISSIONER LY:22

[inaudible]23

I’ll tell you what,COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:24

let’s set another two minutes for the question.25
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You’re gonna giveDEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY NAGLE:1

two minutes [inaudible] question coming out?2

No. I’m gonna give twoCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:3

minutes for all questions. So if you’re fast enough4

and someone else wants another one, they can do it.5

Was this issued raised at theCOMMISSIONER LY:6

association meeting? Are you guys members of the7

association?8

We’re not. That’s part of theROBERT BLUE:9

problem. It’s not open. There is no Brown Act10

requirement for meeting notices. They meet monthly and11

there are secret meetings. They’re by invitation only.12

They have maybe an annual meeting. But again, why13

should we rely on this neighborhood association. I’ve14

requested their bylaws over two years ago at the15

Brentwood Community Council. And I’ve never been16

provided them. We’ve emailed them. We don’t have17

meeting minutes of the monthly meetings. So they’re18

plotting all this. And they don’t reveal their19

financial transactions. At least if you’re a nonprofit20

you’re required to.21

So why should they have preferential standing22

claiming to represent members of the community when23

the group's now that we’re part of opposing it have24

over 70 people that have written to us. So I think we25
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have a greater number of people opposing this1

proposal, PPD proposal. So to answer your question,2

3 no.

And again, if we at least operate with4

organizations that are fair governmental organizations5

that follow ethics laws, that have openness and6

transparency, that's what we're looking for, just an7

openness and transparency. It keeps everything clean8

and honest. And that’s what we’re looking for here.9

Thank you.10

Norman Beil.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:11

NORMAN BEIL: Hello. I want to speak to an issue12

that he’s just raised about most people in the13

neighborhood wanna have it. And that’s what happened14

in Brentwood Glen. About 18 months ago a survey went15

out that said, are you in favor of preferential16

parking. And I’m told they got 80 percent on that.17

That was a long time ago. Petitions went out and18

proponents said that they had about 25 blocks signed19

up. Then the opponents found out about it and20

information, correct information about permit parking21

was disseminated. Those 25 people started writing into22

the Brentwood Glen Association saying, please take my23

name off the petition.24

The petitions could have been handed in as late25
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as January 26th of this year. They were rushed in in1

November because so many people were asking to take2

their name off the list that went from 25 streets they3

had signed up down to 13. So rather than lose more4

streets, they rushed the petitions in. That was5 so

they submitted the 13. Today we’re down to eight.6

People are signing counter-petitions. And as far as I7

know this has never happened like the counter-8

petitions coming in.9

Now I’d like to talk about what I came here to10

talk about, which is this map. You see it? So this is11

Brentwood Glen and that’s UCLA. Brentwood Glen, the12

only way to get out of any of this area towards UCLA13

is one street. So you go under the freeway, you got14

past [Woodland?] Hills, and then you finally get to15

It’s a very long way to go to save $8.UCLA.16

The field test, I followed the truck around, the17

cars that were on the streets that passed, $150,00018

cars, Teslas, Mercedes, Range Rovers. These were19

neighborhood cars that were in garages of the20

proponents that wanted this to pass. You know what,21

the neighborhood did not pass because -- they counted22

957 spaces throughout Brentwood Glen, 590 were23

occupied. That’s 62 percent. That’s less than 8524

percent. They said only four blocks need to pass.25
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And in the memo you got today from the Department1

of Transportation, it quotes the rules and procedures.2

But it misquotes them. The rules and procedures don’t3

say on any four blocks. They say 85 percent of the4

streets in a preferential parking district. They don’t5

say 85 percent on four blocks. Ms. Reynolds inserted6

those words. I mean, if she was a lawyer, that would7

be a violation of professional ethics. You can’t8

present to a tribunal a statute and ordinance, and9

then write your own words.10

We’re running out ofCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:11

time. You’re over your time. So if you could wrap it12

13 up.

I would just like to submit, ratherNORMAN BEIL:14

than spend more time on it, and I think you have a15

memo about the Cashmere block for your consideration.16

Residents don’t want it and the Department of17

Transportation wants to keep that block permit18

parking. But it didn’t make the 75 percent. It’s all19

explained in my memo.20

All right. Thank you,COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:21

22 sir.

But my point is, I’d just like youNORMAN BEIL:23

guys to say, no, the four block thing is not in the24

rules and procedures. And you can’t change the rules25
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and procedures without the city council. So I’d like1

to transportation commission to tell the Department of2

Transportation what the rule and procedures say, and3

that they don’t say four blocks.4

Thank you.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:5

Thank you.COMMISSIONER LY:6

Carla Malden.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:7

I’ve lived in the Brentwood GlenCARLA MALDEN:8

for 34 years. There was an abundance of parking when I9

moved in. There’s an abundance of parking now. That’s10

in answer to your original question to Ziggy. The main11

thing is, we do not have a parking problem. Plain and12

simple. I wanna discuss one particular facet of the13

pitch, and I use that word advisedly, that was used by14

the few proponents of permit parking to garner15

signatures. And that has to do with calling it a crime16

deterrent. I happen unfortunately to have been the17

victim of a violent crime in my front yard two years18

ago. And so of course that was a feature of this19

pitch, again advisedly, that really spoke to me, and20

may well have been targeted to me for all I know.21

At first it was used by a Brentwood Glen22

Association activist who was one of the few23

proponents. And I declined to sign the petition24

because I hadn’t done my research. And no other25
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research was presented to me at that time. And then it1

was used by Maria Gray at the community meeting, the2

annual community meeting, who is our West LA police3

liaison for our community. And she said that, and I4

believe I’m quoting, permit parking signs would be a5

crime deterrent.6

I returned home and contacted the detective who7

had been on our case and indeed succeeded in catching8

and this, our neighborhoodthe guy. And he was9

obviously is his beat -- and he was appalled. He said,10

if there was ever a neighborhood not suitable for11

permit parking, it’s the Brentwood Glen. You have no12

reason to have it. There’s no parking issue for any of13

the residents. And he called it just, and I quote, a14

pain, that did not was not worth the effort for our15

neighborhood. And he said to the best of his knowledge16

as a West LA police detective, it was not a crime17

deterrent. There was, and I quote, no correlation18

between crime deterrence and the establishment of a19

PPD.20

So I reached out to Maria Gray and gave her this21

information. And she backpedaled. She said, well, I22

was talking about a neighborhood looking well-tended.23

you know, various hems and haws. But she neverAnd,24

went public to the community at large with this25
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retraction. And indeed it doesn’t even really make1

sense to me because you just go to the other side of2

the freeway to Westwood Hills, you see that the signs3

indeed speak to the opposite of a tidy neighborhood.4

They’re dingy, they’re dilapidated, they’re tilting,5

they’re peeling, etc. But that’s neither here nor6

there.7

She did not go public. And that to me, I wanted8

to just address this one little point about crime as9

part of the pitch. Because it’s emblematic of various10

other points that one could go into and point to that11

are -- were used in the pitch to garner signatures12

that were either half-truths or downright13

misinformation, and were never officially and broadly14

corrected. Now I don’t know if I am allowed to have a15

little extra time to read a letter from a Brentwood16

Glen Association board member.17

I’d prefer you just giveCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:18

us the synopsis [inaudible]19

Okay. I understand. It’s fromCARLA MALDEN:20

Cathy Foley, who’s one of our Brentwood Glen21

Association board members. And she is a board member22

who is strongly opposing PPD, both on the basis of the23

fact that it’s unwarranted and on the procedure that24

was used to garner signatures.25
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Thank you very much.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:1

Would you like the letter? ShouldCARLA MALDEN:2

I leave it or3

You can put it in theCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:4

pile.5

CARLA MALDEN: Okay.6

We can't accept theCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:7

letter at this meeting.8

Yes, you can. Board secretary.MALE:9

overlapping inaudible conversations]10

If you’d like toCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG: Yes.11

give it our executive secretary, it would be emailed12

to commissioners at a later date. Christina Dunlop13

[SP].14

Good morning. Thank you forCHRISTINA DUNLOP:15

your time. I live on Kiel, which is at the top of the16

Brentwood Glen. So I’m right near the two hotels, the17

Luxe and Angeleno. Ever since I’ve lived in the Glen,18

I dealt withI moved there two years ago, we had -19

parking issues from UCLA students. And to clarify,20

UCLA is not walking distance, but a lot of people use21

scooters, Ubers. It’s not that uncommon. And it’s part22

of the younger generation what they use. And it’s free23

parking. UCLA parking is very expensive, which24

everyone knows about. So we have a free parking lot25
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for UCLA students.1

So we deal with UCLA students, Luxe Hotel2

employees, Angeleno Hotel employees, and use our3

parking lot in the neighborhood because it's very4

central. We’re right next to the 405, we’re kind of5

the middle ground. Regularly in front of my house I6

see people parking their cars, carpooling, and all7

getting in a car. We have cameras all around our8

house. I’m not uncertain who the cars are. There’s9

only nine spots on my street. And we all know our10

neighbors. I know which cars are my neighbors’ cars11

and which cars are outsiders.12

So it’s very frustrating as a mother who has a13

young child and elderly parents. I have to carry a lot14

of crap all the time. And so I’m constantly schlepping15

stuff. And I have to park two blocks away because our16

garage is too small to fit our cars. And as we spoke17

to before, a lot of the neighborhood -- a lot of the18

neighbors have garages that don’t fit two cars or they19

fit one car. So street parking is really crucial for20

our neighborhood.21

And just as another point, I think that one of22

the frustrations I’ve had during this process is23

people talked about misinformation. I mean there’s24

been so much misinformation I would say on the other25
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side of saying that Archer, some of the schools have1

the right to park in our -- like there’s some clause2

that exempts them, that even with permit parking3

they’ll be able to park in our parking lot. And so I4

would say the same about the other side of the group,5

that there was a lot of misinformation spread to get6

people to remove signatures as well.7

So I hope you support our community and help us.8

I think that it would be nice if you couldYou know,9

park within a block or two blocks of your home. You10

know, we do have a lot of elderly neighbors and people11

with children who carry a lot of stuff to their home.12

And it makes it very difficult when you can’t park13

close to your home. So thank you for your time.14

Thank you. Cori Solomon.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:15

CORI SOLOMON: Hi. I’m Cori Solomon. Although I16

am president of the Brentwood Glen Association, I’m17

here representing myself. But I do wanna make one18

quick -- first I wanna thank everybody who has worked19

with us on the PPD. I wanna thank you, all of you. I20

would like to thank Lisa Cahill and Mike Bonin, Aron21

Thompson, and everybody who’s worked. Yes, this has22

been a very contentious proposition for the Brentwood23

Glen. Facts, as someone else said, have gone back and24

forth. Some correct, some incorrect, maybe on both25
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sides. But I wanna and feel free to after I speak -1

some of the things that were just said were2

incorrect facts regarding the Brentwood Glen. I will3

say we are an open community. Anybody is welcome to be4

a member of the Brentwood Glen Association. I think we5

told those people that they can.6

But let me get to myself. I have lived in the7

Brentwood Glen for 33 years. And I have watched the8

changes and the different issues that have occurred.9

No, not all streets have a parking issue, but many,10

many streets do. We do have issues with UCLA parking11

there. And also there are businesses on Sepulveda that12

they can’t park on Sepulveda [inaudible]. They park in13

Brentwood Glen and walk over. My husband sees it daily14

when he drives to work. He sees them park, walk15

I also have a mother who’s handicapped. My16 across.

street right now does not have a problem. She used to17

live on a street that did have a problem. And she18

couldn’t park with her handicap in front of her house.19

I think the area adjacent to us, Westwood Hills,20

has permit parking. Because they have the permit21

parking, that is why we get a lot of homes from UCLA.22

You know, a lot of people from UCLA parking in our23

I’ve used up my time,24 area. so.

So you can wrap it up.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:25
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Okay. But I think for certainCORI SOLOMON:1

streets, example Montana, where people have lived2

there for so many years, they've had an issue. And3

they've tried several times to get permit parking. And4

this is the first time that it's gone as far as it5

has. And they are grateful, many of the residents,6

that this is happening. And I'll end by saying that we7

did get over 280 signatures on petitions, not all of8

them qualified. We never had 25 streets in the that9

qualified. We just had -- I think when we turned in,10

we had about 14, and that has narrowed down. And when11

someone requested to be taken off, we took them off.12

Great. Thank you, veryCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:13

much.14

CORI SOLOMON: Thank you.15

Rebecca Burkhardt.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:16

REBECCA BURKHARDT: Hi. Thank you for hearing our17

sides both sides. And I would just like to say, I18

have lived on Church Lane for 18 years now. And to19

everyone who says there's no problem with UCLA20

students, and they don't understand the problem, so I21

will explain it. A car alarm going off outside your22

son's bedroom window at 2 in the morning, and who's23

gonna call LADOT at 2 in the morning. So instead we24

wake up every 20 minutes. And I call them in the25
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and I just -- I send my son to school. And he1 morning,

got in so much trouble for falling asleep in class. I2

mean what teacher would do that to an 8 year old boy.3

I have needed this for 18 years. AndBut anyways,4

now I finally don’t because we have four cars. And5

it’s gonna be a slight hassle for us. We’re gonna6

probably have to be swapping out visitor passes. But7

in the time that I super needed it, I had two small8

children, I never parked anywhere near the front of my9

I was fine just parking on Church Lane andhouse.10

schlepping stuff. But UCLA students take that.11

Construction crews take that. And we’ve had three12

construction van pools. I’ve had three car alarms go13

off outside from long term parked cars. But only that14

one in the middle of the night was horrible. One was15

actually a car being stolen or repossessed. I don’t16

know. But they took it out of my hair and I was happy.17

So anyway, I don’t think Christina, she just has18

babies right now. She doesn’t even know what she’s in19

for. Because it gets so much worse. I actually spent20

money to widen my driveway. Because when you also have21

a small kid, you have -- the Glen has short driveways,22

and you can’t just put that minivan in the driveway.23

So we had to widen it so we could park at an angle so24

we’re not crossing over the path of the sidewalk.25
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And that was finally my solution. So when I came1

home with the bikes, and the beach stuff, and all the2

backpacks, and all their friends, and everything, and3

the groceries, you know, then I was able to at least4

leave my car there while I got everything settled. And5

then, you know, go and find some parking somewhere in6

the neighborhood. But I see I’m out of time, so.7

Thank you very much.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:8

And we do have a UCLAREBECCA BURKHARDT:9

problem. [laughter] It’s just right now the kids10

aren’t driving as much, but it’ll be back.11

COMMISSIONER EISENBERG: Yoram.12

Good morning. My name is Yoram TalYORAM TAL:13

and I’m a neighbor, in the neighborhood, in the14

Brentwood Glen. I would like to thank the parking15

permit division, especially Aron Thompson,16

councilmember Bonin’s office especially Lisa Cahill,17

and this parking commission for moving this PPD fully18

forward. To the complete surprise of everyone in our19

small neighborhood of Brentwood Glen, the PPD20

encountered opposition that is so vehemently against21

the solution for parking issues so many neighbors22

suffer from.23

From nonstop harassment of city officials, fliers24

filled with lies and blatant inaccuracies, leaked25
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private phone numbers of parking proponents, and1

screaming at public meetings, and endless delay2

tactics, and filings, and everything else. This PPD3

process was done by the book from day one. Almost 504

percent of households in the Brentwood Glen signed on5

with an overwhelming majority of 85 percent on the6

submitted petitions. A parking study confirmed what7

residents have been complaining about for years.8

Please don't let interests of non-residents, like9

hotel works, UCLA, and Archer school students, dictate10

how we get to live in our own neighborhood. Please11

approve PPD 292.12

I want to show since so this is all the13

petitions that were submitted. And then we had14

hundreds of other households that signed on that15

didn’t qualify. So they were not submitted. So we went16

through some streets. The main issue started from17

that is right there at the exit to ourMontana Avenue,18

neighborhood -- from our neighborhood, where UCLA19

student park, take scooters, they Uber, and carpool.20

We had a lot of construction going in our21

neighborhood, but it was also a period of time where22

there was a lot of construction going on in Bel Air.23

So we would have carpool vans pick up workers that24

would park in our neighborhood. We are a small pocket25
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surrounded by -- surrounded by parking permit1

districts on all areas. And we’re basically a parking2

lot. People park, go to LAX, leave their cars for two3

weeks, we call 311, eventually the cars get removed.4

But it’s an ongoing issue.5

And as Cori mentioned, she lived in the6

neighborhood a lot longer than I have, it’s an ongoing7

issue that’s been getting worse and worse8

continuously. And when this came up, yes, the initial9

survey that was sent out on SurveyMonkey through the10

Nextdoor app, got over 80 percent. And then these11

signatures prove again -- and this is official12

document, this is not something that we’re coming up13

with - this is not a phone call that I might have or14

did not have. These are official signatures. They were15

confirmed by the parking division. And then there was16

a parking study that proved again it’s a real issue.17

So I mean the -- we as proponents of this did18

what the community wanted. And then the parking19

division did what it’s their job to do, confirm the20

petitions, confirm the study. And now we’re here21

hopefully to get this moved forward.22

Great. Thank you veryCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:23

much.24

YORAM TAL: Thank you.25
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I’d like to thank allCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:1

the speakers that came today from both sides of this2

I understand it’s - there’s a lot of passion3 issue.

involved. Without giving away my age, I’m very4

familiar with that neighborhood for at least the past5

45 years.6

Do we have a staff report? A staff member that7

can represent this issue? Of course we do. Good8

9 morning.

Linda Evans, division manager,LINDA EVANS:10

parking permits division. I want to just congratulate11

and thank Aron on such diligence, and such hard work,12

constant emails. He operates at a very, very high13

level. And he follows processes to a T. And he will14

challenge them. And I just want the commissioners to15

know that we have followed the rules and the16

procedures to the letter of the law. And I’ll let Aron17

present.18

Good morning, I’mARON THOMPSON:19 commissioners.

Aron Thompson, management analyst with the Los Angeles20

Department of Transportation, Parking Permits21

Division. The item before you today is a request to22

establish preferential parking district number 292 in23

the Brentwood Glen neighborhood in council district24

11. Council district 11 staff contacted the parking25

28

ITypeFaster Transcriptions | itypefaster@gmail.com

mailto:itypefaster@gmail.com


permit division to request a meeting with several1

residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to2

discuss the preferential parking district program3

relative to the parking issues affecting the4

neighborhood. The residents indicated that UCLA5

students, employees of nearby hotels, and other non-6

residents park in the neighborhood, making it7

difficult to find on street parking.8

Following the meeting, councilmember Mike Bonin9

submitted an official letter of request to the10

department for the establishment of a preferential11

parking district. Following receipt of councilmember12

Bonin's request letter, staff issued petitions for the13

residents of each block included in the request.14

Subsequently the department received signed petitions15

that met the petition criteria for nine blocks. And16

originally it was only 11 blocks. It was reduced to17

nine. Someone indicated it was more than 11. It was 1118

blocks reduced to nine due to the counter-petition.19

And that exceeded the six block minimum requirement.20

In addition, staff conducted a parking study on21

multiple blocks within the proposed area and confirmed22

that 13 blocks were excessively impacted by on street23

parking at the time of the parking study.24

Based on this information, the department25
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recommends the approval of for the establishment of1

preferential parking district number 292. And I wanna2

add that anyone who did not submit a petition that met3

the requirements will not be impacted by any4

restrictions that are installed. It will only impact5

the people that submitted petitions and wanted the6

restrictions. So if you live on a block that is not7

posted, you do not have to purchase the permit. You8

can park on your block without any restrictions. And9

I’ll be happy to answer any of your questions.10

Great. Thank you, Aron.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:11

I have a couple of questions and then I’m gonna open12

it up to commissioners for their questions, ’cause I13

think there will be some. The first question I have14

it’s been said that the parking study skewed the15 is,

percentage, that it’s not actual 85 percent, that it’s16

really 65 percent of respondents.17

The parking study applies toARON THOMPSON:18

individual blocks, not the entirety of the19

neighborhood. So we applied the parking study on a20

block by block basis.21

COMMISSIONER EISENBERG: I get that. I22

understand. Thank you. The next question is that the23

parking study was skewed because some of the blocks24

and to say that there is noare very short blocks,25
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parking there when there are only maybe two cars and1

it could maybe fit three cars, is inaccurate.2

There’s a map that indicatesARON THOMPSON:3

- the blocks that passed the parking study.where the4

And you will see the blocks in blue that passed. Now5

the rules and procedures do not specify the length of6

a block. It does not specify how many houses are on a7

block or how many cars can fit on a block. It8

identifies a block as being intersection to9

intersection.10

So you’re using theCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:11

letter of the law in that.12

ARON THOMPSON: Exactly.13

All right. And my lastCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:14

question is that there was some question as far as the15

petitions that were accepted that the results might16

have been skewed or coerced. Did you find anything?17

That is something that is - thatARON THOMPSON:18

takes place at the time that I issue blank petitions19

to a designated resident. The method that they go20

about obtaining the signatures is outside of the21

department’s purview. What we do is we review when22

I receive the petitions, we verify a certain23

percentage of the signatures to verify that they24

actually did sign. So the method that they went about25

31

ITypeFaster Transcriptions | itypefaster@gmail.com

mailto:itypefaster@gmail.com


obtaining it -- we’re not there at the time.1

So you believe that youCOMMISIONER EISENBERG:2

have 85 percent within the designated blocks that3

would be affected.4

A minimum of 75 percent mustARON THOMPSON:5

pass the petition process, and yes I do.6

Great. Thank you veryCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:7

I’d like to open the questioning if any other --much.8

I just have a clarifyingCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:9

question. You mentioned from 13 to 9 or sorry, from10

11 to 9. How many blocks are actually included in11

this?12

Nine blocks passed the petitionARON THOMPSON:13

14 process.

And in the report, just toCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:15

make it very clear in my mind, there is a PPD16

boundary. But within that boundary there are only17

certain blocks that will be getting -- the rest aren’t18

going to get permits. Okay.19

Right. But any block within thatARON THOMPSON:20

boundary -- any resident who resides in the block, on21

any block within the boundary, can request a petition22

at any later date to be --23

I see. Okay. All right.COMMISSIONER LIBAN:24

How many totalASSISTANT MANAGER MITCHELL:25
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blocks were in the boundary? The council office1

requested 70-some blocks?2

ARON THOMPSON: 74 total.3

74. I think that wasASSISTANT MANAGER MITCHELL:4

5

So out of 74 blocks,COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:6

nine will be preferred parking?7

Nine will be posted. All theARON THOMPSON:8

blocks will be included within the boundary. And any9

block within that boundary can -- any resident --10

At a later date.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:11

Yeah. At a later date.ARON THOMPSON:12

And do all the residentsCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:13

understand what you just said, that only 75 percent14

passed petitions will be included as APPD permitted.15

Yeah. And I’ve indicated to theARON THOMPSON:16

opponents who have contacted me, including some people17

that are here, that only the residents that are18

posted, that live on a block that’s posted will be19

impacted.20

No. The question is, do theyCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:21

understand that if their block, although it’s within22

the PPD boundary, does not have 75 percent of the23

petitions, will not be posted. They understood that.24

I made that very clear.ARON THOMPSON:25
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Commissioner Tejada. ThankCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:1

you so much for answering our questions. 'Cause I have2

a few. [laughter] Because there’s so many different3

numbers going around right now. PPD, the whole area,4

Beverly Glen, if I was a resident there and I’m not on5

a block that is posted, can I still buy a permit?6

You can still purchase a permitARON THOMPSON:7

and park on any block that is posted, an annual8

permit.9

An annual permit.COMMISSIONER TEJADA:10

ARON THOMPSON: Right.11

Okay. And it is true thatCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:12

there was a study and it showed that UCLA students and13

other people were parking?14

We performed a parking study toARON THOMPSON:15

identify blocks that are impacted by 85 percent --16

well the parking spaces are impacted by 85 percent of17

the spaces are impacted -- 85 percent of the spaces18

are impacted.19

Okay. But there was noCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:20

study that showed it was UCLA students or who it is.21

That’s identified by theARON THOMPSON:22

residents and the council district. And we only23

verified that there’s actually vehicles on the block24

inaudible]25
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Okay. So that’s like what aCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:1

traffic study -- I mean a parking study is. It just2

says what -- how many cars were on there.3

ARON THOMPSON: Exactly.4

It doesn’t identify who’s drivingLINDA EVANS:5

them.6

COMMISSIONER TEJADA: Right. Or that whether they7

are residents or not.8

Residents or not. Yeah.LINDA EVANS:9

Okay. And it’s only doneCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:10

one day or one time?11

One time.ARON THOMPSON:12

One time. Okay. And so asCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:13

some of the residents had mentioned, there was14

construction and things like that, and other15

construction areas going on, neighbors. Was it during16

that time that the study was done?17

I don’t know what was takingARON THOMPSON:18

place at that time. But construction isn’t considered19

one of the leading factors for establishing the PPD20

because it’s a temporary issue.21

Thank you. That’s what I’mCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:22

trying to get at is like was the study done when there23

was heavy construction, ’cause I know, I live in24

Miracle Mile area, so I know [laughter] there’s25
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construction problems, and yes, that causes a lot of1

problem. But yeah, so then exactly. I was just2

wondering if that’s how that was related. When was the3

study done exactly compared to this, compared to when4

the petitions were, and things, just -5

Like I said, I don’t know whatARON THOMPSON:6

activity was taking place at the time of the parking7

study.8

We wouldn’t have included anyLINDA EVANS:9

construction vehicles or anything of --10

Not construction vehicles.COMMISSIONER TEJADA:11

I mean because what neighbors have said, and I have12

this in my own neighborhood too, I mean we do have a13

PPD in Miracle Mile is that when there is14

construction, then you’re gonna go somewhere else and15

park. So some of the residents here may now be parking16

on the areas that would be posted, right? But maybe17

laughter] you know I’m a systems person as an18 now

engineer. And so I’m just thinking about all the19

different things that could happen and what is going20

to actually be the remedy.21

Linda Evans. Just keep in mind,LINDA EVANS:22

those who didn’t sign a petition to support it, they23

won’t have ’em on their street.24

COMMISSIONER LIBAN: To that point, if the25

36

ITypeFaster Transcriptions | itypefaster@gmail.com

mailto:itypefaster@gmail.com


particular block actually have 75 percent of the1

petitioners, at some point in the future they don’t2

need it anymore, for whatever reason, can they de-3

petition?4

They can circulate a petition toARON THOMPSON:5

remove the restriction on their block.6

Okay. Good. Perfect. Yeah.COMMISSIONER LIBAN:7

And it’s the same standard, 75ARON THOMPSON:8

percent.9

75 percent to not --COMMISSIONER LIBAN:10

Remove it.ARON THOMPSON:11

Remove it. Okay. Thank you.COMMISSIONER LIBAN:12

And just as a clarifying --COMMISSIONER TEJADA:13

just for me as I’m new to this too -- one of the14

speakers also had a question about four blocks, and15

something was four blocks was the requirement, or it16

wasn’t. And do you know what that was in regards to?17

So four blocks is the standardARON THOMPSON:18

that’s been applied by the department as long as I’ve19

been here, I’ve been here three years, but far longer20

than that. For the parking --21

A standard for a parkingCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:22

study. Okay. So a standard in which way?23

Meaning that on street parking,ARON THOMPSON:24

85 percent of the on street parking must be occupied25
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by vehicles at the time of the parking study.1

Okay. But where does theCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:2

four blocks come in of that?3

Any four blocks within theARON THOMPSON:4

boundary of a proposed district is the requirement.5

Okay. So four blocks, 85COMMISSIONER TEJADA:6

percent, and then that's how you decide whether7

something is gonna be --8

The parking impact study, yes.ARON THOMPSON:9

So 85 percent, the cars are gonnaLINDA EVANS:10

have to be there. 85 percent is a very high percentage11

within those four blocks. So if there is a problem, it12

certainly will be identified. Yes. So it’s a very13

tight system.14

ARON THOMPSON: And the bottom line is that15

within a neighborhood, some blocks will be impacted16

more than others. You may drive one block and it’s17

completely filled. A couple blocks over -- but people18

that live on the block that’s not having a problem19

can’t determine whether you have a problem three20

blocks over. You have a problem, you have a problem.21

ASSISTANT MANAGER MITCHELL: And so I’ll just add22

-- Dan Mitchell with the Department of Transportation23

- that after this is posted, should you approve and24

this move forward, that the conditions could change.25

38

ITypeFaster Transcriptions | itypefaster@gmail.com

mailto:itypefaster@gmail.com


That may change where people park. And then that may1

change whether people want to participate or not. But2

the action before you today provides for that3

opportunity.4

Commissioner Eisenberg.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:5

I have a question. Can you please give me the6

arguments for or against this possible proposal idea?7

What if we approved not the whole district, just your8

blocks that had the 75 percent threshold? How would9

that affect one way or the other?10

In a couple ways. If you look atARON THOMPSON:11

the map with the striped lines, color map, you have12

the blocks in the red that were that passed the13

petition process. You have blocks at one end. You have14

a couple of blocks on the northern end. Then you have15

several blocks in the middle where there’s a big16

impact apparently due to its location near the entry.17

And then you have a couple of blocks toward the18

opposite end.19

And also I might add that there are some20

outstanding petitions currently that are due no later21

than November, but they’re still outstanding, in the22

section near Sunset Boulevard.23

And the reason why they’re still outstanding is24

because there was an amended letter of request to add25
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those additional blocks later in the process. I1

already have the minimum requirements to move forward2

currently. So it’s possible that additional petitions3

would be submitted for those blocks in that area.4

This is DanASSISTANT MANAGER MITCHELL:5

Mitchell. I’ll just add to Aron’s response. It appears6

from the map that if you only included the blocks with7

85 percent, you would actually exclude most of the8

blocks that have submitted petitions that meet the9

requirement. So they’re not necessarily all - they10

don’t all match. And so the boundaries that we’ve11

included were the ones that were specifically12

requested by the council office and reflect a13

comprehensive look at the impacted area.14

So if only certain blocks were included, we would15

actually not be able to post the blocks where16

petitions were received meeting the 75 percent17

threshold. Because they don’t all overlap at this18

time, right.19

And if you look at the blocks inARON THOMPSON:20

blue, those blocks were impacted, the parking study21

identified that. So it’s very possible that at some22

point residents on those blocks may request a23

petition.24

Is this the map that -- isCOMMISSIONER TEJADA:25
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this the one? Okay. ’Cause I don’t have any one that1

is blue.2

I think you’re going exactlyCOMMISSIONER LY:3

where I’m going. There’s a rationale for this, this4

boundary, right? Can someone explain for the record5

what the rationale is for certain blocks meeting the6

test and then enclosing the boundary for additional7

blocks? Because maybe I’m wrong, but it’s sort of like8

whack a mole, right? So if you have permit parking on9

these four blocks or five blocks within the boundary,10

and then all of a sudden the cars sort of migrate to11

the other blocks, and then you wanna make it easier12

for the next block to request. I don’t know. I think13

it’s important for us to hear that.14

So the blocks in red, if there’sARON THOMPSON:15

a legitimate problem on those blocks, then the people16

that are currently parking on those blocks will17

eventually move to the adjacent block. You wanna18

enclose the entire area so that we don’t have to come19

back later to expand the district, which often20

happens. You wanna include ’em now within the approval21

process so that at some point in the future they22

simply have to request a petition. And if they pass,23

then we post.24

And adjacent blocks would alsoCOMMISSIONER LY:25
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have the opportunity to -- they’d be eligible to buy a1

permit to park in the restricted blocks.2

Correct. As long as they’reARON THOMPSON:3

within the boundary.4

Commissioner Eisenberg.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:5

Each household can buy two permits, three?6

Three annual permits and twoARON THOMPSON:7

visitor permits.8

Commissioner Tejada, didCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:9

you have another question?10

You can only purchase the visitorARON THOMPSON:11

permit if the restriction is posted on your block.12

Got it. So no postingCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:13

you can get two. With posting you can get three.14

With posting you can get threeARON THOMPSON:15

annual permits and two visitor permits. Without16

posting you can three annual permits. And everyone’s17

entitled to the guest permits.18

Got it. Thank you.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:19

I just wanna thank you soCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:20

much for clarifying all of these different issues and21

speaking here for as an opinion on this. And hopefully22

this can at least clarify what I think is the issue.23

There is a big problem here. It’s my understanding24

from the speakers earlier and from your report today25
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that this is one of the few remaining areas that don’t1

have a PPD. And so therefore people migrate into this2

particular location. There’s an efficiency of scale3

we’re trying to understand here in terms of the4

commissioners approving this PPD. And that is, this5

whole area can potentially be impacted in the future.6

There’s a subset of streets in this area that is7

now significantly impacted that’s going to get the8

posting. Those individuals can enjoy the street one9

more time. And for those people who are parking there10

right now, who now will not be able to park there11

because of that permit, can potentially migrate into12

the bigger area of the PPD. And like what I said13

earlier, this is just -- what you’re trying to do here14

is an efficiency of scale. You’re not wanting to do15

any more of the study simply because people have16

simply migrated to another location within the same17

18 area.

Given all of that, I’d like to move for this to19

move forward for approval and to accept staff20

recommendation for a PPD.21

Commissioner Choi. I’d likeCOMMISSIONER CHOI:22

to ask something of the attorney privately for one23

moment, if I may.24

I don’t know about that.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:25
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You can ask it publicly.1

Okay. Then I will just stateCOMMISSIONER CHOI:2

it publicly. One of the speakers is someone that many3

years ago I did a very small amount of business with4

when I owned a business many years ago. And I just5

wanna make sure there’s no conflict there. Many years6

ago. Very small amount of business. I owned a business7

and I purchased some of her items.8

I don’t think itDEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY NAGLE:9

would impact your decision [inaudible]10

Okay. It doesn’t. It won’t. ICOMMISSIONER CHOI:11

just wanna be --12

It’s not related toDEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY NAGLE:13

inaudible]14

Correct. And I just want toCOMMISSIONER CHOI:15

be on the record. Thank you.16

We did have a lateCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:17

speaker card that came in. So I would like to hear18

this one last speaker before we vote on this item.19

Susan Casamare? I’m sure I butchered that. I20

apologize. Casamasina [SP].21

I apologize for being late. ISUSAN CASAMASINA:22

didn’t know where the meeting was. So I’ve been here23

since 10:00 wandering around. I’ve lived in Brentwood24

Glen for almost 30 years. Our neighborhood is25
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sandwiched between the VA and the freeway. It’s 141

blocks long and a block or a block and a half wide.2

The neighborhood is impacted by a couple of things.3

there are only a few ways to get in.Number one,4

Number two, we are just south of two hotels. And5

people who frequent the hotel, be they cab drivers,6

Uber drivers, or people going to the hotel, tend to7

park on one of the north south streets.8

Another major impact is students going to UCLA9

who park in the neighborhood on Montana, which is the10

only east west street that allows you to get into the11

neighborhood. The neighborhood adjacent to us has a12

PPD. So because of those factors, we get a greater13

amount of usage of the main street, the main north14

south street, the main east west street. I personally15

don’t live on either of those streets, but I see the16

impact there, and I wanna support my neighborhood by -17

because I think that it’s I’ve heard the18

gentlemen speak before -- if you don’t do the whole19

neighborhood, well if you can’t park on Beloit -- I’m20

if you can’t park on Church Lane and you can’t21 sorry,

park on Montana, you’re gonna park on the next street.22

So that’s one reason, it’s for traffic impact.23

The other reason I support this is because I24

think there’s a safety issue. I wanna make sure the25
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people in the neighborhood should be there. And I1

think that by having the restricted parking, we see2

all these crazy things going on. I wanna make sure3

people there are there for the reason they should be,4

that they're a guest or a resident in the5

neighborhood.6

Great. Thank you veryCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:7

much. So at this point now I will entertain a motion.8

I did make a motion.COMMISSIONER LIBAN:9

Do we have a second forCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:10

the motion?11

Commissioner Choi. I'llCOMMISSINER CHOI:12

second.13

All in favor ofCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:14

accepting the proposal for the preferred parking15

district?16

President Eisenberg, I justCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:17

wanted to have a point of discussion before we move18

with the vote.19

Absolutely.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:20

I just wanna make sure, andCOMMISSIONER LIBAN:21

reiterate the fact, and Ms. Evans had clarified this22

earlier, that while this is an overlay on the23

neighborhood, if it exceeds 75 percent impacted then24

it becomes the posted area. The other areas can25
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rescind that in the future by a 75 percent petition.1

And for those areas that are not impacted can petition2

within this overlay in the future for them to get3

posting as well. Okay. I just wanna put that on the4

record.5

Thank you. So we have aCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:6

first, we have a second. All in favor?7

ALL COMMISSIONERS: Aye.8

Sounded kind of quiet,COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:9

so let’s raise our hands. All in favor? Motion caries.10

Thank you very much.11

Before we lose theASSISTANT MANAGER MITCHELL:12

I just wanna say on behalf of thefolks that came out,13

department -- this is Dan Mitchell that we very14

much appreciate the public participation. We15

understand that there’s a diversity of opinions on16

this issue as is true in many neighborhoods. And we17

are not cold or dispassionate to that point. We18

appreciate everyone’s participation. Our role as the19

Department of Transportation is to carry out the20

policy that our policymakers have approved. And we’ve21

done that and hopefully provided the flexibility for22

everyone to adjust to this new environment in the23

future. Thank you.24

Thank you.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:25
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Excuse me, I am with CouncilLISA CAHILL, CD 11:1

Member Mike Bonin's office. And I was told that I2

would be able to speak briefly on this.3

You can, but theCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:4

motion’s over. It carried.5

LISA CAHILL, CD 11: No, I understand. My6

statement actually has very little to do with that.7

Traditionally at the council office --8

I’m sorry. Can youCOMMISSIONER EISENBERG:9

please state your name?10

I’m Lisa Cahill.LISA CAHILL, CD 11: Absolutely.11

Palisades field deputy and theI am the Brentwood,12

environmental liaison for Councilmember Mike Bonin,13

for council district 11. Typically our office does not14

take a stand in favor or against permit parking15

districts because they can -- maybe they don’t come to16

this level as being contentious, but they often are17

contentious at my level. And we get lots of comments18

for and against. And that is why we always defer to19

the department and their expertise in the matter.20

And why I wanted to speak was to just publicly21

recognize the entire staff of the Department of22

Transportation. Their professionalism was exemplary.23

And to especially [sic] recognize ARON THOMPSON. I24

have never worked with a more wonderful, professional,25
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intelligent, thoughtful, precise, impeccable member of1

the city family than Aron. And I really, really2

appreciate him. And I wanted to let this commission3

know that his work was wonderful in this matter. And4

our office very much appreciates him and the entire5

And that’s it.DOT staff.6

Great. Thank you.COMMISSIONER EISENBERG:7

8
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I, Carlo Craig, a transcriber, hereby declare1

under penalty of perjury that to the best of my2

ability the above 49 pages contain a full, true and3

correct transcription of the audio recording that I4

received regarding the event listed on the caption on5

page 1.6

7

I further declare that I have no interest in the8

event of the action.9

10

September 21, 201911

Carlo Craig12

13

14

X15

16

(08-08-2019_LA Dept of Transportation Commission17

Hearing Item 8, 8/8/19)18
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23
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Exhibit 9

Exhibit 9



100 S. Main St. 
Los Angeles, CA

LKJOT

Moving Los Angeles Forward

Document Request Response
LADOT Risk Management 
Div. - Records Management 
Section

Ziggy Kruse From:To:

213-458-2173 30Pages:Phone:

ziggykruse2005@yahoo.com December 20, 2018e-mail: Date
LADOT Risk Management 
Div. - Records Management 
Section

Preferential Parking Dist. #292Re: cc:

Ms. Kruse,

The attached thirty (30) documents are provided to you in response to your 11-15
18 document request. Segments of the document have been redacted in 
accordance with Government Code 6254(f) and 6255. Again, the copy cost is 
$0.10 per page.

Thank you.

LADOT - Risk Management Division

mailto:ziggykruse2005@yahoo.com


v:^

PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on BELOIT AVENUE, between FARUN STREET and ELDERWOOD STREET, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".««

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: . JANUARY 26. 2019

: ^>pLdM0h!This petition circulated by

DAYTIME PHONE NO. 
WITH AREA CODE

ADDRESSNAME & SIGNATURE APT.#

'Z-Print
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ts..Print 9^ /sj
Sign

Print
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Sign
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Print ■ i
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Print

Sign
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Print

Sign

This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation. For information on the 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260,

Analyst: Aron ThompsonRev. 09/29/17 Date Due: Dl/26/2019Date issued: 07/23/2018
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PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Onlv one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We. the undersigned, who reside on BELOIT AVENUE between DENAIR STREET and CASHMERE STREET, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

"2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
JANUARY 26. 2019 ____________________PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY:

doLi ^>6i~msNThis petition circulated by:

DAYTIME PHONE NO. 
WITH AREA CODE

NAME & SIGNATURE ADDRESS APT.fi
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Print

Sign

Print

Sign

Print

Sign

This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Depart merit of Transportation. For information on the 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Date Issued: 07/23/2018Rev. 09/29/17 Date Due: 01/26/2019Analyst: Aron Thompson
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PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on ELDERWOOD STREET, between BELOIT AVENUE and CHURCH LANE, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT11.

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of. 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

■ Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
*__________________________PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: ■ JANUARY 26. 2019

/ hi/This petition circulated by:
DAYTIME PHONE NO. 

WITH AREA CODE
ADDRESSNAME & SIGNATURE APT.#
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X 1!j <■t Print I

Sign

reA?//cc\e/iaPrint

fSign 0,
Print

Sign s
Print&
Sign

This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Department ot i ransportauon. r-o 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (2i3j 473-8260.

Date Issued: 07/23/2018 Date Due: 01/26/2019Rev. 09/29/17 Analyst: Aron Thompson



PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on ELDERWOOD STREET, between BELOIT AVENUE and CHURCH LANE, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

"2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRiPAY; VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT1'.

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removai. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet” accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
_____ JANUARY 26. 2019____

P.Oll StoMMON « *fa LAM IMS'
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This petition form was provided station. For information on the
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Rev. 09/29/17 Date Issued: 07/23/2018 Date Due: 01/26/2019Analyst: Aron Thompson



PETITION TO ESTABLISH A PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT

Only one signature per dwelling unit will be counted. At least three-fourths (3/4) of the 
dwelling units on the block must sign to qualify for posting of restrictions.

We, the undersigned, who reside on MONTANA AVENUE, between BELOIT AVENUE and CHURCH LANE, hereby petition the 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation to establish a Preferential Parking District which includes our block and to post our 
block with the authorized preferential parking restriction, subject to approval of the City Council:

2 HOUR PARKING 8 AM - 6 PM. MONDAY THRU FRIDAY: VEHICLES WITH DISTRICT NO. 292 PERMITS EXMPT".

We understand that at least 51 percent of the dwelling units on the block must purchase an Annual or Visitor Permit or the 
preferential parking restrictions will be subject to removal. We have read, understand, and agree to the "Establishment of 
Preferential Parking District Information Sheet" accompanying this petition.

Permit Fees: Annual $34.00 each (3 Maximum), Visitor $22.50 each (2 Maximum), Guest $2.50 (25 Daily Maximum)
PETITIONS MUST BE RETURNED BY: ^

VAN&SSff (rUfitlN
JANUARY 26. 2019
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This petition form was provided by the Los Angeles Department of Transportation. For information on the 
Parking Permits Program, please call our office at (213) 473-8260.

Analyst: Aron ThompsonRev. 09/29/17 Date issued: 07/23/2018 Date Due: 01/26/2019
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MIKE BONIN11 9
^°|£8edJ^ City of Los Angeles

Councilmember, Eleventh District

May 3, 2019

Scleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address 
ongoing and increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off 

of the 405 freeway and near Sunset Blvd. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a 
regular onslaught of student and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Additionally, 
there have been complaints about people leaving their cars over long weekends and being picked 
up by rideshare companies. Rather than pay to park elsewhere, drivers park their vehicles in the 
neighborhood and crowd residential streets, leaving few, if any, spaces for residents. On behalf of 
the community, I am requesting the creation of a Preferential Parking District (PPD) with 
restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday except by permit” for the 
following street segments:

Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre 
Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta 
Church Lane between Isleta and Homedale 
Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin 
Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin 
Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood 
Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana 
Church Lane between Montana and Denair 
Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere 
Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas 
Church Lane between Bolas and Albata 
Church Lane between Albata and Berwick 
Church Lane between Berwick and Burnham

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

12.
13.

City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 475 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 473-7011 

(213) 473-6926 Fax

West Los Angeles Office
1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
(310) 575-8461 

(310) 575-8305 Fax

Westchester Office 
7166 W. Manchester Boulevard 

l os Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 568-8772 

(310) 410-3946 Fax CKZ



14. Church Lane between Burnham and Chenault
15. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
16. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel
17. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
18. Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
19. Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
20. Beloit betw een Homedale and Gladwin
21. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
22. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
23. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana
24. Beloit between Montana and Denair
25. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere
26. Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas
27. Beloit betw een Bolas and Albata
28. Beloit between Albata and Berwick
29. Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
30. Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
31. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
32. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
33. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
35. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Farlin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Elderwood between Church Lane and Beloit
39. Montana between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana between Beloit and the dead end (VA)
41. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
42. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Beloit and dead end (VA)
44. Bolas between Church Lane and Beloit
45. Bolas between Beloit and dead end (VA)
46. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit
47. Albata between Beloit and dead end (VA)
48. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
49. Berwick between Beloit and dead end (VA)
50. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
51. Burnham between Beloit and dead end (VA)
52. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
53. Chenault between Beloit and dead end (VA)
54. Waterford betw een Church Lane and Beloit
55. Waterford between Beloit and dead end (VA)
56. Sunset between Layton Dr and Gunston Dr
57. Gunston Dr betw een Sunset and Ayrshire Rd



58. Gunston Dr between Ayrshire Rd and Acari Dr
59. Gunston Dr between Acari Dr and Woodburn Dr
60. Acari Dr between Gunston Dr and Beloit Ave

61. Woodburn Dr between Sunset and Gunston

62. Woodburn Dr between Gunston and Layton Dr
63. Woodburn Dr between Layton and the dead end south of Layton
64. Layton Dr between Sunset and Woodburn Dr
65. Ayrshire between Gunston and the dead end

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahill@lacitv.orp or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards,

£JIKE BONIN X
Councilmember, 11* District

MB: lc

cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacitv.orp
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MIKE BONIN
%-pilr#

City of Los Angeles
Councilmember, Eleventh District

April 23, 2019

Scleta Reynolds 
General Manager 
Department of Transportation 
100 S. Main St., 10th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Mail Stop 725

Dear Ms. Reynolds:

My staff has been working with residents of the Brentwood Glen neighborhood to address ongoing and 
increasing parking concerns in the area. Brentwood Glen is a small set of streets off of the 405 freeway 
and near Sunset Blvd. The neighbors in this community are experiencing a regular onslaught of student 
and employee related parking in their neighborhood. Additionally, there have been complaints about 
people leaving their cars over long weekends and being picked up by rideshare companies. Rather than 
pay to park elsewhere, drivers park their vehicles in the neighborhood and crowd residential streets, 
leaving few, if any, spaces for residents. On behalf of the community, I am requesting the creation of a 
Preferential Parking District (PPD) with restrictions, “2 hour parking from 8am - 6pm Monday to Friday 
except by permit” for the following street segments:

1. Church Lane between Kiel and Joffre
2. Church Lane between Joffre and Isleta
3. Church Lane between Isleta and Homedale
4. Church Lane between Homedale and Gladwin
5. Church Lane between Gladwin and Farlin
6. Church Lane between Farlin and Elderwood
7. Church Lane between Elderwood and Montana
8. Church Lane between Montana and Denair
9. Church Lane between Denair and Cashmere
10. Church Lane between Cashmere and Bolas
11. Church Lane between Bolas and Albata
12. Church Lane between Albata and Berwick
13. Church Lane Between Berwick and Burnham
14. Church Lane Between Burnham and Chenault
15. Church Lane between Chenault and Waterford
16. Church Lane between Sepulveda and Sunset
17. Beloit between the dead end and Kiel

Westchester Office 
7166 W. Manchester Boulevard 

Los Angeles, CA 90045 
(310) 568-8772

(310)410-3946 Fax

City Hall
200 N. Spring Street, Room 475 

l.os Angeles, CA 90012 
(213) 473-7011 

(213) 473-6926 Fax

West Los Angeles Office 
1645 Corinth Avenue, Room 201 

Los Angeles, CA 90025 
(310) 575-8461 

(310) 575-8305 Fax o>



18. Beloit between Kiel and Joffre
19. Beloit between Joffre and Isleta
20. Beloit between Isleta and Homedale
21. Beloit between Homedale and Gladwin
22. Beloit between Gladwin and Farlin
23. Beloit between Farlin and Elderwood
24. Beloit between Elderwood and Montana
25. Beloit between Montana and Denair
26. Beloit between Denair and Cashmere
27. Beloit between Cashmere and Bolas
28. Beloit between Bolas and Albata
29. Beloit between Albata and Berwick
30. Beloit between Berwick and Burnham
31. Beloit between Burnham and Chenault
32. Beloit between Chenault and Waterford
33. Kiel between Church Lane and Beloit
34. Joffre between Church Lane and Beloit
35. Isleta between Church Lane and Beloit
36. Homedale between Church Lane and Beloit
37. Gladwin between Church Lane and Beloit
38. Farlin betw een Church Lane and Beloit
39. Elderw ood between Church Lane and Beloit
40. Montana betw een Church Lane and Beloit
41. Montana between Beloit and the Dead End (VA)
42. Denier between Church Lane and Beloit
43. Cashmere between Church Lane and Beloit
44. Cashmere between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
45. Bolas between Church Lane and Beloit
46. Bolas between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
47. Albata between Church Lane and Beloit
48. Albata between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
49. Berwick between Church Lane and Beloit
50. Berwick between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
51. Burnham Between Church Lane and Beloit
52. Burnham between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
53. Chenault between Church Lane and Beloit
54. Chenault between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
55. Waterford between Church Lane and Beloit
56. Waterford between Beloit and Dead End (VA)
57. Sunset between Layton Dr and Gunston Dr
58. Gunston Dr betw een Sunset and Ayrshire Rd
59. Gunston Dr between Ayrshire Rd and Woodburn Dr
60. Acari Dr between Gunston Dr and Beloit Ave
61. Woodburn Dr between Sunset and Gunston
62. Woodburn Dr between Gunston and Layton Dr
63. Woodburn Dr between Layton and the dead end south of Layton
64. Layton Dr between Sunset and Woodburn Dr
65. Ayrshire between Gunston and the dead end



66. Woodburn between Layton and cul de sac
67. Woodburn between Gunston and Layton
68. Woodburn between Gunston and Sunset
69. Layton between Sunset and Woodburn
70. Gunston betw een Woodburn and Acari
71. Gunston between Acari and Aryshire
72. Gunston between Aryshire and Sunset
73. Aryshire between Gunston and the cul de sac
74. Acari between Gunston and Beloit Ave

Thank you for your assistance with this request. Please contact my Field Deputy, Lisa Cahill, at 
lisa.cahill@lacitv.org or 310-575-8461 if you have any questions regarding this request.

Regards, ✓

JVjJKE BONIN /
Cowicihnember, 11* District

MB: lc

cc: Felix Valde, LADOT Preferential Parking, Mail Stop 735-05

mailto:lisa.cahill@lacitv.org


PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 292
COUNCIL DISTRICT 11
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PREFERENTIAL PARKING DISTRICT NO. 292
COUNCIL DISTRICT 11 

PETITION, PARKING STUDY & LAND USE
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