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Background 
Over the past 75 years, the Park Pony Rides had been a highly used ac�vity in Griffith Park.  The City of Los 
Angeles Department of Recrea�on and Parks (RAP) held a concessions agreement that oversaw the 
opera�ons with a private business whose contract expired in December, 2022.  A�er careful considera�on 
RAP decided not to extend the concessions agreement to operate the Pony Rides and requested feedback 
from the public regarding the future use of the site.   

At the �me of the closure, RAP established a Feedback Form to gather ideas, input, and comments from the 
public regarding the future of the Pony Rides Site while the Department ini�ated a more comprehensive 
public engagement effort with the broader public (which is currently under way). As of August 2023, RAP 
has received and reviewed over 1,000 comments, emails, and leters from members of the public regarding 
the future of the Pony Rides site through the online public Feedback Form.     

The Feedback Form was closed on August 31, 2023. Nine hundred forty (940) comments were received, 
and 83 addi�onal leters and emails sent directly to RAP staff. Together, these public comments provide over 
1,000 points of public input immediately following the closure of the pony rides that have served as a 
star�ng point for discussions on the reimagining of the site.  

In addi�on, a list of 11,588 names in support of a non-animal model was presented to the RAP Board of 
Commissioners at a mee�ng held on November 2nd, 2023. This list will be provided to decision makers as 
part of the compila�on of public comments and input received over the dura�on of the outreach process. 

This summary document provides a high-level overview of the key themes and ideas shared in the public 
comments and is intended to be a companion document to the full set of public comments (with names 
and emails redacted for privacy) that can be found in in a separate companion document for a complete 
public record of initial feedback. 

Overview of Comments Received 
In general, the responses received men�oned one of five general topics:  

• Support for a Pony Ride use 
• Support for another use 
• Mention of site’s historic and/or cultural value 
• Mention of need for affordability/accessibility 
• Mention of need education 
 

In addi�on, comments were iden�fied with a responder’s affilia�on if iden�fied (i.e. equestrian community 
or another formal organiza�on or group). Figure 1 shows the number of comments either suppor�ng or 
opposed to the return of a pony riding ac�vity of some kind. The split is close to equal, with 419 commenters 
against pony riding of any kind, and 432 commenters in support of the return of a pony ride concession. 22 
commenters did not have a clear opinion either for or against pony riding.  

Figure 2 shows the three addi�onal “big ideas” most frequently appearing in the comments received, by 
order of frequency. Historic and/or cultural heritage was the most frequently men�oned topic, appearing 
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in 136 comments (15.5 percent of all comments). Affordability and/or accessibility was the second most 
frequently men�oned topic, appearing in 124 comments (14.2 percent). Educa�on (85 comments, 9.7 
percent)  followed. 

No clear position
22 commenters

3%

No Pony Rides
419 commenters

48%

Bring Back Pony 
Rides

432 commenters
49%

Figure 1. Position on the Pony Rides
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General Community Sentiment 

SUPPORT FOR A PONY RIDE USE 
Comments shared a range of reasons for their support of a pony ride concession. Commenters frequently 
cited their percep�on of the ride’s posi�ve impact on children and families. Thirty-one percent also men�on 
historic/cultural values, 26 percent also men�on affordability and accessibility, 12 percent also men�on the 
commenter’s affilia�on with the equestrian community, and 8 percent men�on the educa�onal benefits of 
human interac�on with animals.  Many comments express a desire to restore the pony rides exactly as they 
were, or do not men�on the previous concession, but focus on ponies and perceived benefits of pony riding 
more generally. Several comments recommend improvements to a poten�al new pony ride concession. 

SUPPORT FOR ANOTHER USE  
Comments in this group mainly express concern regarding the general wellbeing of ponies and ethical 
principles about the use of animals for human-centered recrea�onal purposes. Comments also discuss 
perceived problems in the management and regula�on of the treatment of animals generally and 
specifically, as well as rider safety. Nearly 80 percent of the comments in this group recommend specific 
alterna�ves to a pony riding concession. While most of these comments advocate for a completely non-
animal use, several comments recommend other animal-related ac�vi�es, primarily animal sanctuaries or 
rescue/adop�on centers. 

Observations Moving Forward 
The ini�al feedback received by RAP was open-ended and was not conducted as a sta�s�cally valid survey 
represen�ng the mix and diversity of residents and park users in the City.  It does, however, start to paint a 
picture of the issues that are most important to the community and helps to serve as a star�ng point for 
discussions in the current outreach effort.   

Many of the comments offered sugges�ons that related to the need to provide an educa�onal 
component, made requests for beter management and oversight of any new vendors and called for 
accountability of new vendors to the City and the community.  This feedback was used to develop the RAP 
Priori�es and Considera�ons that are serving as the overarching guideposts for the review and 
considera�on of new uses. 
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Background

• The Pony Rides were a popular 
attraction in Griffith Park over the past 
75 years

• RAP Pony Ride concession expired in 
December 2022 and was not renewed

• Based on feedback from the City 
Council, the RAP General Manager 
initiated a new process to re-imagine 
future recreational and educational 
activities on the site

Project Tasks
» Historic Resources Assessment
» Focus Group Meetings (up to 10)
» Community Workshops (2)
» Online Survey
» Public Opinion Poll (statistically valid)
» Pop-ups (4)
» Best Practices Research
» Rec and Parks Commission Meeting Attendance



RAP Priorities and Considerations
RAP Future Use Priorities

• Youth and Family-oriented
• Affordable (with a focus on low-income and 

underserved communities)
• Accessible
• Educational
• Fun!

Other Considerations 
• Compatibility with existing and planned attractions 

in Griffith Park
• Priority Audience 
• Accountability 
• Cost, maintenance, liability
• Timeframe to implement 

RAP has received and 
reviewed over 1,000 
comments, emails, and 
letters from members of the 
public (Feedback Form now 
closed)

Comments generated a set of 
RAP goals and considerations 
for future projects that will 
be used to review the 
appropriateness of future 
uses (how do they respond to 
the RAP priorities and 
considerations?)



How We Are 
Engaging the 
Public



General Timeline and Process
September 2023

• Focus Group Meetings
(currently underway or scheduled)

October 2023
• Focus Group Meetings

• CBOs
• Faith-based Organizations

• Historic Resource Assessment 

November 2024
• Community Workshop #1
• Online Community Survey (Spanish and 

English)
• Pop-ups

Winter 2023/Spring 2024 
• Remaining Pop-ups

• Public Opinion Poll

• Community Workshop #2

• Recreation and Parks Board of 
Commissioners Meeting

• City Council

Note: Timeline is tentative and subject to change.



For Questions, 
Comments or to Sign 
up for Notifications

Website:
www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides

Email:
rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org 

http://www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides
mailto:rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org
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Reimagining the 
Griffith Park 
Pony Ride Site
City of Los Angeles

Recreation and Parks Commission Board Meeting

February 15, 2024



Background

• The Pony Rides were a popular 
attraction in Griffith Park over the past 
75 years

• RAP Pony Ride concession expired in 
December 2022 and was not renewed

• Based on feedback from the City 
Council, the RAP General Manager 
initiated a new process to re-imagine 
future recreational and educational 
activities on the site

Project Tasks
» Historic Resources Assessment
» Focus Group Meetings 
» Community Workshops 
» Online Survey
» Public Opinion Poll (statistically valid)
» Pop-ups 
» Best Practices Research



Outreach Completed
Statistically Valid Telephone and 
Online Survey of Residents
February 2024

• Over 500 residents
• Telephone and invite-only online survey

Pop-Up Booths 
December 2023 through January 2024

• Talked to over 350 park-goers

• Locations across the city including: 

 Shane’s Inspiration Playground at Griffith Park
 Griffith Park Railroad #1 
 Discovery Cube 
 Lincoln Park 
 Pan Pacific Park 
 Westchester Recreation Center 
 Griffith Park Railroad #2 
 Sherman Oaks Castle Park 
 Westwood Recreation Center 
 Soboroff Sports Field at EXPO Center 

Focus Group Meetings 
September through October 2023
• Seven meetings:

• Los Angeles Equestrian Coalition 
• Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee
• Los Angeles Alliance for Animals
• In Defense of Animals, 
• PETA
• Animal Legal Defense Fund
• Griffith J Griffith Trust, Friends of Griffith Park 
• Griffith Park Advisory Board
• Los Feliz Improvement Association 
• Los Feliz Neighborhood Council
• Hollywoodland Gifted Park
• Motherhood Alliance Equity Village 

Empowerment (MAEVE) Los Feliz

Online Survey Public Comments 
December 2022 through June 2023

• Over 1,000 comments
• Summaries and comments posted online



Emerging Ideas
• Seeing valid comments from both perspectives

• Need for transparency
• Modernize operations (any use)
• “Natural” versus “Urban” type uses
• General interest in wellbeing for animals

• May be opportunities to combine a variety of 
uses to create a new district or destination in 
Griffith Park



What’s New & What’s Next

Community Open House
March 6th, Friendship Auditorium
From 5:30 pm - 8:30 pm

New Online Survey
Survey opens February 19 and closes March 22, 2024

• Same questions that were asked in the 
random telephone and invite- only online 
surveys

Historic Structures Report
Completed and will be posted to the website in the 
upcoming week



For Questions, 
Comments or to Sign 
up for Notifications

Website:
www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides

Email:
rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org

http://www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides
mailto:rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org
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Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony Rides Site 
Focus Group Mee�ngs: Summary of Key Takeaways 

       February 7, 2024 
 

Introduc�on 
A series of six focus group mee�ngs were held with a variety of community organiza�ons in September 
and October of 2023. The groups provided their insights about the future use of the Pony Rides site. 
Below is a summary of notes about what par�cipants shared during these focus groups mee�ngs. These 
serve as high level repor�ng out of ideas shared, and do not represent direct transcrip�ons of 
conversa�ons, and do not represent any formal recommenda�ons of the focus group par�cipants or 
opinions held by RAP or PlaceWorks.  
 
Each group was asked the same set of ques�ons: 

• What do you/your group believe to be the biggest opportuni�es for reuse of the site moving 
forward? 

• Who do you/your group feel the audience to be served should be? 
• What uses would you/your group recommend for reuse on the site? 
• What do you/your group feel are the biggest considera�ons or lessons learned should be kept in 

mind for future uses? 
• Are there other groups/audiences that we should be reaching out to? 
• What other things would you like to share with RAP as we move forward in this process? 

 

Key Takeaways from Focus Group Mee�ngs 
LA Equestrian Coali�on Mee�ng 
September 1, 2023 

o Key Considera�ons 
 Vital community benefit 
 Care for ponies comes first (animal welfare) 
 Educa�onal, therapeu�c, mental health, and social/emo�onal benefits of human-

animal interac�on 
 Mul�cultural and mul�lingual priori�es (specifically low-income communi�es of 

color) 
o Ideas Shared 

 “Children’s Gold-Standard Pony Experience” concept 
 Include educa�onal components (possibly while wai�ng in the line to enter) 
 Create facili�es for special needs/neurodivergent park goers (read aloud to a horse, 

non-judgmental audience)  
 Large thermometer to measure when ponies can/cannot work 
 Consider use of composite rubber flooring, shade structure over en�re area (also 

required by law to address heat and climate change)  
 Underwri�ng for an endowment/trust and equestrian licensing fund  
 Murals, shade sails, color, art 
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o General 
 Didn’t go wrong, but in opera�on for 75 years and just didn’t evolve 
 Needed checks and balances on processes (upgrade from physical tracking to 

computer, etc.) 
 Nowhere you can take toddler (1-2 years) that is animal-specific 
 There is an opportunity to create mul�lingual educa�onal exhibits for patrons wai�ng 

in line 
 Equus Outreach program as model 
 Programming for at-risk teens 
 Ensure consistent oversight of concessionaires (cleanliness and service) 

− Examples (Las Vegas, San Bernardino County, Ventura) 
 Undocumented families may not be willing to fill out a survey but are a big user group 
 Equestrian community can fundraise 

 
LA Equine Advisory Commitee 
September 11, 2023 

o Key Considera�ons 
 Reposi�on and reimagine; not just as entertainment 
 Mission – demonstra�ng and teaching about animal welfare 
 Recommend the “5 domains system” of animal welfare assessment. 
 Use the site to demonstrate and teach excep�onal care. 
 Therapeu�c benefits (especially neurodivergent youth) 
 Pony and Pe�ng Zoo 
 Consider pony demonstra�ons: ferries, braids for shows, etc. 

o Ideas Shared 
 Include history, STEAM opportuni�es: evolu�on, ecology, animal classifica�on, etc. in 

educa�onal component. 
 Care and health records need to be transparent 
 There are different standards of care in the equine community, including the 

appropriate methods to feed animals, that should be further explored 
 Cost to use is important (private lessons can be $80 per hour vs. $5 pony ride) 
 Want a safe venue “no-bullying zone” 
 3rd party veterinarian spot checks 

o General 
 Concrete, pavement-based ac�vi�es don't support Griffith J. Griffith's vision  
 Human/animal interac�on can help with empathy, pa�ence, motor skills and balance 
 Minimum standards of care are legal federal/state minimum standards. Most horse 

owners care for their horses beter than the minimum standard:  beyond the 
minimum standards, there are "Gold Standards" 

 Not just “ponies in circles” – housed safely, interac�ons benefit animals and users 
 O�en serve as entry point/first step to becoming an equestrian  
 Include choice, behavioral enrichment 
 See “Taking Reins” as a good example of inner-city enrichment program with a good 

track record 
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Friends of Griffith Park & Griffith J. Griffith Trust 
September 20, 2023 

o Key Considera�ons 
 Would like state-of-the-art equestrian experience with riding and improved oversight 

(Friends & Trust support this) 
− How to care for ponies 
− Atendants beter educated about children’s safety 
− Backyard stable (also for therapy) 

 Should contain educa�onal components 
 Mul�cultural significance for various local communi�es with equestrian tradi�ons 
 Maintain consistency with Griffith’s vision for urban wilderness 
 Equestrian tradi�on important to members of La�no and Black communi�es 

o Ideas Shared 
 Encourage unannounced vet visits  
 Create a safe venue where people can enjoy equestrian ac�vi�es without judgement 

o General 
 Group feels that Griffith Park Vision (2014) was not a good document 

− Commercializa�on of the park 
− Re-wrote the master plan (urban wilderness) 

 Would like state of the art equestrian experience 
 Pony rides are many kids’ first introduc�on to Griffith Park; as they get bigger they 

evolve into hiking and other ac�vi�es 
 Riding/volunteer opportuni�es for school kids 
 Picnic in place, hikers, walkers, and baby strollers s�ll have space 
 There are few areas in Los Angeles where you can put child on an animal for a brief 

period of �me 
 Lengthy queue lines demonstrated that it was a popular atrac�on 
 Would like trees/shade 

 
Griffith Park Advisory Board (GPAB) 
September 9, 2023 

o Key Considera�ons 
 Compassion towards animals 
 Should have interac�on with animals and horses specifically 
 Not commited to riding horses, but to providing equestrian experience of some kind 
 Educa�on should be central and incorporate all kinds of local animal life  
 Sanctuary ok – never ridden 

− Could help teach about disabili�es (rescued animals with ongoing special 
care needs) 

 Should be Family-friendly.  However, family-friendly generally means kid-centric, but 
we should consider other family forma�ons. “Kid Centric” should also not exclude 
others (married, re�red, etc.) 

 One of the main ques�ons to answer is if there are ponies: To ride or not to ride? 
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o Ideas Shared 

 Gentle Barn/Animal rescue (where animals are not ridden) 
 Theme-park style atrac�on highligh�ng urban wildlife in the park 
 Incorporate LA River (adjacent river access) 
 Train ride needs to relate in some way 
 “Adopt a Pony” – not commited to ride, commited to horses and children’s access to 

animals (Pony ride, Pan Pacific Park, goats, and chickens that people can feed) 
 Missing opportunity: snakes, coyotes, hawks/raptor program (barn owls, coopers 

hawks, ground squirrels). History of P-22, educa�on of na�ve and domes�c animals 
(example: raccoon ea�ng cat food) 

 Paint a pony, photography sessions, compos�ng 
o General 

 Against turns�le/pony sweep 
 Zoo expensive now, need to have a low-cost entry point 
 Indigenous people and histories are under-represented 
 Accountability and transparency are cri�cal and desired by everyone 
 Journey of Water example from Epcot (imagina�ve, inclusive, not expensive) 
 If we had 100 ponies on site and just 40 giving rides, that would be ok. Some animals 

are domes�cated to work, but the ponies did not have op�ons. Should be that if the 
horse rejects, then they should be able to not give a ride that day. Problem was that 
the ponies were not treated well enough 
 

Animal Advocates Mee�ng  
October 17, 2023 
Atending: Representa�ves from Los Angeles Alliance for Animals, In Defense of Animals, Animal Legal 
Defense Fund, and PETA 

o Key Considera�ons 
 A non-animal model is preferred 
 There is no animal entertainment model that is humane. There are problems intrinsic 

to the model no mater the scale (business model benefits by number of rides given) 
 Animal exhibits are never a good idea because the needs of the animals will never 

come first  
 Animals in pe�ng zoos live in a perpetual state of stress and are subjected to a 

constant barrage of strange noises and ac�vi�es as many people try to touch them 
 Concern regarding zoono�c diseases; poten�al for transmissible diseases resul�ng 

from animal-human contact 
 Poten�al exposure of users to E. coli (see San Diego Fair) – is this a liability to the 

City? 
o Ideas Shared 

 Who should use site: toddlers to 10 years of age 
 Something to do with kids on a Sunday such as:  

− Science/Reading Area 
− Archeology/dinosaurs 
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− Arts and cra�s 
− Plan�ng Trees, Community Gardening, Potery 
− Patern Wall 
− Ballet 
− Earthquake Tes�ng  
− Mommy and me music interac�on 

 A reputable, accredited sanctuary puts the animals first. The public visits through 
carefully guided tours that do not cause the animals stress, highly structured 
environments, and animals have the choice to engage or not. Advocates believe a 
reputable animal sanctuary would not be possible at Griffith Park, where animals 
would be confronted by noisy crowds of strangers all day long, and therefore do not 
support this use in Griffith Park. 

 Possibly explore expansion of Junior Ranger program (badges with educa�onal 
programs, talk about animals in the park already such as owls and coyotes).  See 
“agents of discovery” app. 

o General 
 Animal exhibits are never a good idea; animal needs never come first and they teach 

children that it’s ok to confine them 
 Enforcement never happens; animal shelters are in crisis 
 No turns�les – animals not happy walking in circles 
 Animals are in perpetual state of stress from everyone touching them 
 Takes a large amount of resources to manage effec�vely 
 Shared that a local Pe�ng Zoo (seasonal) was under inves�ga�on for zoono�c 

pathogens and soil contamina�on 
 Concerns about equine cruelty, no water in heat, dirty water, pony lameness (from 

walking turns�le in same spot) 
 Examples referenced: Olympic Park, ne�ng/shade structures in Encinitas Park (go 

above track) 
 

Workshop: Friendship Auditorium Focus Group Notes  
November 9, 2023 
Atending: Community residents including members of the Los Feliz Improvement Associa�on, Los Feliz 
Neighborhood Council, MAEVE Los Feliz, Hollywood Gi�ed Park 

o Key Considera�ons 
 Atend to animals needs first and foremost 
 Animal-oriented history in Griffith Park (work horses, etc.) 
 Integra�on with train ride concession, history of trains as related to development of 

the area 
 Parents appreciate ac�vi�es that offer supervised engagement for kids and allow 

them to take a break 
 Affordability is important 
 Rebuilding trust will be essen�al for any new concession 
 Opportunity to educate on food chain and farm-to-plate cycle, compos�ng, etc. 
 Profit-driven businesses can compromise quality of life for the animals involved 
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 Everyone is against the “pony-go-round”/turns�le 
 Opportunity to partner with veterinary educa�on ; veterinarians are in short supply 

and it’s a field with serious minority underrepresenta�on. Exposure to animals at a 
young age is the #1 factor for entering the career path. 

 Keep this area a natural environment and invest in more ac�ve uses in the riverside 
area of the park. 

 “Reading to animals” programs 
 Look at Underwood Family Farms (Thousand Oaks, apple picking, pumpkins), Lacy 

Park (ring to ride bicycles on a bike track), Sunset Stables – Paddock (Atwater) Irvine 
Park as models. 

 Any pony experience needs a much larger number of ponies to ensure sufficient 
rota�on and rest. 

 One resident concerned about animal welfare (did not generally support animal-
based uses) said that riding could poten�ally be ok if the animals came first, but does 
not believe that is possible in a for-profit business model. 

 Any animal experience must be holis�c; if riding is the only way kids interact with the 
animal, they don’t learn to consider the animal’s existence beyond riding it. 

 Helmets and safety are important. 
 Age – focused on elementary school (up to 11-12, not teens) 
 Maybe Senior Center Partnership? 

o Ideas Shared 
 No turns�le/sweep 
 Gentle Barn 
 Animal rescue/educa�on center (un�l people get an opportunity to interact with 

animals, they don’t understand them)  
 Equine/animal therapy center (with reading to animals) 
 Food lifecycle; farm to table (where does our food come from? This is how a farm 

works, how horses and cows are used, etc.) 
 Farm/garden with agricultural ac�vi�es, fruit/vegetable picking  
 Zoo partnership/satellite area 
 Animal rehabilita�on center with ac�vi�es and educa�on opportuni�es 
 Site with mul�ple nonprofit vendors opera�ng different animal and wildlife educa�on 

programs 
 Urban ecologist – hikes 
 Celebrate the biodiversity of Griffith Park – Wildlife rehab; bring in wildlife rescue 

site?   
 History around P22 
 Veterinarians?  Gap medical access to pets? Partner with community colleges and 

expose kids to animals early on?  Free vet care for low-income residents? 
o General 

 This side of park is natural; beter to support and enhance ac�ve recrea�on on the 
other side of the par 

 Poten�al for public private partnership and partnership with Autry Museum, 
indigenous peoples living history 
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Reimagining the 
Griffith Park 
Pony Ride Site
City of Los Angeles

Community Open House

March 6, 2024

Presentations at 6:00 pm and 7:15 pm

Purpose of Tonight’s Open House
• Provide overview of project 

background

• Provide overview of process and next 
steps

• Give the public an opportunity to 
provide input in person

• Provide a listening session to 
understand different ideas

• Generate awareness of next steps 

1

1 March 6, 2024



Project Site
Approximately 
the size of two 
football fields

Located 
adjacent to 
the train rides

Background
• The Pony Rides were a popular

attraction in Griffith Park over the past
75 years

• RAP Pony Ride concession expired in
December 2022 and was not renewed

• Based on feedback from the City
Council, the RAP General Manager
initiated a new process to re-imagine
future recreational and educational
activities on the site

Project Tasks
» Historic Resources Assessment
» Focus Group Meetings
» Community Workshops
» Online Survey
» Public Opinion Poll (statistically valid)
» Pop-ups
» Best Practices Research

2

2 March 6, 2024



RAP Priorities and Considerations
RAP Future Use Priorities

• Youth and Family-oriented
• Affordable (with a focus on low-income and 

underserved communities)
• Accessible
• Educational
• Fun!

Other Considerations
• Compatibility with existing and planned attractions 

in Griffith Park
• Priority Audience 
• Accountability 
• Cost, maintenance, liability
• Timeframe to implement 

RAP received and reviewed 
over 1,000 comments, 
emails, and letters from 
members of the public on the 
initial survey

Comments generated a set of 
RAP goals and considerations 
for future projects that will 
be used to review the 
appropriateness of future 
uses (how do they respond to 
the RAP priorities and 
considerations?)

How We Are 
Engaging the 
Public

3

3 March 6, 2024



General Timeline of Project
September 2023

• Focus Group Meetings

October 2023
• Focus Group Meetings

• CBOs
• Faith-based Organizations

• Historic Resource Assessment 

December 2024
• Pop-ups

Spring 2024 
• Remaining Pop-ups

• Public Opinion Poll

• Community Workshop 

• Recreation and Parks Board of 
Commissioners Meetings

• City Council

Outreach Completed To Date
Pop-Up Booths 
December 2023 through January 2024

• Talked to over 350 park-goers
• Locations across the city including: 

Shane’s Inspiration Playground at Griffith Park
Griffith Park Railroad #1 
Discovery Cube 
Lincoln Park 
Pan Pacific Park 
Westchester Recreation Center 
Griffith Park Railroad #2 
Sherman Oaks Castle Park 
Westwood Recreation Center 
Soboroff Sports Field at EXPO Center 

Statistically Valid Telephone and 
Online Survey of Residents
February 2024

• Over 500 residents
• Randomized telephone and invite-only online survey

Online Survey Public Comments 
December 2022 through June 2023

• Received over 1,000 comments
• Summaries and comments posted online

Focus Group Meetings 
September through October 2023
• Seven meetings:

• Los Angeles Equestrian Coalition 
• Los Angeles Equine Advisory Committee
• Los Angeles Alliance for Animals
• In Defense of Animals, 
• PETA
• Animal Legal Defense Fund
• Griffith J Griffith Trust, Friends of Griffith Park 
• Griffith Park Advisory Board
• Los Feliz Improvement Association 
• Los Feliz Neighborhood Council
• Hollywoodland Gifted Park
• Motherhood Alliance Equity Village 

Empowerment (MAEVE) Los Feliz
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Emerging Ideas
• Seeing valid comments from both perspectives

• Need for transparency
• Modernize operations (any use)
• “Natural” versus “Urban” type uses
• General interest in wellbeing for animals

• May be opportunities to combine a variety of uses to 
create a new district or destination in Griffith Park

What’s New & What’s Next

Now Open! New Online Survey
Survey opened February 19 and closes March 22, 2024
• The same questions that were asked in the 

random telephone and invite- only online 
surveys

Historic Structures Report
Completed and will be posted to the website soon

Evaluate Results
The team will review the public input gathered to 
evaluate what uses are desired by the community

Present Options to the Board of 
Commissioners
Decisionmakers will provide direction to staff regarding 
what steps to take
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Tonight’s Activities
• Two stations

• What would you like to see?
- Choose a photograph, make a note of what 
you like, would like to see more of

• What activities and experiences are most 
important to you?
- Attendees will each be given 5 dots
- Place dots on things that are most 

important to you.  You can place them all 
on one use or activity or split them up.

• Opportunity to take online survey

For Questions, 
Comments or to Sign 
up for Notifications

Website:
www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides

Email:
rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org
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Appendix G.

Open House 
Presentation - 
Spanish  

March 6, 2024 



Reimaginando
el sitio de paseo 
en pony de 
Griffith Park
Ciudad de Los Ángeles

Casa Abierta Comunitaria

6 de marzo de 2024

Presentaciones a las  6:00 pm  y 7:15 pm

Objetivo de la Casa Abierta de esta noche
• Descripción general del historial del proyecto 

• Ofrecer una visión general del proceso y de los 
próximos pasos

• Dar al público la oportunidad de hacer aportaciones 
en persona

• Ofrecer una sesión de escucha para comprender las 
diferentes ideas

• Generar conciencia de los próximos pasos 



Sitio del proyecto
Aproximadamente 
el tamaño de dos 
campos de fútbol

Situado junto a los 
paseos en tren

Historial
• Los paseos en pony fueron una 

atracción popular en Griffith Park 
durante los últimos 75 años

• La concesión del RAP Pony Ride se 
venció en diciembre de 2022 y no fue 
renovada

• Basándose en la información recibida 
del Concejo Municipal, el Director 
General de RAP inició un nuevo proceso 
para reimaginar las futuras actividades 
recreativas y educativas en este sitio.

Tareas del proyecto
» Evaluación de los recursos históricos
» Reuniones de grupos focales
» Talleres comunitarios
» Encuesta en línea
» Encuesta de opinión pública (estadísticamente 

válida)
» Pop-ups
» Investigación sobre buenas prácticas



Prioridades y consideraciones de RAP
Prioridades de uso futuro de RAP

• Orientación juvenil y familiar
• Asequibles (con especial atención a las 

comunidades de bajos ingresos y desatendidas)
• Accesible
• Educación
• ¡Divertido!

Otras consideraciones 
• Compatibilidad con las atracciones existentes y 

previstas en Griffith Park
• Público prioritario 
• Rendición de cuentas 
• Coste, mantenimiento, responsabilidad
• Plazo de tiempo para la implementación 

RAP recibió y revisó más de 
1,000 comentarios, correos 
electrónicos y cartas de 
miembros del público sobre la 
encuesta inicial.

Los comentarios generaron 
una serie de objetivos y 
consideraciones de PAR para 
futuros proyectos que se 
utilizarán para revisar la 
idoneidad de futuros usos 
(¿cómo responden a las 
prioridades y consideraciones 
del RAP?).

Cómo 
involucramos al 
público



Plazo de tiempo general del proyecto
Septiembre de 2023

• Reuniones de grupos de enfoque

Octubre de 2023
• Reuniones de grupos de enfoque

• OCB
• Organizaciones religiosas

• Evaluación de los recursos históricos 

Diciembre de 2024
• Pop-ups o Ventanas de Diálogo

Primavera de 2024 
• Pop-ups o Ventanas de Diálogo restantes

• Encuesta de opinión pública

• Taller comunitario 

• Reuniones de la Junta de Comisarios de 
Parques y Actividades Recreativas

• Concejo Municipal

Actividades de difusión realizadas hasta la fecha
Casetas para las Ventanas de Diálogo 
De diciembre de 2023 a enero de 2024

• Hablamos con más de 350 visitantes
• En toda la ciudad: 

Parque infantil Shane's Inspiration en Griffith Park  
Ferrocarril de Griffith Park # 1 
Cubo Discovery 
Parque Lincoln 
Parque Pan Pacific 
Centro recreativo de Westchester 
Ferrocarril Griffith Park # 2 
Parque del Castillo de Sherman Oaks 
Centro recreativo Westwood 
Campo de deportes Soboroff en el Centro EXPO 

Encuesta telefónica y vía internet de 
residentes estadísticamente válida
Febrero de 2024

• Más de 500 residentes
• Encuesta telefónica aleatoria y encuesta vía internet sólo por 

invitación

Encuesta vía Internet Comentarios del Público 
De diciembre de 2022 a junio de 2023

• Más de 1,000 comentarios
• Resúmenes y comentarios publicados en Internet

Reuniones de grupos de enfoque 
De septiembre a octubre de 2023
• Siete reuniones:

• Coalición Ecuestre de Los Ángeles 
• Comité Consultivo Equino de Los Ángeles
• Alianza para los Animales de Los Ángeles
• En defensa de los animales, 
• PETA
• Fondo para la Defensa Legal de los Animales
• Griffith J Griffith Trust, Amigos del Parque Griffith 
• Junta Asesora del Parque Griffith
• Asociación para la Mejora de Los Feliz 
• Junta Vecinal de Los Feliz
• Parque Hollywoodland Gifted Park
• Motherhood Alliance Equity Village Empowerment (MAEVE) Los 

Feliz (Villa de Empoderamiento para la Alianza de Equidad 
Maternal)



Ideas emergentes
• Viendo comentarios válidos desde ambas perspectivas

• Necesidad de transparencia
• Modernizar las operaciones (cualquier uso)
• Usos de tipo "natural" frente a urbano
• Interés general por el bienestar de los animales

• Puede haber oportunidades para combinar una 
variedad de usos para crear un nuevo distrito o destino 
en Griffith Park

Novedades

Ya está abierta Nueva encuesta vía Internet
Encuesta abierta el 19 de febrero y cerrada el 22 de marzo de 
2024

• Las mismas preguntas al azar que se hicieron en las 
encuestas telefónicas  y en las encuestas vía internet 
por invitación.

Informe sobre estructuras históricas
Finalizado y se publicará en breve en el sitio web

Evaluar los resultados
El equipo revisará las aportaciones públicas recogidas para 
evaluar qué usos desea la comunidad

Presentar opciones a la Junta de Comisarios
Los responsables de la toma de decisiones darán instrucciones al 
personal sobre los pasos a seguir



Actividades de esta noche
• Dos estaciones

• ¿Qué le gustaría ver?
- Elija una fotografía, anote lo que le gusta, lo 
que le gustaría ver más

• ¿Qué actividades y experiencias son más 
importantes para usted?
- Los asistentes recibirán 5 lunares cada uno
- Coloca los lunares en las cosas que son más 

importantes para usted.  Puede colocarlos 
todos en un mismo uso o actividad o 
dividirlos.

• Posibilidad de realizar una 
encuesta en línea

Para preguntas, 
comentarios o 
suscribirse a las 
notificaciones
Página web:
www.laparks.org/griffithpark/pony-rides

Correo electrónico:
rap-reimaginingtheponyride@lacity.org 
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Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony Rides Site 
Community Open House: Event Summary 
March 6, 2024 

Overview 
On Wednesday, March 6, 2024, the City of Los Angeles Department of Recrea�on and Parks (RAP) hosted a 
community open house for the Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site effort. At the event, RAP 
provided an overview of  the planning and decision-making process to iden�fy new uses that could be 
established at the Pony Ride site. Community members also had opportuni�es to meet with RAP staff to 
ask ques�ons, share their ideas on the future uses of the site through ideas board and priori�za�on 
exercises, take an online survey (there were 35 submitals), and fill out comment cards detailing more input 
that the City should consider in its conversa�ons about the future of the site. Approximately 125 community 
members par�cipated in the event.    

Event Date: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 
Loca�on: Friendship Auditorium (3201 Riverside Drive Los Angeles, CA 90027) 
Event �me:      5:30 - 8:30pm 
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Key Takeaways from the Community Open House 

Priori�za�on Exercise 
Atendees were provided three “dots” they could place on boards lis�ng ideas that were popular from the 
prior public input RAP received regarding the most desired uses people would like to see at the site.  
Atendees could put all of their dots on one op�on or split them among various uses they would like to see. 
 
While not intended to be an official vote, the exercise revealed there were two clear standout experiences 
that par�cipants at this workshop were most interested in: a) bringing back the pony rides for children and 
b) crea�ng sport courts and fields (it should be noted that there was a group of about 6-8 representa�ves 
advoca�ng for new pickleball courts in atendance that night).Other op�ons that people showed almost 
equal but lesser interest in were animal-related such as a pe�ng zoo, ac�vi�es that allow for interac�ons 
with horses where visitors don’t ride the horses (e.g. for mental health therapy and educa�on), and animal 
rescues. Non-animal uses such as a community educa�onal programs such as a nature center, a museum 
and community gardens with educa�on components also garnered similar interest.  
 
Community members were also able to add to the list of  ac�vi�es as addi�onal op�ons in the priori�za�on 
exercise on a separate board; examples of ideas that were added included roller ska�ng, a bike track, and 
goat yoga. Atachment A, Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony Rides Community Open House – Prioritization 
Exercise, shows the different op�ons atendees had to choose from and their preferences.    
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 Ideas Wall 
Atendees were given the opportunity to look through a 
series of photographs to choose one and provide 
comments on what they liked (or disliked) about the image 
and what they would like to see at the site.  The exercise 
was intended to provide a forum for dialogue for the 
community’s various interests and provided a pla�orm for 
atendees to visualize new uses and beter understand the 
interests of others in the City. 

The following provides a summary of the general 
community sen�ments shared at this sta�on Detailed 
community feedback received on the ideas board can be 
found in Atachment B, Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony 
Rides Community Open House - Ideas Wall.  

- A fun, inclusive, family-friendly, and well-designed 
space: Par�cipants commented that the new site 
should be fun and inclusive for people of all incomes 
and abili�es. It should be family-friendly, with an 
emphasis for children. It should also be well-thought-
out and properly planned, and the design should be 
context-appropriate (e.g. if there are animals, the 
space should be designed to provide the most 
comfortable environmental for the animals).  

- Opportuni�es to Interact with Nature: Community 
members shared that the new use(s) should allow 
children to interact with nature and offer nature-type 
experiences.  

- Water features: Par�cipants selected many photos 
with water features such as splash pads and play 
equipment with water components.     

- Educa�onal programs: Community members 
provided many educa�onal program ideas such as 
opportuni�es for children to learn about the local 
wildlife, internships for children to learn to care for 
animals, and crea�ng a science center.  

- Community programs: People noted that the site 
should offer community programs such as group yoga, drawing, art, singing, dancing, gymnas�cs, and 
mar�al arts. 

- Honor na�ve peoples. Par�cipants commented on the cultural value of the land, and their desire to 
honor the na�ve people that used space.   

- Ac�ve recrea�on facili�es. Several par�cipants shared their preference for ac�ve recrea�on facili�es 
such as pickleball and tennis courts, miniature golf, roller ska�ng rink, and biking trails. Meanwhile, a 
handful of community members noted their opposi�on to those ac�ve recrea�on facili�es.   

- Advoca�ng for and cri�cism of pony rides and interac�ons with animals. Some community members 
shared their interest to bring the back the pony rides. Others commented that RAP should have 
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ac�vi�es that allow people to interact with animals such as equine therapy and pe�ng zoo; however, 
the animals should have a high standard of care. There were also open house par�cipants that would 
like RAP to not offer pony rides or programs/ac�vi�es that involve ponies or other animal models.   

Comment Cards 
Community members were also given the opportunity to fill out comment cards to provide addi�onal 
informa�on or to elaborate on specific ideas expressed on the ideas boards.  RAP received 25 comment 
cards at the community open house.  General ideas shared through the comment card submital are  briefly 
summarized below and the specific comments received can be viewed in Atachment C, Reimagining the 
Griffith Park Pony Rides Community Open House Comment Cards.   

- Family-friendly and affordable. Several par�cipants wrote that they would like the new ac�vity to 
be family-friendly (par�cularly for children), affordable, engaging and fun, and be available to 
community members in different age groups.  

- Posi�ve memories of the pony rides. A number of community members shared posi�ve memories 
of par�cipa�ng in the pony rides, and they would like future genera�ons to have access to the 
ac�vity. The pony rides were affordable and were a unique experience to interact with animals in 
the middle of a large city. They expressed their desire for RAP to bring back the ac�vity. 

- Desire for a non-animal model. Some par�cipants providing writen comments expressed their 
concern for the wellbeing of the ponies and the way the ponies were treated at the prior pony 
rides. They noted that ac�vi�es that involve ponies or animals are inhumane, and therefore the 
City should not bring back the pony rides.  

- Alternate uses.  Community members shared many other ideas to reimagine the pony ride site 
through non-animal model uses. Examples include water splash parks, community gardens, 
pickleball courts, exercise equipment, and nature walkthroughs like the one at Disney California 
Adventure.  

- Sugges�ons for managing future uses. A small handful of comment cards were related to the 
planning and decision-making processes. These include the request for a transparent decision-
making process on the future use(s) of the site and clarifica�on of exis�ng documents available on 
the project website.  
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Atachment A:  
Reimagine the Griffith Park Pony Rides 

Community Workshop -Ideas Board Results 
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Atachment B:  
Reimagine the Griffith Park Pony Rides 

Community Workshop - Ideas Board  
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Top: The community provided a wealth of insights about the things that were important to them and the things that they’d 
like to see changed through the use of images and notes explaining what features were most appealing to them. 
 
Bottom: There were several comments placed on the Image Board by one individual on behalf of a handful of participants 
at the workshop that shared similar interests..  These comments centered around the desire for a non-animal model and 
the preference to not see the pony rides return. Uses they preferred included outdoor recreational activities and educational 
activities for children such as train rides, picnics, and arts and crafts.    
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Ideas Board Details 
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Reimagining the Griffith Park Pony Rides Site 
Pop-up Events: Summary of Key Takeaways  

 

Introduction 
From December 2023 through April 2024, RAP staff talked to the community at spontaneous in-person 
pop-up booths at parks facilities across the city to gain firsthand, on-the-spot ideas and input from park 
visitors regarding the future of the Griffith Park Pony Rides site and the current process to re-imagine it. 
During that time, RAP staff spoke with approximately 400 parkgoers to share information about the effort 
and to ask the following questions: 
 

• Did you hear about the Griffith Park Pony Ride closing? 
• If you could make a change, what do you believe the closed Pony Ride Site should be used for in 

the future? 
• Who do you think the area should be used by? 
• Do you feel that the new activity should have a live animal experience or non-animal experience? 
• What other things would you like to share with us about the future of the Pony Ride Site? 

            
The pop-up booths also included an informal activity in which visitors were invited to write down on large 
posters indicating which zip code they live in and any thoughts they had about how they would like to re-
envision the future of the Pony Ride Site. A children’s activity was also made available where younger 
visitors could draw what they would like to see at the site.  The results of these activities are included as 
an attachment at the end of this summary. 
 
  

Park visitors engaging with RAP staff regarding their thoughts about future uses for the Pony 
Rides site at a pop-up booth.  
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Where We Connected with the Community 
 
Fourteen different pop-up locations were selected and staffed over the course of four months.  They were 
held at various locations throughout the City in an effort to connect with the widest and most 
representative audience that had an interest in the future of the Pony Rides site.   
 
Pop up locations included: 
 
December 02, 2023 Shane’s Inspiration Playground at Griffith Park  
December 02, 2023 Griffith Park Railroad – 1st Visit 
December 23, 2023 Discovery Cube  
December 28, 2023 Lincoln Park  
December 29, 2023 Pan Pacific Park  
January 03, 2024 Westchester Recreation Center  
January 05, 2024 Griffith Park Railroad – 2nd Visit  
January 05, 2024 Sherman Oaks Castle Park  
January 05, 2024 Westwood Recreation Center  
January 18, 2024 Soboroff Sports Field at EXPO Center  
March 29, 2024  Algin Sutton Recreation Center  
March 29, 2024  Jackie Tatum/Harvard Park  
April 01, 2024  Echo Park Lake  
April 01, 2024  MacArthur Park  
 

 
Who We Interacted With 
 
The pop-up booths had approximately 400 
visitors who interacted with park staff 
regarding the Pony Ride site.  The largest 
number of booth visitors interacted with 
were at the Griffith Park Railroad (the first 
visit in December 2023 had over 56% of 
the total pop-up booth interactions).  
Other popular locations Included Echo 
Park, Aiden’s Place and MacArthur Park. 
 
  

APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF POP-UP BOOTH VISITORS 
BY LOCATION 

 
Griffith Park Railroad – 1st Visit 219 
Echo Park  40 
Griffith Park Railroad- 2nd visit  27 
Westwood Aiden’s Place 27 
MacArthur Park  22 
Algin Sutton Rec Center 18 
Jackie Tatum Harvard Rec Center 17 
Westchester Rec Center 11 
Expo Center 7 

Total 388 



 3 June 6, 2024 
 

Communities Affiliated with People Stopping by the Booth  
We also wanted to get a better understanding of where our visitors providing input at the pop-ups were 
coming from.  Not all visitors provided their zip code, but of the approximately 370 that did, following is a 
table representing the zip codes where staff talked to more than six participants:   
 

Community Zip Code Approximate 
Number of 
Participants 

Echo Park 90026 24 
Lincoln Heights 90032 18 
Vermont Vista 90044 16 
Broadway-Manchester 90003 10 
Hancock Park/Fairfax/Mid-Wilshire 90036 10 
Sylmar 91342 9 
Cypress Park/Glassell Park/ Mt. Washington 90065 8 
East Hollywood/Larchmont/ Windsor Square/ 
Koreatown 90004 7 
Downtown/ Pico Union 90015 7 
Palms 90034 7 
Westlake 90057 7 

 
Key Takeaways from Pop-Up Events 
Below is a summary of general comments and ideas participants shared during these pop-up events. This 
summary is intended to serve as a high-level overview of ideas shared by those that stopped by the 
booths, and should be used as one source for context in addition to the collective feedback received from 
other outreach efforts coordinated by the RAP Department on this project. The overview below is not 
representative of direct transcriptions of conversations with visitors stopping by the booth, nor does it 
represent a formal recommendation or opinions held by RAP or PlaceWorks. It is also intended to get a 
sense of the general sentiment of those interacted with and is not intended to serve as a statistically valid 
survey of ideas. 
 
“What do you envision for the future of the Pony Ride Site?” Poster Board Activity 
Participants were invited to provide their answers and zip codes on large poster boards and staff took 
notes with other visitors to record their ideas. Visitors answered in both English and Spanish. The general 
preference of visitors who participated in this activity leaned toward the inclusion of an animal experience 
alongside other uses including educational spaces, water activities, playgrounds, and a community garden. 
 

Specific Ideas Shared 
• Humane Pony Ride 
• Animal Sanctuary Farm 
• Educational Farm/Petting Zoo 
• “Goat Yoga” 
• Interactive outdoor education experience 

– “how nature works” 

• Educational Purposes 
• Live animal experiences 
• Live animal experiences - birds 
• Water park 
• Playground 
• Basketball Courts/Rec Room/Arts and 

craft 



 4 June 6, 2024 
 

• Playground “accessible for special needs 
kids” 

• Water Park 
• Paintball 
• Skate Park 
• Ropes Course 
• Basketball Courts 
• Rec Room 
• Expanded Train Rides 
• Educational Center 
• Bike trail and obstacle course 
• Outdoor Gym 
• Mini Golf 
• “Community Resource Center for Kids” 
• Soccer Complex 
• Public stage for kids 
• Cultural Site / History of Land / Multi-

cultural Center 
 

• Sitting area for Parents 
• Maybe baby animals 
• Ziplines 
• Expand Train 
• Interactive farm for kids 
• Want merry-go-round back 
• Petting zoo 
• Sanctuary/farm 
• Sand pits 
• Obstacle course for kids 
• Roller skating 
• Mini golf 
• Something that compliments the zoo 
• Picnic areas 
• Friendship area for teens 

 

 
General Summary of Insights from Conversations with Park Visitors 
Participants held a wide range of opinions and shared many different ideas about the future of the Pony 
Ride Site and how it should be used in the future such as: 

• Participants generally indicated support for family-friendly recreational uses with educational and 
entertainment components. 

• Approximately 79% of those interacted with (218) indicated support for a live animal experience 
of some sort (approximately 34% wanted to see the pony rides come back). 

• 8% of participants indicated support for a live animal experience and added that their support is 
conditional on the humane treatment of animals and a high standard of care (21 mentions). 

• Approximately 12% of those interacted with (48) indicated support for a non-animal experience.  
• Approximately 10% of those asked (37) gave an unclear or undecided response regarding an 

animal/non-animal experience. 
• Participants were generally open to the idea of including a combination of uses on the site (versus 

selection of a singular use only), including suggestions such as: creating multiple animal-oriented 
experiences, pairing an animal experience with a non-animal experience, or grouping multiple 
non-animal uses. 

• General sentiment among participants indicated preference for a use that kept the area relatively 
undeveloped and highlighted the “natural” qualities of the site. 

•  Participants generally liked the affordability of the previous Pony Rides use. 
• Participants indicated that any potential animal use should consider and prioritize animal well-

being. 
Note: The total numbers don’t add to 388 respondents, since some people expressed interest in bringing back pony 
rides or said “no to pony rides” and offered suggestions for other activities. Very few people stated solely “No to Pony 
Rides. Instead, many people provided a range of ideas that included the reuse of the site with animal-related and 
non-animal related uses such as petting zoo, bike, housing, racquetball etc.  
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Opinion Poll 
(Statistically Valid) 
Results 



City of Los Angeles 
Griffith Park Study

January 28-February 4, 2024

320-1111
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Dates January 28-February 4, 2024

Survey Type Dual-mode Resident Survey

Research Population City of Los Angeles Residents Ages 18+

Total Interviews 564

Margin of Sampling Error (Full Sample) ±4.4% at the 95% Confidence Level
(Half Sample) ±6.3% at the 95% Confidence Level

Contact Methods

Data Collection Modes

Languages English and Spanish (Online and on Telephone)

(Note: Not All Results Will Sum to 100% Due to Rounding)

Text
Invitations

Telephone
Calls

Email
Invitations

Telephone
Interviews

Online
Interviews

Survey Methodology
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Awareness of Griffith Park 
and Visitor Behavior
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Nearly 9 in 10 respondents said 
they have been to Griffith Park. 

Q5. 

Have you personally ever been to Griffith Park? 

Yes
87%

No
13%
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Nearly 9 in 10 respondents said they have been 
to Griffith Park; another 11% when informed 

of park attractions. 

Q5 & Q11. *The informed Yes are respondents who initially said they had not been to Griffith Park but when asked specifically about park attractions,
said they had visited at least one.

Have you personally ever been to Griffith Park? 

Initial Yes
87%

*Informed 
Yes
11%

No
2%
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Two out of 3 respondents feel they are at least 
“somewhat” familiar with Griffith Park. 

Q6. How familiar would you say you are with Griffith Park? Are you very familiar, somewhat familiar, not too familiar, or not familiar at all?

22%

44%

25%

8%

1%

Very familiar

Somewhat familiar

Not too familiar

Not familiar at all

Don't know

Total Not 
Familiar

33%

Total
Familiar

66%
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Among those able to give an opinion, reviews of 
Griffith Park are overwhelmingly positive.

Q7. 

Based on what you know, do you have an overall favorable or unfavorable opinion of Griffith Park? 

39%

35%

5%

1%

21%

Very favorable

Somewhat favorable

Somewhat unfavorable

Very unfavorable

Don’t know enough to offer an opinion/
Don't know

Total 
Unfavorable

6%

Total 
Favorable

73%
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Once a 
Month or 

More
18%

About Six 
to 10 
times
19%

Two to 
Five Times

45%

One Time
17%

Don't 
Know

1%

Four in 10 of those who said they have been to 
Griffith Park visited in the last year; and most of these 

recent visitors went multiple times. 

Q8. Have you visited Griffith Park in the last year, a year to two years ago, three years to five years ago, six years to 10 years ago, or more than 10 years ago?
Q9. Approximately how many times in the last year did you visit Griffith Park?

(Asked Only of Those Who Said They 
Had Been to Griffith Park, n =488)

(Asked Only of Those Who said They 
Have Been to Griffith Park in the Last 

Year, n=188)

39%

17%

22%

11%

11%

1%

In the last year

A year to two years ago

Three years to five years ago

Six years to 10 years ago

More than 10 years ago

Don't know
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Four in 10 are very likely to visit Griffith Park
in the next year; 3 in 10 are unlikely to do so.

Q10. 

In the next year or so, how likely do you think you are to go to Griffith Park for any reason? 
Please use a scale of 1 to 7 where a “1” means you are not likely at all to visit Griffith Park in the 

next year or so and a “7” means you are very likely to visit Griffith Park in the next year or so. 

16%

8%

7%

11%

15%

9%

30%

4%

1 (Not likely)

2

3

4

5

6

7 (Very likely)

Don't know

Mean Score: 4.5

6-7 
(Very Likely)

39%

1-3
(Not Likely)

31%
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Brief Information Statement

Griffith Park is a City of Los Angeles Park. It is located just 
west of the I-5, roughly between Los Feliz Boulevard on the 
south and the 134, Ventura Freeway, on the north. 
The park is over 4,000 acres and includes natural areas and 
landscaped parkland and picnic areas. It is also the location 
of the LA Zoo, the Griffith Observatory, the Hollywood 
Sign, the Greek Theatre, and other attractions. 
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Three in 4 respondents have visited the Park’s 
natural areas; 4 in 10 to half have visited the train 

rides, playgrounds, and the merry-go-round.

Q11. Now that you have heard more about it, I am going to read you some attractions and features that you may or may not have known are located in 
Griffith Park. Please tell me if you have ever visited this attraction or feature in Griffith Park. If you had never heard of an attraction or feature before I 
mentioned it in this survey, please tell me that instead.  

83%

80%

74%

57%

47%

45%

41%

34%

26%

14%

15%

18%

22%

36%

34%

43%

41%

46%

54%

65%

5%

16%

8%

14%

17%

17%

17%

The Griffith Observatory

The LA Zoo

The Greek Theatre

Travel Town, LA Live Steamers, or the train rides

Griffith Park playgrounds

The Griffith Park merry-go-round

The Autry Museum of the American West

The LA Equestrian Center

A Griffith Park golf course or driving range

Yes, Visited No, Have Not Visited Never Heard of Don't Know

Natural areas in Griffith Park, including 
picnic areas, hiking or biking trails, or gardens
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Awareness of Pony Rides
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Six in 10 respondents are aware of the 
Griffith Park Pony Ride; and 6 in 10 of those 
aware of the Pony Ride know it has closed.

Q12. Griffith Park previously offered pony rides in the park, but the Pony Ride was closed in December 2022. Before this survey, were you aware that pony 
rides were previously offered in the Park? 
Q13. Many people were not aware that the Pony Ride had been closed in Griffith Park. Before I mentioned it in this survey, were you aware the Pony Ride
in Griffith Park had closed?

Yes
60%

No
39%

Don’t 
Know

2%

Aware of Pony Ride

Yes
62%

No
36%

Don’t 
Know

2%

Aware of Pony Ride Closure

(Asked Only of Those Who are 
Aware of Pony Ride, n=336)

Almost 4 in 10 of All Respondents are Aware of Closure



14

Nearly 2 out of 3 of those aware of the 
Pony Ride have been to them. 

Q14. 

(Asked Only of Those Who are Aware of the Pony Ride, n=336)

Yes
64%

No
33%

Don't 
Know

4%

38% of All Respondents 
Have Been to the Pony 

Ride

Have you or anyone in your household ever visited the Griffith Park Pony Ride, 
whether that was in recent years or when you were a child? 
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Older residents and Latinos are the most likely to 
be aware of and to have been to the Pony Ride.

Q14. Have you or anyone in your household ever visited the Griffith Park Pony Ride, whether that was in recent years or when you were a child? 

Demographic Group Have Visited % of Sample
All Respondents 38% 100%

Have Adult Children 58% 24%
Have Children Ages 11-18  53% 11%

Lived 30+ Years in Los Angeles 50% 48%
Latino Ages 50+ 49% 12%

Downtown LA area 48% 13%
Men Ages 50+ 46% 19%

Ages 65+ 46% 16%
Latinos (both men and women) 45% 47%

People of Color Ages 50+ 45% 21%
Ages 50+ 44% 37%

Whites Ages 50+ 44% 16%
Interviewed in Spanish 44% 13%

Latino Ages 18-49 43% 34%
Ages 50-64 43% 21%

Women of Color 42% 37%
Women Ages 50+ 42% 18%
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Nearly 8 in 10 of those who have been to the 
Pony Ride did so a few times or more; 

Six in 10 have not been in the last five years. 

Q15. How many times have you or someone in your household visited the Griffith Park Pony Ride? Was it just once, a few times, about half a dozen times, or 
more than that? Your best guess is fine.
Q16. Was (your last visit to the Pony Ride) (your visit to the Pony Ride) in the last five years or more than five years ago? Your best guess is fine.

(Asked Only of Those Who Have Visited the Pony Ride, n=214)

How Many Times Visited Last Time Visited

In the 
Last Five 

Years
37%

More 
Than Five 
Years Ago

61%

Don’t 
Know

3%

18%

40%

18%

18%

5%

Just once

A few times

About half a dozen times

More than that

Don’t know/Refused
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Half of respondents went to the 
Pony Ride as a child, and near equal numbers 

have taken their own children to it. 

Q17. 

(Multiple Responses Accepted; Asked Only of Those Who Have Visited the Pony Ride, n=214)

Which of the following applies to you when thinking about the Griffith Park Pony Ride? 

50%

47%

42%

4%

3%

I went to the Pony Ride when I was a child

I took my own children to the Pony Ride

I have been to the Pony Ride with
friends or family

None

Don’t Know
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Preferred Uses of 
Former Pony Ride Site
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The most volunteered preferred uses of the site 
are to bring back the pony rides and for open,

natural, or recreational spaces.

Q18. 

(Open-ended Question; Responses Grouped; Multiple Responses Allowed, Responses of 3% or More Shown)

The area where the Pony Ride was located is about the size of two football fields. 
What would you like to see in that space in Griffith Park? 

14%
11%

9%
7%

6%
6%

4%
4%

3%
3%
3%

Pony rides/bring back pony rides
Parks/playground/picnic area

Natural area/open space/greenery/plants/trees
Kid’s park/family friendly activities

Gardens/botanical gardens
Sports fields/areas/recreation/community center

Trails/hiking/biking trails/walking path
Restaurants/shops/farmers market

Museum/exhibits/nature center
Waterpark/swimming/pool

Events/event spaces
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Other animal experiences 
were not initially top-of-mind for the site.

Q18. Responses 0% include actual volunteered response totaling less than 1%. 

The area where the Pony Ride was located is about the size of two football fields. 
What would you like to see in that space in Griffith Park? 

(Open-ended Question; Responses Grouped; Multiple Responses Allowed, Responses of 2% to 0% Shown)

2%
2%
2%
2%
2%

1%
1%
1%
1%
1%
1%

0%
0%
0%

8%
4%

17%

Dog parks/dog walking
Exercise areas/running/track

Pickleball/tennis/basketball courts
Animal sanctuary/butterflies/animals/farm animals

Skate park/pump track
Low-income housing/housing

Golfing/golf course
Lake/pond
Petting zoo

Less homeless

Skating rink
Train ride expanded

Expanded equestrian/horseback riding

Other
None/Nothing

Don't Know/Unsure/No Answer

Train to take you around the park/transportation around park
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When asked directly, 7 in 10 respondents 
favor offering pony rides at Griffith Park again —

just 16% oppose it. 

Q19. 

Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

45%

26%

7%

9%

14%

Strongly favor

Somewhat favor

Somewhat oppose

Strongly oppose

Need more information/
Don't know

Total
Oppose

16%

Total
Favor
70%
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Support is strong regardless of age for offering 
pony rides, although 2 in 10 of those 30-49 oppose it.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Age)

78%

66% 64%
70% 73%

13%
20% 21%

13% 11%10% 14% 15% 17% 16%

18-29 30-39 40-49 50-64 65+

Total Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(23%) (21%)(21%) (16%)(17%)
(% of 
Sample)
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There is little difference by grouped gender and age.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Gender by Age)

70%
76% 71% 66%

19% 14% 15% 11%11% 10% 14%
23%

18-49 50+ 18-49 50+

Total Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(30%) (30%)(18%) (18%)
(% of 
Sample)

Men Women
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Women with children under 19 are among the 
most likely to favor offering pony rides again.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Parents)

39% 46% 55%
43%

24%
29%

24%
24%

64%

24%
13%

75%

15%
10%

79%

10% 11%

66%

15% 18%

Men With Children <19 Other Men Women With Children <19 Other Women

Strongly Favor Somewhat Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(% of 
Sample) (11%) (37%) (12%) (35%)
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Latinos favor offering pony rides 
in the highest numbers.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Race/Ethnicity)

37%
53% 50%

25%

25%

25%
18%

40%

62%

21% 17%

77%

11% 12%

68%

18% 14%

66%

18% 16%

Whites Latinos African Americans Asians/Pacific Islander

Strongly Favor Somewhat Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(% of 
Sample) (27%) (47%) (9%) (12%)
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Opposition is greatest among those earning 
$150K or more in household income.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Household Income)

75% 75%
70%

59%

12% 13% 17%
27%

12% 11% 13% 15%

<$80,000 $80,000-$100,000 $100,000-$150,000 $150,000+

Total Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(48%) (19%)(9%) (13%)
(% of 
Sample)
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Notably, opposition is greatest among those 
living closest to Griffith Park.

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by City Zones & San Fernando Valley)

West
Valley

East
Valley

Westside/
Hills

East
LA

South Downtown Harbor Yes No

Total Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(18%) (36%)
(% of 
Sample) (64%)(13%) (8%)(19%)(13%)(15%)(15%)

City Zones San Fernando Valley
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Even two-thirds of those who were not aware of 
the Pony Ride prior to the survey favor its return. 

Q19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? 

(Favor/Oppose Pony Rides for Children in Griffith Park Again by Pony Awareness)

(% of 
Sample)

58%
38% 36%

21%

25% 30%

79%

13%
8%

62%

17% 21%

66%

18% 16%

Aware/Have Visited Aware/Have Not Visited Not Aware

Strongly Favor Somewhat Favor Total Oppose Need More Info./Don't Know

(38%) (19%) (38%)
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Animal rescue, community garden, museum, 
adventure course, and pony ride top the list of 

proposed uses of site when provided a list of options.

Q20. I am going to read you a list of proposals that some people have suggested for how to use the site once occupied by the pony rides in Griffith Park. All the 
proposed attractions or features would be at low to no cost to park visitors. Please tell me how appealing the proposed feature or attraction is to you, using a 
scale of 1 to 7 where a “1” means it is not appealing at all and a “7” means it is very appealing. You can choose any number from 1 to 7. 

(Ranked by 6-7, Very Appealing)
Mean
Score

5.6

5.4

5.2

5.2

5.1

4.9

61%

56%

55%

55%

51%

50%

14%

14%

14%

14%

15%

11%

12%

12%

13%

9%

13%

14%

12%

18%

19%

22%

21%

26%

*An animal rescue where visitors can see and learn 
about local native wildlife such as owls, racoons, 

snakes, and deer
A community garden, including education 

programs on farming, growing fruit and vegetables,
and farm-to-table

An indoor-outdoor museum or nature center 
focused on environmental science education

Indoor and outdoor adventure area with activities 
for children and adults, such as rope courses and 

rock walls

Bring back pony rides for children

6-7 (Very Appealing) 5 4 (Neutal)/Don't Know 1 (Not Appealing)-3

*An animal rescue where visitors can see, 
learn about, and have limited contact with farm 

animals, such as cows, pigs, chickens, sheep, 
and goats
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Q20. I am going to read you a list of proposals that some people have suggested for how to use the site once occupied by the pony rides in Griffith Park. All the 
proposed attractions or features would be at low to no cost to park visitors. Please tell me how appealing the proposed feature or attraction is to you, using a 
scale of 1 to 7 where a “1” means it is not appealing at all and a “7” means it is very appealing. You can choose any number from 1 to 7. 

Mean
Score

4.8

4.9

4.8

4.7

4.6

4.7

4.4

4.0

4.1

48%

47%

44%

43%

42%

40%

35%

34%

32%

11%

15%

15%

12%

15%

18%

16%

10%

14%

14%

13%

17%

16%

13%

18%

17%

12%

15%

26%

24%

25%

30%

31%

25%

32%

44%

40%

Educational programs on the history of Los Angeles 
and Indigenous peoples

Picnic and recreation space

A water play area for children with splash activities 

A petting zoo

A playground and play structures for children

Expand the park's train rides

A miniature golf course

Sport courts and fields

6-7 (Very Appealing) 5 4 (Neutal)/Don't Know 1 (Not Appealing)-3

Interactions with horses where visitors do not ride the 
horses, including interactions designed to provide mental 

health therapy for children and adults and education 
about how to care for horses

Continued
(Ranked by 6-7, Very Appealing)
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Nine in 10 respondents find at least three proposals very 
appealing; slightly more than 4 in 10 feel this way about seven or 

more—showing the opportunity for multiple uses of the site. 

Q20.

(% 6 or 7 Rating Indicating Very Appealing)

3%
8%

18%

27%
23% 22%

0 1 2-3 4-6 7-9 10-14

Proposals 
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After hearing more options for the space, educational and animal 
experiences are the most volunteered preferred uses.

Q21. Accepted Multiple Responses 

(Open-ended Question; Responses Grouped; Responses of 4% or More Shown; Asked Only Online, n=313)

Having heard more, what would you like to see at the site of the former 
Pony Ride in Griffith Park — whether something you heard about in the survey or 

something that was not mentioned?
%

Educational purposes/center; indigenous/nature/environmental/science education/museum 16%
Animal sanctuary/animal rescue/something with animals/wildlife center/horse therapy 13%

Pony rides/bring back pony rides 12%
Activities for kids/playground 8%

Community garden/gardening/farming education 8%
Sports areas/fields/courts/complex 6%

Botanical gardens/gardens 5%
Splash/water park/water play 5%

Recreation/picnic areas (passive park space mentions) 5%
Nature areas 4%
Petting zoo 4%

All interesting ideas/good ideas 5%
Other 17%

None/Nothing 10%
Don't Know/Unsure/Refused/No Comment 5%
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Of those who do not favor pony rides in Griffith Park, 
just two in 10 oppose any kind of animal experience.

Q22. Please tell me which of the following comes closest to your point of view when thinking about offering animal experiences at the site of the former 
Pony Ride in Griffith Park.

(Asked Only of Those Who Did Not Favor Offering Pony Rides in Griffith Park, n=167)

40%

20%

21%

19%

I support offering animal experiences where 
visitors can interact with animals,

but not ride them 

I support offering animal experiences as long 
as visitors cannot touch the animals

I am opposed to any kind of animal experience 
at this site

Don't know
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Of all respondents, just 6% oppose 
any kind of animal experience.

Q19/Q22 Combined. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again?/Please tell me which of the following comes closest to 
your point of view when thinking about offering animal experiences at the site of the former Pony Ride in Griffith Park. 

70%

12%

6%

6%

6%

Favor offering pony rides

I support offering animal experiences where 
visitors can interact with animals,

but not ride them 
I support offering animal experiences as long 

as visitors cannot touch the animals

I am opposed to any kind of animal experience 
at this site

Don't know
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Demographics



36

Gender

Q2. 

Male
50%

Female
48%

Non-
binary

1%

Prefer 
Not to 

Answer
1%



37
Q3. 

Which of the following categories best describes the 
ethnic or racial group with which you identify yourself? 

47%

9%

12%

27%

2%

2%

1%

Hispanic or Latino

African American or Black

Asian American or Pacific Islander

Caucasian or White

More than one ethnic or racial group

A different ethnic or racial group

Prefer not to answer

Race/Ethnicity

13% of Interviews 
Conducted in Spanish
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Q4. 

23%

21%

17%

21%

16%

61%

37%

18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

18-49

50+

Age
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City Areas

15%

18%

15%

13%

19%

13%

8%

West Valley

East Valley

Westside/Hills

East LA

South

Downtown

Harbor

Yes
36%

No
64%

City Zones San Fernando Valley
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Conclusions
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Conclusions
• Griffith Park is well-known and well-regarded.
• Nearly all respondents have been to Griffith Park—although nearly 

half have not been in over three years—and most having visited 
more than one attraction. 

• There is high awareness of the Griffith Park Pony Ride, with 6 in 10 
aware of it.

• Among those familiar with the Griffith Park Pony Ride, 6 in 10 are 
also aware that the Pony Ride closed.

• Nealy 4 in 10 of all respondents have visited the Pony Ride—with 
respondents ages 50 or older and Latino respondents among the 
most likely to have done so.

• Half of respondents who have been to the Pony Ride, went when 
they were a child as well as half taking their own children—showing 
the long-standing tradition for many.
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Conclusions; Continue
• Seven in 10 respondents favor bringing back the pony rides.
• The results also suggest there is a low level of opposition to animal 

experiences in general, with just six percent opposed to any kind of 
animal experience.

• Most respondents find more than one proposed use of the site 
appealing—with 3 out of 4 feeling this way about four or more 
proposals. This suggests the opportunity to provide multiple 
experiences at the former Pony Ride site or extended area that 
would be attractive to visitors. 

• Top proposals are an animal rescue, community garden, indoor-
outdoor museum or nature center, adventure area, and pony rides.

• Paved proposals, including sports courts/field, miniature golf, 
expanded train rides, water play, and play structures are well-
received but have lower appeal—perhaps also because of their 
more narrow audience (primarily youth).
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FEBRUARY 16-APRIL 12, 2024 

 

CITY OF LOS ANGELES GRIFFITH PARK SURVEY 
320-1111-WT 

N=4609 
MARGIN OF SAMPLING ERROR ±4.4% (95% CONFIDENCE LEVEL) 

CONSULTANT WORKING DRAFT NOT FOR PUBLICATION.  CA GOV’T CODE 7927. 

 
Hello, I'm calling from _______, a public opinion research company. We are not telemarketers trying to sell 
anything or ask for a donation of any type. We're conducting a public opinion survey about issues that concern 
City of Los Angeles residents. May I speak to __________? (IF NOT AVAILABLE, ASK WHEN IT WOULD 
BE CONVENIENT TO CALL AGAIN.) (IF RESPONDENT REPLIES IN SPANISH, OR DESIRES TO 
SPEAK IN SPANISH, FOLLOW THE ESTABLISHED PROCEDURE FOR HANDING OFF TO A 
SPANISH-SPEAKING INTERVIEWER.)   
 
A. Before we begin, I need to know if I have reached you on a cell phone. (IF YES, ASK: “Are you in a safe 

place where you can talk?”) 
 
 Yes, cell and in safe place --------------------------- 0% 

 Yes, cell not in safe place ------------ TERMINATE 
 No, not on cell ---------------------------------------- 0% 
 (DON’T READ) DK/REFUSED --- TERMINATE 
 
1. To confirm you live in the City of Los Angeles, could you please tell me your zip code? (OPEN-END) 

(TERMINATE IF NOT IN ONE OF CITY OF LA ZIP CODES ON FILE OR 
UNSURE/NA/RESFUSED)  

 
2. Now, just to make sure everyone is represented in this survey, what is your gender? (OPEN-END; 

RECORD VERBATIM RESPONSES)   
 
  Male ----------------------------------------- 18% 
  Female -------------------------------------- 77% 
  Non-binary ----------------------------------- 1% 
  (DON’T READ) Prefer not to answer --- 4% 
 
3. Again, just to make sure everyone is represented, which of the following categories best describes the 

ethnic or racial group with which you identify yourself? Is it…? (READ ALL RESPONSE CHOICES; 
DO NOT RANDOMIZE)  

 
 Hispanic or Latino ------------------------------------------------------------------- 16% 
 African American or Black ----------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
 Asian American or Pacific Islander ------------------------------------------------- 7% 
 Caucasian or White ------------------------------------------------------------------ 56% 
 More than one ethnic or racial group ------------------------------------------------ 7% 
 A different ethnic or racial group (SPECIFY AND RECORD:_______) ---- 2% 
 (DON’T READ) Prefer not to answer -------------------------------------------- 10% 

  



FM3 RESEARCH 320-1111-WT EXECUTION DRAFT PAGE 2 
 
4. And in what year were you born? 
  2005-1999 (18-24) -------------------------- 2% 

 1998-1994 (25-29) -------------------------- 4% 
 1993-1989 (30-34) -------------------------- 9% 
 1988-1984 (35-39) ------------------------ 13% 
 1983-1979 (40-44) ------------------------ 16% 
 1978-1974 (45-49) ------------------------ 12% 
 1973-1969 (50-54) ------------------------ 10% 
 1968-1964 (55-59) -------------------------- 9% 
 1963-1959 (60-64) -------------------------- 8% 
 1958-1949 (65-74) ------------------------ 12% 
 1948 or earlier (75+) ------------------------ 4% 
 (DON’T READ) Prefer not to answer --- 2% 

 
IN THIS SURVEY, WE ARE TALKING TO LOS ANGELES RESIDENTS ABOUT DIFFERENT 

PLACES IN THE CITY. FOR YOUR SURVEY, WE WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU SOME 
QUESTIONS ABOUT GRIFFITH PARK. 

 
5. Have you personally ever been to Griffith Park?  

 
Yes -------------------------------------------- 98% 
No ---------------------------------------------- 1% 
(DON'T READ) Don’t Know/NA -------- 0% 

 
6. How familiar would you say you are with Griffith Park? Are you very familiar, somewhat familiar, not 

too familiar, or not familiar at all? 
 

 TOTAL FAMILIAR -------------------- 93% 
  Very familiar ------------------------------- 58% 
  Somewhat familiar  ----------------------- 35% 
 
  TOTAL NOT FAMILIAR -------------- 7% 
  Not too familiar ------------------------------ 6% 
  Not familiar at all ---------------------------- 1% 
 
  (DON’T READ) DK/NA ------------------ 0% 
  



FM3 RESEARCH 320-1111-WT EXECUTION DRAFT PAGE 3 
 
7. Based on what you know, do you have an overall favorable or unfavorable opinion of Griffith Park? If 

you do not know enough to offer an opinion, please tell me that instead. (IF 
FAVORABLE/UNFAVORABLE, ASK:) "Is that very or somewhat 
FAVORABLE/UNFAVORABLE?" 

  TOTAL FAVORABLE ----------------- 91% 
  Very favorable ----------------------------- 59% 
  Somewhat favorable ---------------------- 32% 
  
  TOTAL UNFAVORABLE -------------- 5% 
 Somewhat unfavorable --------------------- 4% 
 Very unfavorable ---------------------------- 1% 

 
Don’t know enough to offer an opinion --- 4% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 0% 

 
(ASK Q8 IF Q5 = CODE 1 – YES, BEEN TO GRIFFITH PARK); n=4539 
8. Have you visited Griffith Park in the last year, a year to two years ago, three years to five years ago, six 

years to 10 years ago, or more than 10 years ago? 
 

In the last year ------------------------------- 71% 
A year to two years ago -------------------- 13% 
Three years to five years ago --------------- 9% 
Six years to 10 years ago -------------------- 4% 
More than 10 years ago ---------------------- 3% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 1% 

 
(ASK Q9 IF Q8 = CODE 1 – BEEN TO GRIFFITH PARK IN THE LAST YEAR); n=3206 
9. Approximately how many times in the last year did you visit Griffith Park: (READ OPTIONS) 
 

Once a month or more ---------------------- 38% 
About six to 10 times ----------------------- 24% 
Two to five times ---------------------------- 32% 
One time --------------------------------------- 5% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 1% 

(RESUME ASKING ALL RESPONDENTS) 
10. In the next year or so, how likely do you think you are to go to Griffith Park for any reason? Please use a 

scale of 1 to 7 where a “1” means you are not likely at all to visit Griffith Park in the next year or so and 
a “7” means you are very likely to visit Griffith Park in the next year or so. You can use any number from 
1 to 7.  
 MEAN ---------------------------------------- 6.0 

  1 (Not likely at all) -------------------------- 3% 
 2 ----------------------------------------------- 3% 
 3 ----------------------------------------------- 4% 
 4 ----------------------------------------------- 7% 
 5 --------------------------------------------- 11% 
 6 ----------------------------------------------- 9% 
 7 (Very likely) ----------------------------- 60% 
 (DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------ 3% 
GRIFFITH PARK IS A CITY OF LOS ANGELES PARK. IT IS LOCATED JUST WEST OF THE 
I-5, ROUGHLY BETWEEN LOS FELIZ BOULEVARD ON THE SOUTH AND THE 134, 
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VENTURA FREEWAY, ON THE NORTH. THE PARK IS OVER 4,000 ACRES AND INCLUDES 
NATURAL AREAS AND LANDSCAPED PARKLAND AND PICNIC AREAS. IT IS ALSO THE 
LOCATION OF THE L.A. ZOO, THE GRIFFITH OBSERVATORY, THE HOLLYWOOD SIGN, 
THE GREEK THEATRE, AND OTHER ATTRACTIONS.  
 

11. Now that you have heard more about it, I am going to read you some attractions and features that you may 
or may not have known are located in Griffith Park. After hearing each one, please tell me if you have 
ever visited this attraction or feature in Griffith Park. If you had never heard of an attraction or feature 
before I mentioned it in this survey, please tell me that instead. (RANDOMIZE) 

 
    (DON’T  
  NO, NEVER READ)  
 YES, HAVE HEARD DON’T  
 VISITED NOT VISITED OF KNOW  
[ ]a. Travel Town, L.A. Live Steamers, or 

the train rides ---------------------------------- 74% ----------- 22% ------------ 3% ------------- 1% 
[ ]b. The L.A. Zoo ---------------------------------- 83% ----------- 16% ------------ 0% ------------- 0% 
[ ]c. The Griffith Observatory --------------------- 94% ------------ 5% ------------- 0% ------------- 0% 
[ ]d. The Greek Theatre ---------------------------- 79% ----------- 20% ------------ 1% ------------- 1% 
[ ]e. The Autry Museum of the American 

West --------------------------------------------- 64% ----------- 31% ------------ 4% ------------- 1% 
[ ]f. The Griffith Park merry-go-round ---------- 71% ----------- 25% ------------ 3% ------------- 1% 
[ ]g. A Griffith Park golf course or driving 

range -------------------------------------------- 25% ----------- 68% ------------ 6% ------------- 1% 
[ ]h. The L.A. Equestrian Center ------------------ 51% ----------- 44% ------------ 4% ------------- 1% 
[ ]i. Natural areas in Griffith Park, 

including picnic areas, hiking or 
biking trails, or gardens ---------------------- 94% ------------ 5% ------------- 0% ------------- 1% 

[ ]j. Griffith Park playgrounds -------------------- 72% ----------- 25% ------------ 2% ------------- 2% 
 
12. Griffith Park previously offered pony rides in the park, but the Pony Ride was closed in December 2022. 

Before this survey, were you aware that pony rides were previously offered in the Park?  
 

Yes -------------------------------------------- 91% 
No ---------------------------------------------- 8% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 1% 

 
(ASK Q13 IF Q12 = CODE 1 – YES, AWARE OF PONY RIDE) ; n=4188 
13. Many people were not aware that the Pony Ride had been closed in Griffith Park. Before I mentioned it 

in this survey, were you aware the Pony Ride in Griffith Park had closed?  
 

Yes -------------------------------------------- 85% 
No --------------------------------------------- 14% 
(DON'T READ) Don’t Know/NA -------- 1% 

(ASK Q14 IF Q12 = CODE 1 – YES, AWARE OF PONY RIDE) ; n=4188 
14. Have you or anyone in your household ever visited the Griffith Park Pony Ride, whether that was in recent 

years or when you were a child?  
 

Yes -------------------------------------------- 72% 
No --------------------------------------------- 26% 



FM3 RESEARCH 320-1111-WT EXECUTION DRAFT PAGE 5 
 

(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 2% 
 

(ASK Q15- Q17 IF Q14 = CODE 1 – YES, HAVE VISITED PONY RIDE) ; n=3006 
15. How many times have you or someone in your household visited the Griffith Park Pony Ride? Was it just 

once, a few times, about half a dozen times, or more than that? Your best guess is fine. 
 

Just once -------------------------------------- 11% 
A few times ---------------------------------- 26% 
About half a dozen times ------------------- 19% 
More than that ------------------------------- 42% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA/Refused -------- 2% 

 
16. Was (IF Q15= 2-5: your last visit to the Pony Ride) (IF Q14 = 1: your visit to the Pony Ride) in the last 

five years or more than five years ago? Your best guess is fine. 
 

In the last five years ------------------------- 58% 
More than five years ago ------------------- 41% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------- 1% 

 
17. Which of the following applies to you when thinking about the Griffith Park Pony Ride? (PHONE: 

MULTIPLE RESPONSE OKAY) (RANDOMIZE CODES 1-3) 
 

I went to the Pony Ride when I was a child ---------------------------- 48% 
I took my own children to the Pony Ride ------------------------------ 65% 
I have been to the Pony Ride with friends or family ------------------ 61% 
(DON'T READ) None (EXCLUSIVE) -------------------------------- 2% 
(DON'T READ) Don’t Know/NA (EXCLUSIVE) ------------------ 0% 
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(RESUME ASKING ALL RESPONDENTS) 
18. The area where the Pony Ride was located is about the size of two football fields. What would you like to 

see in that space in Griffith Park? (OPEN-ENDED QUESTION, MULTIPLE RESPONSE 
ALLOWED)  
 

Pony rides/bring back pony rides -------------------------------------------------------- 40% 
Kid’s park/family friendly activities ---------------------------------------------------- 12% 
Parks/playground/picnic area ------------------------------------------------------------ 10% 
Natural area/open space/greenery/plants/trees ------------------------------------------- 7% 
Gardens/botanical gardens ----------------------------------------------------------------- 7% 
Skating rink ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 6% 
Museum/exhibits/nature center ------------------------------------------------------------ 5% 
Pickleball/tennis/basketball courts -------------------------------------------------------- 5% 
Petting zoo ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 4% 
Events/event spaces ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 4% 
Waterpark/swimming/pool ----------------------------------------------------------------- 3% 
Animal sanctuary/butterflies/animals/farm animals ------------------------------------ 3% 
Dog parks/dog walking --------------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Trails/hiking/biking trails/walking path -------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Exercise areas/running/track --------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Sports fields/areas/recreation/community center ---------------------------------------- 2% 
Restaurants/shops/farmers market -------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Golfing/golf course -------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
Train ride expanded ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
Lake/pond ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 1% 
Expanded equestrian/horseback riding --------------------------------------------------- 1% 
Skate park/pump track ---------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
Low-income housing/housing ------------------------------------------------------------- 0% 
Less homeless -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 0% 
Train to take you around the park/transportation around park ------------------------- 0% 
 
Other ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 5% 
None/Nothing -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 0% 
Don't Know/Unsure ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
NA/Refused/No Comment ----------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
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19. Would you favor or oppose offering pony rides for children in Griffith Park again? (IF 

FAVOR/OPPOSE, ASK: Do you strongly (favor/oppose) it or only somewhat?)  
 
  TOTAL FAVOR ------------------------- 55% 
  Strongly favor ------------------------------ 47% 
  Somewhat favor ----------------------------- 8% 
  
  TOTAL OPPOSE ------------------------ 38% 
 Somewhat oppose --------------------------- 5% 
 Strongly oppose --------------------------- 33% 

 
(Need more information) ------------------ 5% 
(DK/NA) -------------------------------------- 2% 

 
20. Next I am going to read you a list of proposals that some people have suggested for how to use the site 

once occupied by the pony rides in Griffith Park. All the proposed attractions or features would be at low 
to no cost to park visitors. After hearing each one, please tell me how appealing the proposed feature or 
attraction is to you, using a scale of 1 to 7 where a “1” means it is not appealing at all and a “7” means it 
is very appealing. You can choose any number from 1 to 7. (RANDOMIZE) 

 
 Not      Very 
 Appealing      Appealing (DK) MEAN 
 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  
[ ]a. A playground and play structures 

for children ----------------------------- 31% ---- 9% -- 10% -- 13% -- 12% ---- 7% --- 18% ---- 1% 3.6 
[ ]b. A water play area for children 

with splash activities  ----------------- 30% ---- 6% ---- 8% -- 11% -- 10% ---- 8% --- 24% ---- 1% 3.9 
[ ]c. Expand the park’s train rides -------- 30% ---- 8% ---- 9% -- 13% -- 11% ---- 7% --- 18% ---- 3% 3.7 
[ ]d. A miniature golf course -------------- 41% ---- 6% ---- 8% -- 11% ----9% ---- 7% --- 17% ---- 1% 3.3 
[ ]e. Sport courts and fields ---------------- 43% ---- 8% ---- 8% -- 10% ----7% ---- 6% --- 16% ---- 1% 3.1 
[ ]f. Indoor and outdoor adventure 

area with activities for children 
and adults, such as rope courses 
and rock walls ------------------------- 21% ---- 6% ---- 8% -- 13% -- 13% --- 10% --- 28% ---- 1% 4.4 

[ ]g. Picnic and recreation space ---------- 31% ---- 9% ---- 9% -- 13% -- 11% ---- 7% --- 18% ---- 1% 3.6 
[ ]h. Bring back pony rides for 

children --------------------------------- 38% ---- 3% ---- 2% ---- 3% ----3% ---- 3% --- 45% ---- 2% 4.3 
[ ]i. Interactions with horses where 

visitors do not ride the horses, 
including interactions designed 
to provide mental health therapy 
for children and adults and 
education about how to care for 
horses ----------------------------------- 25% ---- 7% ---- 8% -- 12% -- 12% --- 10% --- 24% ---- 2% 4.1 

[ ]j. A petting zoo -------------------------- 44% ---- 5% ---- 6% ---- 9% ----8% ---- 8% --- 18% ---- 1% 3.3 
[ ]k. An indoor-outdoor museum or 

nature center focused on 
environmental science education --- 20% ---- 6% ---- 8% -- 12% -- 12% --- 10% --- 30% ---- 1% 4.4 

 Not      Very 
 Appealing      Appealing (DK) MEAN 
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 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8  
[ ]l. A community garden, including 

education programs on farming, 
growing fruit and vegetables, and 
farm-to-table --------------------------- 20% ---- 7% ---- 8% -- 11% -- 11% ---- 9% --- 33% ---- 1% 4.5 

 
(RANDOMIZE) 
[ ]m. Educational programs on the 

history of Los Angeles and 
Indigenous peoples ------------------- 23% ---- 8% ---- 9% -- 14% -- 12% ---- 9% --- 23% ---- 1% 4.0 
 

(SPLIT SAMPLE A) 
[ ]n. An animal rescue where visitors 

can see and learn about local 
native wildlife such as owls, 
racoons, snakes, and deer ------------ 17% ---- 5% ---- 7% -- 10% -- 12% --- 11% --- 36% ---- 1% 4.7 

 
(SPLIT SAMPLE B) 
[ ]o. An animal rescue where visitors 

can see, learn about, and have 
limited contact with farm 
animals, such as cows, pigs, 
chickens, sheep, and goats ----------- 20% ---- 5% ---- 6% -- 11% -- 12% --- 11% --- 34% ---- 2% 4.6 
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(RESUME ASKING EVERYONE) 
(ASK Q21 ONLINE ONLY); n=4609 
21. Having heard more, what would you like to see at the site of the former Pony Ride in Griffith Park—

whether something you heard about in the survey or something that was not mentioned? (OPEN-ENDED 
QUESTION, MULTIPLE RESPONSE ALLOWED)  

 
Pony rides/bring back pony rides -------------------------------------------------------- 32% 
Animal sanctuary/animal rescue/something with animals/ 
wildlife center/horse therapy  ------------------------------------------------------------ 17% 
Educational purposes/center/indigenous/nature/ 
environmental/science education/museum  -------------------------------------------- 16% 
Sports areas/fields/courts/complex ------------------------------------------------------ 11% 
Activities for kids/playground ------------------------------------------------------------- 8% 
Splash/water park/water play -------------------------------------------------------------- 6% 
Community garden/gardening/farming education -------------------------------------- 6% 
Petting zoo ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 5% 
Recreation/picnic areas (passive park space mentions) -------------------------------- 4% 
Rock climbing/ropes course/adventure course ------------------------------------------ 4% 
Botanical gardens/gardens ----------------------------------------------------------------- 3% 
Miniature golf -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 3% 
All interesting ideas/good ideas ----------------------------------------------------------- 3% 
Nature areas ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Trains ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Dog park -------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
Walking trails -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
A lake ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 0% 
Eatery/restaurant/farmer’s market --------------------------------------------------------- 0% 
 
Other ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 4% 
None/Nothing -------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 2% 
Don't Know/Unsure ------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1% 
NA/Refused/No Comment ----------------------------------------------------------------- 4% 
 

(ASK Q22 IF CODES 3, 4, 5, OR 6—OPPOSE PONY RIDES, NEED MORE INFO, OR UNSURE—IN 
Q19) ; n=2085 

22. Next, please tell me which of the following comes closest to your point of view when thinking about 
offering animal experiences at the site of the former Pony Ride in Griffith Park. (DO NOT 
RANDOMIZE) 
 

I support offering animal experiences where visitors can 
interact with animals, but not ride them  -------------------------------------- 24% 

 
I support offering animal experiences as long as visitors cannot 
touch the animals ----------------------------------------------------------------- 13% 
 
I am opposed to any kind of animal experience at this site ----------------- 52% 
 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA ------------------------------------------------------- 11% 

Q19/Q22 COMBINED. 
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Favor offering pony rides ------------------------------------------------------- 55% 
I support offering animal experiences where visitors can 
interact with animals, but not ride them  -------------------------------------- 11% 

 
I support offering animal experiences as long as visitors cannot 
touch the animals ------------------------------------------------------------------ 6% 
 
I am opposed to any kind of animal experience at this site ----------------- 24% 
 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA -------------------------------------------------------- 5% 

 
MY LAST QUESTIONS ARE FOR STATISTICAL PURPOSES ONLY 

 
23. How many years have you lived in the City of Los Angeles? 

 
0 to 2 years ----------------------------------  2% 
3 to 5 years ----------------------------------- 4% 
6 to 10 years ---------------------------------- 7% 
11 to 19 years ------------------------------ 14% 
20 to 29 years ------------------------------ 17% 
30 or more years --------------------------- 53% 
(DON’T READ) DK/NA ------------------ 0% 
(DON’T READ) Refused ------------------ 3% 

 
24. Which of the following describes your family situation? (READ EACH; ALLOW MULTIPLE 

RESPONSES FOR CODES 1 AND 2) 
 

You have children under age 19 ----------- 44% 
You have children older than age 19 ----- 24% 
You do not have children ------------------- 29% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA/Refused -------- 8% 
 

(ASK Q25 IF CHILDREN UNDER 19 – CODE 1  IN Q24) ; n=2012 
25. Please tell me if you have children in any of the following age groups: Newborn to two years old, three to 

five years old, six to 10 years old, 11 to 14 years old, or 15 to 18 years old. (MULTIPLE RESPONSE 
ALLOWED) 

Newborn to two years old ------------------ 22% 
Three to five years old ---------------------- 34% 
Six to 10 years old -------------------------- 49% 
11 to 14 years old --------------------------- 27% 
15 to 18 years old --------------------------- 21% 
(DON'T READ) DK/NA/Refused -------- 2% 
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(RESUME ASKING ALL RESPONDENTS) 
26. Last, just to ensure that we include a wide mix of people in this survey, please stop me when I read the 

range that includes your household’s total annual income before taxes in 2023: 
 

 Under $20,000 ------------------------------- 3% 
 $20,000 - $40,000 --------------------------- 6% 
 $40,001 - $60,000 --------------------------- 8% 
 $60,001 - $80,000 ------------------------- 10% 
 $80,001 - $100,000 ----------------------- 11% 
 $100,001 - $150,000 ---------------------- 15% 
 $150,001 or more -------------------------- 25% 
 (DON'T READ) Prefer not to answer - 20% 

 
THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR TIME AND ATTENTION TO MY QUESTIONS. 

 
A/B SPLIT SAMPLE    
Split A ------------------------------ 50% 
Split B ------------------------------ 50% 
 
LANGUAGE OF INTERVIEW 
English (n=4,587) --------------- 100% 
Spanish (n=22) --------------------- 0% 
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Introduction 

Purpose of the Report 

At the request of the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP), Architectural Resources 
Group (ARG) has prepared this Historic Structures Report (HSR) for the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site, located at 
4400 Crystal Springs Drive in Griffith Park, Los Angeles, California. 

An HSR is a well‐defined technical document that is used to inform the condition and future treatment of a 
historic property, as described by the National Park Service (NPS) in NPS Preservation Brief 43: The 
Preparation and Use of Historic Structure Reports, and by the California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP)’s 
recommended “Historic Structure Report Format”.1 ARG developed the HSR for the Griffith Park Pony Ride 
Site in accordance with these federal and state guidelines. The purpose of this HSR is to document the Pony 
Ride Site’s history, significance, and existing conditions, and to appropriately guide the consideration and 
evaluation of potential future use options.  

An HSR establishes a valuable foundation for the rehabilitation of historic properties. It is a technical planning 
tool that will assist in directing the future of the Pony Ride facility and grounds in a manner that retains 
significant features, materials, and spatial relationships to the extent feasible. The prevailing goals of this 
document are to provide a clear understanding of the Pony Ride’s significance and condition, to establish a 
basic framework for decision making for use by current and future stewards of the facility, and to provide 
treatment priorities for future rehabilitation, restoration, and maintenance.   

The Griffith Park Pony Ride Site opened in 1947 and is significant for its association with the early post‐World 
War II expansion of the City of Los Angeles’s recreational offerings at Griffith Park. The Pony Ride was a 
popular local attraction, enjoyed by generations of Angelenos until the facility closed in 2022. The site is 
currently vacant, and RAP is exploring options for its future use. 

Griffith Park, in its entirety, was designated Los Angeles Historic‐Cultural Monument (HCM) No. 942 in 2009, 
and as part of this designation the Pony Ride Site was listed as a contributing feature of the HCM.2  

  

 
1 Deborah Slaton, National Park Service, Preservation Brief 43: The Preparation and Use of Historic Structure Reports, April 2005; 
California Office of Historic Preservation, “Historic Structure Report Format,” February 2003.  
2 Refer to the Evaluation of Significance section under Part 1: Developmental History for an overview of the historical significance 
of Griffith Park and the Pony Ride Site. 
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Preservation Objectives 

According to Preservation Brief 43: The Preparation and Use of Historic Structure Reports, an HSR provides 
documentary, graphic, and physical information about a property’s history and existing conditions. Broadly 
recognized as an effective part of preservation planning, an HSR also provides a thoughtfully considered 
argument for selecting the most appropriate approach to treatment prior to the commencement of work. An 
HSR serves as an important guide for all changes made to a historic property and outlines a scope of 
recommended work.  

This HSR is intended to provide recommendations to assist in guiding the rehabilitation, restoration, and 
maintenance of the Pony Ride facility and grounds.  

Methodology 

This HSR has been developed using information gathered through background document review, primary 
and secondary source research, and field investigation. The methodology that was employed for this report 
ascribes to the guidelines, standards, and best professional practices that are enumerated in the following 
reference materials:  

 Preservation Brief 43: The Preparation and Use of Historic Structure Reports  

 The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for 

Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings 

 National Register Bulletin 39: Researching a Historic Property  

The report conveys information about the subject property in two parts: 1) Developmental History and 2) 
Treatment and Work Recommendations.  

Part 1, Developmental History, comprises a historical background and context; a chronology of development 
and use; a physical description and list of character‐defining features; and a summary of significance. Part 1 
also provides an analysis of the existing conditions of the Pony Ride buildings and structures. 

Part 2 provides a comprehensive set of treatment and use recommendations for the facility, including the 
conservation of significant materials. The proposed treatment was developed in accordance with The 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, 

Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings. 

Conditions Assessment and Document Review 

ARG conducted a site visit on June 26, 2023, along with representatives from Silman, structural engineers, 
and Department of Recreation and Parks staff. The conditions of the buildings, structures, and surrounding 
site were examined and documented with digital photographs and field measurements.  
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Research  

ARG reviewed primary and secondary source materials related to the history and development of the Pony 
Ride. Sources included historic drawings and photographs; historic building permits available online through 
the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety web portal; reference materials from the Los 
Angeles Public Library; various online repositories; and the Griffith Park HCM nomination. These materials 
aided in the preparation of the Developmental History section of this report.  
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Part I: Developmental History 

Historical Background and Context 

Early History and Establishment of Griffith Park 

The land that would become Griffith Park was originally inhabited by the Gabrielino‐Tongva people. The 
Gabrielino‐Tongva are believed to have arrived in the Los Angeles Basin approximately 7,000 years ago.3 
Their traditional territory included the majority of Los Angeles County, the northern portion of Orange 
County, the western sections of San Bernardino and Riverside Counties, and the southern Channel Islands.4 
The Gabrielino‐Tongva were hunter‐gatherers and inhabited permanent settlements located near stable food 
and water supplies. Prior to European contact, their population numbered around 5,000, and they occupied 
nearly 100 villages throughout the region. Villages were reportedly most abundant in the San Fernando 
Valley, the Glendale Narrows area north of downtown, and land surrounding the Los Angeles River’s coastal 
outlets. Sources indicate that the Gabrielino‐Tongva village of Maungna (or Maawnga) encompassed the land 
that later fell within Rancho De Los Feliz, a portion of which now comprises Griffith Park.5 While the 
Gabrielino‐Tongva’s first contact with European settlers occurred in the mid‐1500s, it was not until the 1770s 
that the area was explored by the Spanish in earnest. The impact of the Spanish mission system on 
California’s indigenous population was devastating. The Gabrielino‐Tongva and other coastal tribes were 
forced to re‐settle around the missions in filthy, disease‐ridden, and overcrowded labor camps. Roughly one 
third of the state’s indigenous population died as a direct consequence of the mission system and forever 
changed California native cultures.6 

The land encompassing Griffith Park was historically part of Rancho Los Feliz, a 6,647‐acre land grant that the 
Spanish Crown had gifted retired corporal Jose Vicente Feliz sometime between 1795 and 1800. The earliest 
extant building in the park is an adobe residence built in the 1830s by Feliz’s son, Jose Paco Feliz. The rancho 
changed hands several times over the next several decades. In 1882, then‐rancho owner Thomas Bell sold 
4,071 acres of the property to Colonel Griffith J. Griffith.7  

Fueled by a fare war between the major transcontinental railroad companies, Los Angeles experienced a 
tremendous population influx in the late 19th century, from 11,183 residents in 1880 to 50,395 in 1890. This 
population increase subsequently led to a real estate boom that lasted until 1888. During the boom years, 

 
3 “History,” Gabrielino‐Tongva Indian Tribe, accessed August 2023, https://gabrielinotribe.org/history/.  
4 Sean Greene and Thomas Curwen, “Mapping the Tongva Villages of L.A.’s Past,” Los Angeles Times, accessed August 2023, 
https://www.latimes.com/projects/la‐me‐tongva‐map/.  
5 ESA, “Silver Lake Reservoir Complex Master Plan Project: Draft Environmental Impact Report,” prepared for City of Los Angeles 
Bureau of Engineering, Department of Public Works, October 2022, 3.17‐2 to 3.17‐3.  
6 Edward D. Castillo, “Short Overview of California Indian History,” State of California Native American Heritage Commission, 
accessed August 2023, https://nahc.ca.gov/resources/california‐indian‐
history/#:~:text=About%20100%2C000%20or%20nearly%20a,managed%20to%20maintain%20tribal%20cohesion.  
7 ICF Jones & Stokes, Los Angeles Historic‐Cultural Monument Application, “Griffith Park,” 2008, 6.  
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Griffith made a sizable profit selling off portions of the former rancho for housing development, including 
land now comprising residential neighborhoods in present‐day Los Feliz and Silver Lake. However, Griffith 
was also a proponent of the ideals set forth by the City Beautiful Movement, including the philosophy that 
the creation of parks, green space, and other forms of leisure and recreation were critical to the health and 
well‐being of a city’s residential population. Correctly predicting that Los Angeles would one day be a vast 
metropolis, Griffith made plans to set aside a large portion of his rancho landholdings for use as a public 
park.8 In December 1896, Colonel Griffith and his wife, Mary Agnes Christina (Tina) Griffith, announced their 
intention to donate 3,015 acres of the rancho to the City of Los Angeles to be made available as a city park.9 
The donation was particularly momentous in the city’s history, not solely because of the park land, but 
primarily for the free and clear water rights that came with it—water rights that would contribute to the 
city’s growth and development during the late 19th and early 20th centuries.10 Official transfer of ownership 
was completed in 1898. In addition to mandating that the land always be used as a public park, Griffith 
required that the property always be known as Griffith Park.11  

Early 20th Century Development of Griffith Park 

Since its founding, Griffith Park has been a site for recreation, with early forms including horseback riding and 
hiking. One of the first park trails to be constructed by the City was a footpath up to Mt. Hollywood, the 
highest peak in the park (built 1909). In the 1910s and 1920s, new recreational amenities were introduced in 
the park. These recreational offerings “marked a new manner of experiencing the park: away from simple 
being‐in the rustic landscapes of the City Beautiful movement and toward pro‐active physical activities.”12 
Among these amenities were the Riverside Golf Course (later renamed the Warren G. Harding Golf Course), 
the park’s first municipal golf course (developed in 1900 and improved in 1914); the Wilson Golf Course (built 
1923); the development of boys and girls overnight camps (added 1926); the construction of a municipal 
plunge facility, which included recreational courts and fields, horseshoe pits, a playground, and a pool (built 
1927); and the construction of new hiking and equestrian trails throughout the park.13  

Following Colonel Griffith’s death in 1919, Van Griffith, his only son, assumed the role of park developer. The 
younger Griffith continued to carry out his father’s original vision for the park, “seeking new ways to expand 
the park’s offerings to the public while preserving open space.”14 Among Van Griffith’s notable contributions 
to the park include the creation of its first irrigation system and the construction of a municipal nursery, 
which raised plants for reforestation efforts in the park.15 

 
8 Ibid, 11‐12.  
9 Additional surrounding land was donated as well as acquired by the city since the park’s initial founding, and today the park 
encompasses 4,210 acres.  
10 ICF Jones & Stokes, “Griffith Park,” 6‐10. 
11 Ibid, 10.  
12 Ibid, 16. 
13 Ibid, 15‐16, 19. 
14 Ibid, 23.  
15 Ibid. 
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Griffith Park witnessed a period of increased development and use in the 1930s and 1940s. Early in the Great 
Depression, the City passed a $5 million unemployment relief bond measure, which included $1 million for 
the parks. Through this bond measure, Griffith Park received new bridle trails, new and improved picnic 
areas, and expanded automobile parking. Federal assistance programs also helped to further develop the 
park during this period. Federally funded projects included trail and road improvements, weed clearing, 
planting, and construction of recreational fields by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation (RFC); 
construction of the Roosevelt Golf Course (relocated to the southeast portion of the park in the 1960s to 
make way for the new zoo), flood control improvements, and expansion of the zoo (first opened in 1912) by 
the Works Progress Administration (WPA); and firebreak clearance, pool upgrades, and development of new 
trails, roads, picnic areas, and campgrounds by the Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC).16 The 1930s also 
represented the development of two of the park’s most iconic projects—the Greek Theatre (completed 
1930) and Griffith Observatory (completed 1935). While less iconic, the park’s Merry‐Go‐Round was also 
installed during this period and represented a reasonably inexpensive form of amusement for Depression‐era 
parents and children.17   

With the beginning of America’s involvement in World War II, Griffith Park became a major destination for 
Angelenos. Due to gasoline rationing during wartime, longer trips to the beach or the mountains were cost 
prohibitive to many residents, and the park represented a close‐by recreation alternative.18 The park served 
other purposes beyond recreation during the war, including strength training exercises and swim lessons for 
servicemen at the pool and in various locations throughout the park; a Prisoner of War (POW) camp for 
Japanese, German, and Italian prisoners established near of the current location of Travel Town; and Red 
Cross convalescent hospitals set up at the Greek Theatre and Griffith Observatory. Immediately following the 
war, Rodger Young Village, a temporary residential neighborhood comprising 1,500 Quonset huts, was built 
to alleviate the housing shortage resulting from returning GIs.19 

Park Development in the Immediate Post-World War II Period 

While recreational amenities had existed at Griffith Park since the early 1900s development of the Riverside 
Golf Course, the park experienced an even greater expansion of recreational offerings in the postwar period. 
As described by author Mike Eberts: 

By the time World War II ended, the notion that urban parks should be quiet, sylvan sanctuaries of 
meandering walkways, expansive lawns and secluded benches had undergone substantial revision. 
Recreation—playgrounds, athletic fields and organized attractions—had become an increasing part 
of what parks were supposed to be about.20 

 
16 Ibid, 28‐31. 
17 Ibid, 32‐34. 
18 Ibid, 36. 
19 Ibid, 37.  
20 Mike Eberts, Griffith Park: A Centennial History (Los Angeles: Historical Society of Southern California, 1996): 265. 
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Following the war, the Park Department and Playground Department merged to form the Recreation and 
Parks Department. Headed by General Manager George Hjelte, who had a background in recreation, the 
newly formed department was charged with the development of new and expanded recreational 
opportunities at Griffith Park.21 Early postwar recreational amenities included the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site 
(developed 1947); a nine‐hole pitch‐and‐putt course called the Coolidge Golf Course (now the Marty Tregnan 
Golf Academy; built 1947); a miniature train ride named the Griffith Park and Southern Railroad (added 
1947); and the Travel Town Transportation Museum, a vast collection of early locomotives and an old 
Southern Pacific Railroad depot (developed 1952).22  

Griffith Park underwent a few significant changes in the late 1950s and early 1960s. In 1957, the Interstate 5 
freeway was completed along the eastern edge of the park, severing the park’s historic relationship with the 
Los Angeles River. Construction of Interstate 5 was soon followed by the development of State Route 134 
along the northern boundary of the park in the 1960s. In 1958, Toyon Canyon, located in the northern 
section of the park, was developed as a landfill, handling much of the city’s municipal waste.23 These events 
signified the mounting pressures the city’s postwar growth and expansion had placed on its largest public 
open space. It also represented a shift in park planning and development.  

The mid‐1960s brought additional, significant changes to the park, including development of the new 133‐
acre zoo (1966) and the construction of the new nine‐hole Roosevelt Municipal Golf Course (1966). 
According to the 1968 Griffith Park Master Plan, the City had a responsibility to develop the park to “its fullest 
potential” including the construction a several large new roads, parking lots, golf courses, and overnight 
camping facilities.24 However, these ambitious plans were relatively short‐lived. In 1978, a revised master 
plan was created, which provided for a more ecologically and preservation‐minded approach to the park’s 
management, in keeping with Colonel Griffith’s original goals for the park.25 There have been a few smaller 
changes to the park since the late 1970s, including the construction of the Autry National Center (1987) as 
well as smaller park buildings and structures such as the Marty Tregnan Golf Academy building (2000). 

Development of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site 

The origins of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site date to the late 1930s when Thomas Wright and his wife Hazel 
began operating a pony ride at Lincoln Park.26 In 1946, it was announced that a new pony ride facility would 
be constructed in Griffith Park, adjacent to the proposed miniature train ride.27 Plans for the new facility were 
prepared by the Department of Parks in May 1946, and the Wrights relocated their pony ride operation to 
Griffith Park by 1947. The original development included a pergola shelter, a riding ring with walking, trotting, 

 
21 Eberts, 265.  
22 ICF Jones & Stokes, “Griffith Park,” 37‐39. 
23 The landfill ceased operation in 1985 and fully closed in 2008. 
24 Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, Griffith Park Master Plan, 1968.  
25 Eberts, 329. 
26 “Former Fairburians Have World’s Largest Pony Ride Concession,” Fairbury Journal‐News (Fairbury, NE), March 11, 1954. 
27 “Park Board Gets Sketches of Proposed Griffith Park Railway,” Los Angeles Evening Citizen News, December 28, 1946. 
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running, and buggy ride tracks, and a 30’‐diameter pony sweep, located to the north of the pergola and ring 
(not extant).28 The ticket booth was installed by 1952.29 From its inception, the Pony Ride Site was well 
received by Angelenos, appealing especially to families with young children. A 1953 Los Angeles Mirror article 
deemed the Pony Ride Site a “mecca for the hundreds of small fry who visit the park with their parents,” 
many of whom had little to no prior equestrian experience growing up in Los Angeles’ urban environment.30 
In its first few years of operation, the Wrights hired a dozen employees to keep up with the attraction’s 
expanding demand. Among them was their daughter Joyce who helped sell tickets and saddle children, as 
well as eight high school boys and three men who kept the ponies and maintained the grounds. Since moving 
from Lincoln Park to the new Griffith Park site, the Wrights had become the second largest breeders of 
Shetland ponies in California. By the mid‐1950s, the Griffith Park Pony Ride was purportedly the largest pony 
ride concession in the world, with 92 ponies giving approximately 3,000 kids a ride on any given Sunday.31 

The Pony Ride experienced a number of changes beginning in the late 1950s through the mid‐1960s. In 1957, 
the City’s Board of Recreation and Park Commission approved the extension of Thomas Wright’s contract to 
operate the lucrative Pony Ride concession for three more years.32 That same year, Interstate 5 was 
constructed directly east of the facility. While the buildings and structures within the Pony Ride area were not 
impacted by the construction, a road accessing the grounds from Riverside Drive was demolished, and the 
open space to the south and east of the developed area, the current location of the barn and corrals, was 
reconfigured. A paved parking lot was also added around this time, north of the facility, and a new 
vehicular/maintenance drive (leading to the barn and corral area) was constructed, resulting in the removal 
of an original grass training ring south of the miniature train tracks.33 Additional changes during this time 
period included the construction of a snack stand with restrooms in 1960, and the construction of a new barn 
and corrals between 1964 and 1965.34  

In 1979, the Department of Recreation and Parks issued a request for bids for the Pony Ride concession 
contract, which was re‐awarded to Thomas Wright.35 Under the terms of the ten‐year contract, the owner 

 
28 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park Commissioners, “Plot Plan of Pony Ride,” May 3, 1946.Based on aerial 
photographs, the existing pony sweep was added between 1989 and 2003.  
29 Aerial photograph, 1952, “Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa Barbara, 
accessed August 2023, https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/. 
30 “Small Fry Find ‘Old West’ Still Lives,” Los Angeles Mirror, June 25, 1953. 
31 “Take a Peek, Fellers, That New Pony’s Here,” Los Angeles Mirror, November 16, 1949; “Former Fairburians Have World’s 
Largest Pony Ride Concession;” “Small Fry Find ‘Old West’ Still Lives,”. 
32 “Pony Ride Concession,” Los Angeles Evening Citizen News, August 9, 1957. 
33 Aerial photographs, 1952 and 1960, “Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa 
Barbara, accessed August 2023, https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/; Department of Recreation and Parks, 
Planning and Engineering Division, City of Los Angeles, California, “Roadway to Pony Stables: Pony Ride Area, Griffith Park,” 
September 1957. 
34 “Griffith Construction Contract Awarded,” Los Angeles Evening Citizen News, August 2, 1960; Aerial photographs, 1964 and 
1965, “Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa Barbara, accessed August 2023, 
https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/ and “Historic Aerials,” NETRONLINE, accessed August 2023, 
https://historicaerials.com/.  
35 “Bids Wanted,” Los Angeles Times, March 5, 1978; Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride 
Concession Request for Proposals.” 
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was responsible for various facilities improvements, including repairing the Site’s picket fences and posts, 
adding metal water trough covers and support posts, fortifying and painting the pergola’s support posts, and 
other minimal routine updates to the riding ring, barn, and corrals (i.e. resealing open joints and tightening 
loose hinges where necessary).36 However in 1980, just one year after obtaining the new concession 
contract, Wright developed health problems and requested a transfer of contract to his longtime colleague, 
Hank Williams Bronk. After immigrating to Los Angeles from the Netherlands in 1955, Bronk worked 
alongside Wright raising ponies and operating the Pony Ride concession for over 15 years. The Board of 
Recreation and Park Commission approved the contract transfer, and Bronk acquired the property in July 
1980, thus ending Wright’s three‐decade tenure as concessioner.37  

By the mid‐1980s, Bronk had expanded the Pony Ride operation to include over 100 Shetland and Welsh 
ponies.38 But despite its continued popularity, the concession attraction suddenly faced the threat of closure 
in 1986 after abruptly losing its insurance liability coverage.39 Los Angeles Mayor Tom Bradley was among the 
advocates who expressed support for the Park’s pony attraction, stating that: 

…the problems of obtaining affordable liability coverage for local governments and municipal 
services has reached a critical stage for many cities, but never did I think that the children of Los 
Angeles and surrounding areas would have to bear the ultimate sacrifice of losing the park pony 
rides forever because an insurance carrier can’t be found to offer an adequate policy.40  

The Pony Ride concession was rescued later that year after the Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners 
unanimously voted to allow the City of Los Angeles to create a payout fund that would cover and settle 
future claims against the business.41 Bronk and his family operated the Pony Ride until 2016 and do not 
appear to have made any substantial changes to the facility.42  

In 2016, Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., led by Steve Weeks, was awarded the concessioner contract for the 
facility. Under the contract agreement, the concessioner was required to make several improvements, 
including repair/replacement of water troughs, repair of concrete flooring and footings at the pergola, 

 
36 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Concession Agreement Between the City of Los Angeles and Thomas T. Wright,” 
June 28, 1979, 11‐12. It is unknown whether Wright made any of the improvements listed in the contract agreement, however it 
is likely the improvements were completed incrementally during the tenure of his successor Hank William Brock, who obtained 
the concession contract just one year later. 
37 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession Request for Proposals;” Board of Recreation 
and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Award of Contract to Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., Authorization 
to Develop Concession Agreement,” Board Report No. 16‐108, May 4, 2016; Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, 
“Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Assignment of Contract,” Board Report No. 233‐80, March 20, 1980; Board of Recreation 
and Park Commissioners, “Assignment of Concession Agreement,” July 24, 1980; “Pony Ride Robber Escapes with $5,000,” Los 
Angeles Times, July 16, 1991. 
38 “Ponies in Peril: Insurance Woes Threaten Griffith Park Ride,” Los Angeles Times, February 11, 1986. 
39 “Save the Pony Rides,” Los Angeles Times, February 12, 1986; “Ponies in Peril: Insurance Woes Threaten Griffith Park Ride.” 
40 “Mayor Tom Bradley,” Los Angeles Times, February 14, 1986. 
41 “Griffith Park Pony Ride Escapes Last Roundup,” Los Angeles Times, February 15, 1986. 
42 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession Request for Proposals;” Board of Recreation 
and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Award of Contract to Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., Authorization 
to Develop Concession Agreement,” Board Report No. 16‐108, May 4, 2016. 
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repair/replacement of the barn’s roof and gutters, repainting of the ticket office, pergola, fence, and barn, 
and new landscaping in the pony corrals.43 The concessioner proposed several other modifications, including 
remodeling the ticket office, adding a petting zoo and a sales kiosk, constructing a birthday pavilion, installing 
artificial turf in the pony ring, and installing a video security system. Total improvements were expected to 
cost $83,000.44 While the artificial turf, sales kiosk, and video security system do not appear to have been 
added, the birthday pavilion (“Oak Grove” birthday pavilion) was added in 2016.45 A second birthday pavilion 
(“Coyote Meadow” birthday pavilion), located west of the riding ring, was installed between 2018 and 
2019.46 The petting zoo feature was added at some point during Weeks’ tenure as well. In 2022, the 
Department of Recreation and Parks chose not to renew the concessioner contract, and the Griffith Park 
Pony Ride ceased operation.47  

Chronology of Development and Use 

1946:   Plans were announced for the construction of a pony ride at the southeast end of Griffith Park.48 
Drawings prepared by the Department of Parks indicated the new development would include a 
pergola shelter, a riding ring with walking, trotting, running, and buggy ride tracks, and a 30’‐
diameter pony sweep (sweep not extant).49  

1947:   Thomas Wright and his wife, Hazel, moved their pony ride operation from Lincoln Park to the 
new facility in Griffith Park. The Wrights operated the Griffith Park Pony Ride until 1980.50 

1947‐52:   Based on historic drawings and aerial photographs, the ticket booth was added between 1947 
and 1952.51 

 

 
43 Agreement for the Operation and Maintenance of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession between the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Recreation and Park and Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., 2016.  
44 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Award of Contract to Los Angeles Pony 
Rides, Inc., Authorization to Develop Concession Agreement.” 
45 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Proposal by Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc. 
for the Construction of a Birthday Part Pavilion – Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to 
Article III, Section 1, Class 3(3) and Class 11(6) of the City CEQA Guidelines,” Board Report No. 16‐254, December 14, 2016. 
46 Aerial photographs, Google Earth, 2018 and 2019, “Google Earth Pro,” accessed August 2023, https://earth.google.com. 
47 Laura Newberry, “Long‐running Griffith Park Pony Rides to Close this Year,” Los Angeles Times, December 5, 2022. 
48 “Park Board Gets Sketches of Proposed Griffith Park Railway.” 
49 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park Commissioners, “Plot Plan of Pony Ride;” Per a 1956 site plan, a new 
pony sweep appears to have been added just east of the pergola, in the approximate location of the existing sweep, by 1956. 
This sweep was removed by 1977. The existing pony sweep was added between 1989 and 2003. 
50 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Award of Contract to Los Angeles Pony 
Rides, Inc. (CON‐M16‐001),” Board Report No. 16‐147, July 13, 2016. 
51 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park Commissioners, “Plot Plan of Pony Ride;” aerial photograph, 1952, 
“Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa Barbara, accessed August 2023, 
https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/. 
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1954:   By the mid‐1950s, the Griffith Park Pony Ride was considered the largest pony ride concession in 
the world, with 92 ponies giving approximately 3,000 kids a ride on any given Sunday.52 

1957:   Thomas Wright was awarded a three‐year contract expansion as concessioner of the Pony Ride 
Site.53 

The Interstate 5 freeway was completed just east of the Pony Ride Site. While the developed 
portion of the facility was not impacted by the freeway construction, a road that connected the 
Pony Ride Site to Riverside Drive was demolished, and the open space to the south and east of 
the facility was reconfigured. The parking lot to the north of the site was likely added during this 
time.54 

  A vehicular/maintenance drive was added, leading from Crystal Springs Drive to the barn and 
corral area, resulting in the removal of a grass training ring to the south of the miniature train 
tracks.55 

1960:   The City Recreation and Park Commission awarded a $38,263 contract for the construction of a 
concession building and sanitary facility (snack stand and restroom) at the Pony Ride Site to John 
Hofius of El Monte. The building was to be 46’ wide by 48’ long and made of concrete block with 
a steel roof.56 Paving around the snack stand appears to have been added at this time. 

1964‐65:   Per historic aerial photographs, the barn was built southeast of the pergola, ticket booth, and 
riding ring.57 

1980:   The concessioner contract was transferred to Hank William Bronk. Bronk and his family operated 
the Pony Ride until 2016. With the exception of adding a new pony sweep (see below), no 
substantial improvements appear to have been made to the facility under Bronk’s ownership.58 

 

 

 
52 Ibid. 
53 “Pony Ride Concession.” 
54 Aerial photographs, 1952 and 1960, “Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa 
Barbara, accessed August 2023, https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/.  
55 Department of Recreation and Parks, Planning and Engineering Division, City of Los Angeles, California, “Roadway to Pony 
Stables: Pony Ride Area, Griffith Park,” September 1957. 
56 “Griffith Construction Contract Awarded.”  
57 Aerial photographs, 1964 and 1965, “Frame Finder,” Special Research Collections, UCSB Library, University of California Santa 
Barbara, accessed August 2023, https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/. 
58 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession Request for Proposals,” Report of General 
Manager No. 05‐174, June 15, 2005; Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Award 
of Contract to Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., Authorization to Develop Concession Agreement.” 
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1986  Bronk had expanded the Pony Ride operation to include over 100 Shetland and Welsh ponies.59 

  The Pony Ride Site faced the threat of closure as a result of Bronk’s sudden loss of liability 
insurance coverage but was subsequently saved by an insurance agreement after the Board of 
Recreation and Park Commissioners unanimously voted to allow the City of Los Angeles to create 
a payout fund that would cover and settle future claims against the business.60 

1989‐2003:  Based on aerial photographs, the existing pony sweep appears to have been added between 
1989 and 2003.61  

2016:   A new concessioner contract was awarded to Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., led by Steve Weeks. 
Under the contract agreement, the concessioner was required to make several improvements to 
the facility, including repair/replacement of water troughs, repair of concrete flooring and 
footings at the pergola, repair/replacement of the barn’s roof and gutters, repainting of the 
ticket office, pergola, fence, and barn, and new landscaping in the pony corrals.62 

The Recreation and Park Commission approved of the construction of a birthday pavilion (“Oak 
Grove” birthday pavilion, built south of the riding ring).63 

2018‐19:   Per aerial photographs, a second birthday pavilion (“Coyote Meadow” birthday pavilion), located 
west of the riding ring, was added between 2018 and 2019.64 

2022:   The Department of Recreation and Parks chose to not renew the Pony Ride concessioner 
contract, and the facility closed to the public.65  

Dates unk.  Chain‐link fencing was added around the riding ring. 

  A wood structure was added around the light pole in the riding ring, sometime after 1991. 

  A petting zoo attraction was added sometime after 2016. 

  Wood fencing and guide rails have been replaced in the riding ring, likely multiple times over the 
years. 

 

 
59 “Ponies in Peril: Insurance Woes Threaten Griffith Park Ride.” 
60 “Griffith Park Pony Ride Escapes Last Roundup.” 
61 Aerial photographs, 1989, 1994 and 2003, “Google Earth Pro,” accessed August 2023, https://earth.google.com. Based on 
historic aerials and a 1956 site plan, the existing sweep was built in the location of an older sweep that had been removed by 
1977. 
62 Agreement for the Operation and Maintenance of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession between the City of Los Angeles 
Department of Recreation and Park and Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc., 2016.  
63 Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners, “Griffith Park Pony Ride Concession – Proposal by Los Angeles Pony Rides, Inc. 
for the Construction of a Birthday Part Pavilion – Exemption from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Pursuant to 
Article III, Section 1, Class 3(3) and Class 11(6) of the City CEQA Guidelines.” 
64 Aerial photographs, 2018 and 2019, “Google Earth Pro,” accessed August 2023, https://earth.google.com. 
65 Newberry, “Long‐running Griffith Park Pony Rides to Close this Year.” 
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  Shade structures were added in the riding ring. 

  Stanchions, a shade structure, and various conduits were added to the pergola. 

  New trees have been added to the site over the years. Some species include carrotwood, gold 
medallion, palm, and jacaranda. Other species such as sycamore and elderberry were removed 
from the site (see 1956 “Griffith Park Pony Ride Area” site plan, in Appendix C: Historic 
Drawings). 

Historic Photographs and Drawings66 

 
Aerial views of the Pony Ride Site (outline in dashed red line), 1960 (left) and 1965 (right). Note presence of barn  
and corrals in the right image (UCSB Frame Finder). 
 

 
66 Refer to Appendix C for larger copies of the historic drawings. 
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Griffith Park Pony Ride Plot Plan and plan, section, and details of pergola, 1947 (Department of Parks, City of Los 
Angeles, Board of Park Commissioners). 
 

 
Roadway to Pony Stables: Pony Ride Area, 1957 (Department of Recreation and Parks). 
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Griffith Park Pony Ride Site Plan, 1977 (Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks). 
 

 
Pony Ride pergola and riding ring, no date but likely 1950s. Note configuration of historic fencing and presence of 
light pole without look‐out structure at the base (Los Angeles Public Library). 
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Pony Ride pergola and riding ring, no date but likely 1950s. Note sycamore trees in background (replaced by 
carrotwood trees, date unknown) (Los Angeles Public Library). 
 

 
Pony Ride riding ring with pergola in the background, no date but likely 1950s. Note sycamore trees within and 
surrounding ring (removed at unknown date) (Los Angeles Public Library). 
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Physical Description 

Site and Setting  

The Pony Ride Site is located at the southeast corner of Griffith Park, on the east side of Crystal Springs Drive 
and just north of Los Feliz Boulevard. A heavily vegetated strip of land provides a buffer between the facility 
and Interstate 5. The southern end of the site is also heavily vegetated with oaks, sycamores, and other shade 
trees. The Pony Ride comprises an irregularly shaped site, approximately 3‐and‐one‐half acres in size. The 
main vehicular entrance is located at the north end of the site and leads to a paved surface parking lot (added 
in 1957) shared with the miniature train ride. A second vehicular entrance (added in 1957) is located to the 
south of the riding ring and provides maintenance/park vehicles access to the barn and corrals. A paved 
pedestrian entrance and walkway provides egress between the sidewalk and the entrance to the Pony Ride.  

Most of the Pony Ride buildings and structures are concentrated at the north end of the site, to the west of 
the miniature railroad tracks.67 The snack stand (constructed in 1960) is the northernmost building in the 
Pony Ride Site. The building is fronted by two areas of lawn planted with gold medallion trees and containing 
picnic tables. The lawns are bisected by a paved pedestrian path that accesses a parking lot to the north. The 
snack stand is surrounded by non‐historic asphalt paving. South and southwest of the building are two 
circular brick planters (added at an unknown date) holding a jacaranda tree (south) and coast live oak tree 
(southwest).  

To the southwest of the snack stand is the ticket booth (built between 1947‐1952) and pergola (built 1947). 
The ticket booth is located directly north of the pergola, and the pergola overlooks the riding ring (built 1947) 
to the south. To the east of the pergola and riding ring is the pony sweep (built between 1989 and 2003). To 
the west of the riding ring is another fenced area and pavilion used for birthday parties (added between 2018 
and 2019). 

A vehicular drive for maintenance vehicles separates the riding ring from another fenced birthday pavilion 
(added 2016). At the end of the driveway is a gate that accesses the barn (built between 1964‐1965) and 
corrals (built between 1964‐1965). 

 

 

 

 

 

 
67 The train tracks are outside of the scope of this report.  
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Existing Conditions Photographs and Site Plans68 

Aerial view of Griffith Park (boundary outlined in dashed red line), with location of the Pony Ride Site noted (Google 
Maps, adapted by ARG, 2023). 

 

 

 

 

 

 
68 Refer to Appendix B for larger copies of the existing conditions Site Plan and Tree Identification Site Plan. 
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Griffith Park Pony Ride Context Site Plan (ARG, 2023). 

Griffith Park Pony Ride Site Plan (ARG, 2023). 
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Contributing Resources 

Following is a description of the buildings, structures, and features that contribute to the significance of the 
Pony Ride Site. See the below Evaluation of Significance section for a complete list of the site’s contributing 
and non‐contributing resources.   

Vegetation 

The site contains numerous trees, including coast live oak, coast redwood, Mexican fan palm, carrotwood, 
jacaranda, gold medallion, and Canary Island pine trees (see Tree Identification Site Plan for location of tree 
species). The coast live oak and coast redwood trees are the only trees that appear to have been present on 
the Pony Ride Site during the period of significance (1947‐1956) and thus contribute to its historic 
significance. Furthermore, one coast live oak, in a planter to the west of the snack stand, is identified as a 
Heritage Tree on the City’s Navigate LA website.69 See the below Evaluation of Significance section for a 
complete list of the site’s contributing and non‐contributing resources.  

Griffith Park Pony Ride Tree Identification Site Plan (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
69 Refer to the City’s Navigate LA website for more information about Heritage Trees: https://navigatela.lacity.org/navigatela/. 
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View of the three historic coast redwood trees in the riding ring (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View south of two historic coast live oak trees in the south birthday pavilion (ARG, 2023). 
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View west of the historic coast live oak at the vehicular staff/maintenance entrance (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View of historic coast live oak (left; identified by City of Los Angeles as a Heritage Tree) and jacaranda (right) in 
planters adjacent to the snack stand. Note non‐historic paving surrounding the trees and snack stand (ARG, 2023). 
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View of non‐historic Mexican fan palm trees to the southeast of the  
riding ring (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View north of the non‐historic gold medallion trees near the pedestrian entrance (ARG, 2023). 
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View of the non‐historic carrotwood trees along the east end of the site, next to the pony sweep (ARG, 2023). 

Pergola 

Constructed in 1947, the pergola is original to the Pony Ride Site and contributes to its significance. The 
structure provided shelter for patrons who waited in line for a pony ride. It consists of an open, hipped roof 
structure with asphalt composition shingle roofing and exposed rafters and sheathing. The roof is supported 
by ten wood columns atop concrete footings (five on each side). Surface‐mounted pipe conduits, outdoor 
paging/announcement speakers, and lights with jelly‐jar style shades are located at the pergola ceiling. Below 
the roof are fixed pipe metal stanchions where patrons would queue up. Based on historic drawings and 
photographs, the stanchions are not original to the structure. Historically there were park benches placed 
along the north side of the pergola, and a wood picket fence enclosed the south side. The south side was also 
originally divided by diagonal wood railings into 12 pony stalls, with six to each side and a central pass‐
through between the pergola and pony area. The benches, picket fence and stall dividers are no longer 
extant, but the center pass‐through remains. Along the south side of the structure are two long metal water 
troughs sitting on wood framing where ponies would be tethered and given water. A chain‐link fence has 
been installed (date unknown) between the queue area and the water troughs. Metal tube framing with a 
synthetic covering has been mounted to the south edge of the pergola roof to provide additional shade to 
the ponies.  

 

 

 



 

 
 

Architectural Resources Group | Griffith Park Pony Ride Site HSR   25 
                 

Existing Conditions Photographs, Pergola 

 
View southeast of the pergola (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View north of the pergola from the riding ring. Note light pole in the foreground (ARG, 2023). 
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Close‐up of south side of the pergola and water troughs (ARG, 2023). 

Ticket Booth 

Built between 1947 and 1952, the ticket booth was part of the original development of the Pony Ride Site 
and contributes to its significance. The ticket booth sits directly north of the pergola. It is a small one‐story 
building capped with an asymmetrical gable roof with asphalt composition shingle roofing and exposed rafter 
tails. The south plane of the roof shelters an open porch where visitors buy their tickets. The south edge of 
the roof is supported by wood posts with a wood railing. The north roof plane covers an enclosed booth. The 
building is clad in vertical wood siding with a non‐historic plywood wainscot (likely covered original horizontal 
cladding beneath). A service window enclosed by two wood shutters is centered on the south façade of the 
building. The ticket window consists of a wood‐framed opening with exterior shutters and an interior acrylic 
infill panel. The acrylic infill panel has a vented opening for speaking through more easily, and an arched 
opening at bottom center to exchange money/tickets. A wood door centered on the north façade of the 
building leads to the interior of the booth.  

The interior of the building consists of a concrete slab floor, painted gypsum board walls and ceiling, and 
simple wood base and ceiling trim. The ceiling is flat and cants down to follow the roof rafters along the north 
side. The south side contains built‐in lower cabinets with a countertop and opening below the ticket window. 
The countertop continues along the west interior wall. Open shelving is located on the other walls.  
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Existing Conditions Photographs, Ticket Booth 

 
View west of the ticket booth (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View southeast of the ticket booth (ARG, 2023). 
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Riding Ring 

Originally developed in 1947, the riding ring is original to the Pony Ride Site and contributes to its 
significance. Located south of the pergola, the ring is horseshoe shaped with its narrower end terminating at 
the pergola. The inner ring consists of two narrow riding tracks—the inner track was historically used for 
walking and the outer for trotting. The tracks are divided by three guide rails, which are located 
approximately 14 inches off the ground and consist of square wood posts supporting horizontal wood rails. A 
two‐foot‐tall wood fence surrounds the walking and trotting tracks and forms a third track, which was 
historically the running track. The running track is surrounded by a 3‐foot‐tall fence with buggy wheels along 
the exterior of the fence; this historically formed the buggy track. The entire riding ring is surrounded by a 
metal chain‐link fence (added at unknown date). Based on historic drawings and photographs, the running 
track fence and buggy fence replaced original fences that were 3’‐10” high, with alternating stacked wood 
railings. The inner track guide rails appear to have been replaced in kind.  

Near the north end of the center of the riding ring is a 20‐foot‐tall metal light pole supporting three 
spotlights. At the base of the pole is a u‐shaped, wood‐framed look‐out booth where employees stand to 
oversee the tracks. The light pole appears to be original to the site based on historic photographs. The look‐
out booth was added at a later date (post‐1991, per a historic newspaper image). Low concrete curbs 
delineate semi‐circular planters that are planted with three coast redwood trees and manicured hedges (not 
original to the site based on historic photographs) within the center of the ring. At the northeast edge of the 
ring is a metal structure supporting an awning that shades additional water troughs (added at unknown 
date), and a concrete vault with a wood door (use unknown) is located in the ground next to the light pole.  

Existing Conditions Photographs, Riding Ring 

 
View northeast of the riding ring towards the pergola (ARG, 2023). 
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View south of the riding ring inner guide rails (ARG, 2023). 

Non-Contributing Resources 

Following is a description of the buildings, structures, and features that do not contribute to the significance 
of the Pony Ride Site. See the below Evaluation of Significance section for a complete list of the site’s 
contributing and non‐contributing resources.   

Pony Sweep 

Based on historic aerial photographs, the existing pony sweep appears to have been added between 1989 
and 2003. As a contemporary intervention, it does not contribute to the historic significance of the Pony Ride 
Site. It is a circular structure of metal tube framing with a mesh fabric roof cover. The structure shelters a 
metal wheel/carousel (sweep) that ponies get tethered to while walking in a circular pattern. The structure 
comprises metal pipe framing and is enclosed on all sides by chain‐link fencing. There is a single gate at the 
north side to enter/exit, and an array of metal pipe stanchions for crowd control (similar to stanchions at the 
pergola). The sweep framing forms a conical roof overhead with lighting, and the structure is covered with 
canvas mesh and a decorative valance awning at the top edge. The floor of the sweep is raised slightly and 
covered with a ring of rubber athletic flooring for the ponies, and gravel in the center. 

 

 



 

 
 

Architectural Resources Group | Griffith Park Pony Ride Site HSR   30 
                 

Existing Conditions Photographs, Pony Sweep  

 
View south of the pony sweep (ARG, 2023). 

Snack Stand and Restroom Building 

Constructed in 1960, the snack stand and restroom building was built after the Pony Ride Site’s original 
development (1947‐1956) and does not contribute to the site. The building sits at the north end of the site. It 
is a one‐story building with a U‐shaped footprint. It has a flat roof with built‐up roofing and is constructed of 
painted concrete masonry units (CMU). The west side of the building is infilled with vertical wood siding and 
lined with four large openings where patrons order/pick up food; the openings are enclosed by metal roll‐up 
doors. Hollow metal doors line the other façades. The east side of the building has an enclosed service yard, 
and the north end of the building contains a commercial kitchen and snack bar; the interior of the yard, 
kitchen, and snack bar were not accessible during ARG’s site visit. At the south end of the building are public 
restrooms—the women’s restroom is accessed from the west side and the men’s from the east side. The 
restrooms have concrete floors, painted plaster walls, exposed steel decking and beams at the ceiling, 
laminate restroom partitions, and industrial‐type stainless steel fixtures.   
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Existing Conditions Photographs, Snack Stand and Restroom Building 

 
View northeast of the snack stand and restroom building (ARG, 2023). 
 

 
View south of the snack stand with equipment yard to the left (ARG, 2023). 
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Barn 

Built between 1964 and 1965, the barn was added after the original development of the Pony Ride Site 
(1947‐1956) and does not contribute to its significance. The barn is located at the south end of the facility, on 
the east side of the miniature train tracks. It is a large rectangular structure with a low‐pitched gable roof and 
corrugated metal siding resting on top of a CMU stem wall. The barn is accessed from the north and south 
ends via large rectangular openings enclosed by metal roll‐up doors with inset pedestrian doors. The interior 
of the barn is largely open, with partial height CMU stalls along the east and west sides, an employee break 
area and a tack room with storage loft at the northeast and northwest corners, respectively, and an open 
turn‐out area at the south end. Interior floors at the ground level are compacted soil. The roof’s steel framing 
is exposed at the interior, as is the CMU and corrugated metal wall siding.  

Existing Conditions Photographs, Barn 

 
View south of the barn (ARG, 2023). 
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View northwest of the barn (ARG, 2023). 

Corrals 

Originally installed between 1964 and 1965, the corrals were added after the Pony Ride Site was originally 
developed (1947‐1956) and does not contribute to its significance. The corrals are located east of the barn. 
They vary in size and shape, and are enclosed by metal chain‐link fencing. Each corral has one or more shade 
structures comprising corrugated metal roofs supported by metal posts. Fencing and shade structures appear 
to have been replaced over the years.  

Existing Conditions Photographs, Corrals 

 
View northeast of the corrals (ARG, 2023). 
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Small-Scale Features 

Birthday Pavilions 

There are two fenced birthday pavilions on the site—the “Oak Grove” pavilion (built 2016) is located south of 
the riding ring, and the “Coyote Meadow” pavilion (built between 2018 and 2019) sits west of the ring. The 
pavilions feature shade structures, tables, and painted backdrops, presumably for photo opportunities. The 
pavilions are contemporary interventions and do not contribute to the historic significance of the Pony Ride 
Site. 

Existing Conditions Photographs, Birthday Pavilions 

 
View southeast of the south “Oak Grove” birthday pavilion (ARG, 2023). 
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View north of the west “Coyote Meadow” birthday pavilion (ARG, 2023). 

Freestanding Shade Structure 

Near the pedestrian entrance, northwest of the ticket booth and pergola, is a freestanding shade structure 
with a built‐in water trough. The metal trough is clad in wood and supported by metal posts. A retractable 
awning supported by metal posts shades the water trough on either side. The structure was built after the 
Pony Ride Site’s original development (1947‐1956) and does not contribute to the significance of the site.  

Existing Conditions Photographs, Freestanding Shade Structure 

 
View of the freestanding shade structure (ARG, 2023). 
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Masonry Planters 

There are two circular planters at the north end of the site—one north of the ticket booth, holding a coast 
live oak tree, and the other between the snack stand and pony sweep, holding a jacaranda tree. The planters 
are composed of rubble stone with a brick coping. The exact date of the planter construction is unknown; 
however, they were built after the Pony Ride Site’s period of significance (ending in 1956) and do not 
contribute to the significance of the site.  

Existing Conditions Photographs, Masonry Planters 

 
View of the masonry planter and historic coast live oak tree (ARG, 2023).  
 

 
View of the masonry planter and jacaranda tree (ARG, 2023). 
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Evaluation of Significance 

Overview of Significance 

The Griffith Park Pony Ride Site contributes to the significance of Griffith Park, which was designated Los 
Angeles Historic‐Cultural Monument (HCM) No. 942 in 2009. Griffith Park is designated under multiple HCM 
criteria. It is listed under Criterion 1 as one of the largest urban parks in the country, reflecting the large‐scale 
philanthropy and City Beautiful Movement ideals of the late 19th and early 20th centuries. It is also significant 
for providing a reliable and secure water source to the City, which was critical to Los Angeles’s early 20th 
century development and growth. Under Criterion 2, the park was determined to be significant for its 
association with a number of notable individuals, including the Griffith family (Colonel Griffith J., wife Tina 
Griffith, and son Van Griffith), Park Superintendent Frank Shearer, who oversaw the initial recreational and 
irrigation developments in the park, and Recreation and Parks Superintendent George Hjelte, who managed 
the expansion of various recreational activities during the post‐World War II era. Under Criterion 3, the park 
was found significant for containing a number of “intact and expressive examples” of the Spanish Colonial 
Revival, Moderne, Greek Revival, and rustic “Park Style” designs. Under Criterion 4,70 the park was found 
significant for containing several buildings and structures designed by notable architects, including John C. 
Austin & Frederic M. Ashley, in consultation with Russell W. Porter (Griffith Observatory), Peter K. Schabarum 
(Greek Theatre), William L. Pereira & Associates (former Children’s Theater Costume Workshop, now “LA 
Shares”), and Jones, Emmons & Contini (Griffith Park Girls’ Camp).71 

The park was also found significant as a cultural landscape.72 According to the National Park Service (NPS), a 
cultural landscape is “a geographic area, including both cultural and natural resources and the wildlife or 
domestic animals therein, associated with a historic event, activity, or person or exhibiting other cultural or 
aesthetic values.”73 Griffith Park represents one of the largest municipal parks with urban wilderness in the 
United States, encompassing 4,210 acres of natural chaparral‐covered terrain and landscaped parkland. In 
addition to its vast undeveloped wilderness, the park includes a wide variety of recreational amenities, from 
hiking and horseback riding trails and picnic areas to the Griffith Observatory and Greek Theatre. Founded in 
1896 and largely developed by the early post‐World War II period, the park comprises a vast array of both 
natural and cultural resources; it thus represents a significant cultural landscape.   

Griffith Park’s identified period of significance is 1896‐1957, beginning with the year Colonel Griffith and his 
wife Tina Griffith gifted the City of Los Angeles the property for use as a public park, through its early postwar 
development under the direction of Superintendent Hjelte. The period of significance culminates with the 
construction of the Interstate 5 and State Route 134 freeways (completed in 1957) through the park and the 

 
70 HCM Criterion 4 was combined with HCM Criterion 3 in 2017.  
71 ICF Jones & Stokes, “Griffith Park,” 2‐3. 
72 Ibid, 3. 
73 Charls A. Birnbaum, ASLA, National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, Preservation Brief 36: Protecting Cultural 
Landscapes: Planning, Treatment and Management of Cultural Landscapes (Washington, D.C.: National Park Service, 1994), 
accessed August 2023, https://www.nps.gov/orgs/1739/upload/preservation‐brief‐36‐cultural‐landscapes.pdf.  
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development of the landfill in Toyon Canyon (opened 1958), within the boundaries of the park. These events 
were the result of the city’s rapid postwar growth and rendered the park vulnerable to overdevelopment in 
the mid‐1960s and 1970s.   

Constructed in 1947, the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site contributes to the significance of Griffith Park for its 
association with the new and expanded recreational amenities developed in the park in the immediate post‐
World War II period, under the direction of Superintendent Hjelte.74 While the Griffith Park HCM application 
does not identify a period of significance for the Pony Ride Site, for the purposes of this HSR, ARG has 
identified a period of significance of 1947‐1956. The period of significance begins with the year the facility 
opened and ends prior to the completion of Interstate 5 (1957), which resulted in a reduction of the Pony 
Ride grounds and reconfiguration of how the site was approached by the public. Subsequent changes were 
made to the Pony Ride Site in the late 1950s through the mid‐1960s, including the construction of a parking 
lot to the north of the facility, the addition of a new vehicular/maintenance drive and removal of a grass 
training ring, and construction of the snack stand, barn, and new corrals.  

Contributing and Non-Contributing Resources 

The Griffith Park HCM application does not identify contributing and non‐contributing resources within the 
Pony Ride Site. For the purposes of this HSR, ARG has assigned contributing and non‐contributing statuses to 
the buildings, structures, and features within the facility. Contributing resources are those that were built or 
added during the Pony Ride Site’s period of significance (1947‐1956) and help to convey the reasons for 
which the site is significant. Non‐contributing resources are those that were built or added outside the Pony 
Ride Site’s period of significance. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
74 The scope of this HSR did not include a re‐evaluation of the Pony Ride Site or its associated buildings, structures, and features 
for potential significance as individually eligible historic resources or as a cultural landscape. ARG’s delineation of a period of 
significance for the Pony Ride Site and identification of contributing and non‐contributing buildings, structures, and features 
relates to the Pony Ride Site’s current status as a contributing area of the Griffith Park HCM. 
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Following is a list of contributing and non‐contributing resources associated with the Pony Ride Site. 

Resource Name  Year Built  Contributing 
Status 

Notes 

Pergola  1947  Contributing   

Ticket booth  1947‐1952  Contributing   

Riding ring  1947  Contributing   

Historic vegetation (coast 
live oaks, coast 
redwoods) 

1947 or earlier (oaks likely 
pre‐dated the Pony Ride) 

Contributing  One coast live oak, located 
in a planter to the west of 
the snack stand, is 
classified by the City as a 
Heritage Tree, per the 
Navigate LA website 

Pony sweep  1989‐2003  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Snack stand/restroom 
building  

1960  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Barn  1964‐1965  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Corrals  1964‐1965  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Birthday pavilions  2016  Non‐
Contributing  

Outside period of 
significance 

Freestanding shade 
structure 

Post‐1956  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Masonry planters  Post‐1956  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 

Non‐historic vegetation 
(gold medallions, palms, 
carrotwoods, jacaranda) 

Post‐1956  Non‐
Contributing 

Outside period of 
significance 
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Contributing and Non-Contributing Resource Maps 

Pony Ride Site Contributing and Non‐Contributing Buildings, Structures, and Small‐Scale Features (ARG, 2023). 

 

 
Pony Ride Site Contributing and Non‐Contributing Vegetation (ARG, 2023). 
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Character-Defining Features   

Character‐defining features are those aspects of a property’s design, construction, or detail that are 
representative of its significant function, type, or architectural style. Character‐defining features may include 
the overall shape of the building/structure; its materials, craftsmanship, and decorative details and features; 
and the various aspects of the surrounding site. For a historic resource to retain its significance, its character‐
defining features and spaces must be retained to the greatest extent possible. An understanding of a 
property’s character‐defining features is a crucial step in developing a rehabilitation plan that incorporates 
appropriate levels of restoration, rehabilitation, maintenance, and protection.  

Following are character‐defining features of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site and its contributing resources.  

Site and Setting 

 Siting on an irregularly shaped piece of land on the east side of Crystal Springs Drive 

 Open developed areas surrounded by dense mature vegetation to the south and east 

 Mature coast live oak trees scattered throughout the site and coast redwood trees in the riding ring 
(see Tree Identification Site Plan) 

 Groupings of functionally related areas—public areas to the north (ticket booth, pergola, riding ring) 
and staff/maintenance areas to the south (barn, corrals)—separated by the miniature train tracks 

 Low‐scale, vernacular character and relatively small footprints of buildings and structures within the 
public area 

Pergola 

 Rectangular footprint 

 Hip roof 

 Open‐air structure composed of exposed wood joists/beams and wood posts on concrete footings 
(some framing and footings have been replaced) 
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Ticket Booth 

 Rectangular footprint 

 Gable roof 

 Wood construction and wood siding (some siding replaced/covered up) 

 Recessed porch on the south side 

 Door accessing the north side 

 Service window with wood shutters on the south side 

Riding Ring 

 Horseshoe shape 

 Wood guide rails comprising multiple tracks for walking, trotting, etc. (the rails themselves have been 
replaced) 

 Landscaped center with historic redwood trees 

 Light pole 
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Existing Conditions Assessment 

Introduction 

ARG has prepared the following architectural conditions assessment for the built features of the Griffith Park 
Pony Ride Site, in order to evaluate the existing materials and determine recommendations for preservation, 
mitigation, and/or repair strategies. This conditions assessment discusses each structure or feature 
separately. These include the contributing features (Pergola, Ticket Booth, and Riding Ring), and non‐
contributing features (Pony Sweep, Barn, Corrals, Snack Bar and Restroom Building, and other small‐scale 
features). 

The scope of this report is based on a visual analysis of accessible building materials and features, and 
includes only those areas immediately available for access. ARG did not survey concealed areas, perform 
exploratory openings, or remove materials for access. There may be conditions of interest and/or damage in 
concealed areas which are beyond the scope of this conditions assessment. An analysis of structural systems 
has been provided separately (see Appendix A: Structural Report).  

Additionally, the scope of this report did not include an assessment of the health or condition of historic and 
non‐historic vegetation within the Pony Ride Site. Refer to the Treatment and Recommendations section 
below for more detail regarding ARG’s recommendations related to assessing the site’s historic trees.  

Contributing Resources 

Pergola 

The pergola, a contributing feature of the Pony Ride Site, was constructed in 1947. It consists of a single‐story 
covered open space with wood columns and metal stanchions for crowd control, and troughs along the south 
side for ponies to be tethered and given water. The space is covered by a large, hipped roof with wide 
overhangs. The pergola roof is supported by 10 equally spaced wood columns, including 8x8 corner posts, 
and 6x6 interior posts. The columns are embedded in concrete footings and are also attached with steel base 
plates and bolts. It is unclear if the concrete footings are reinforced. Above the columns are continuous wood 
beams consisting of two 3x8’s sistered together. The columns and beams are tied together with steel plates 
and bolts forming welded T‐shapes. The columns are raised above grade by the footings and appear to 
remain in good condition. Some concrete footings have cracks, suggesting there may be some corrosion of 
embedded steel. Column/footing and column/beam connection plates where visible are painted and remain 
in good condition. At one location on the south side, the steel T‐shaped connector is broken, and a surface‐
mounted strap connector has been added as a repair. The column also appears to have been cut and a wood 
block added between the column and beam. 

The columns and beams support the pergola roof, which consists of 2x8 wood rafters spaced at 24 inches on 
center and 2x6 wood collar ties at 48 inches on center. The roof cantilevers out 6 feet in all directions to form 
a wide overhang. The roof is sheathed with 1x6 straight board sheathing and covered with asphalt 
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composition shingles. The roof eaves have a 2x8 continuous fascia trim, which is partially covered by painted 
sheet metal edge flashing. Roof drainage is by surface flow to the edges of the canopy; no gutters or 
downspouts are provided. At the east side of the roof, there a several small penetrations for a metal‐framed 
cable stand, for feeding conduits to an electrical box below. At the pergola ceiling, there are surface‐mounted 
pipe conduits, outdoor paging/announcement speakers, and ceiling‐mounted lights with jelly‐jar style shades.  

The pergola roof is in fair condition overall. The wide overhangs are not braced typically, and in some corners 
there is minor roof sag. At the southwest corner, a diagonal pipe brace has been added for support. The roof 
framing and sheathing are typically soiled overall, with localized areas of peeling paint or paint loss. The 
straight sheathing boards have splits, losses, and open knotholes throughout. Some localized areas also may 
contain dry rot. The asphalt shingles and edge flashing remain in good condition. The cable stand metal 
surfaces are corroded, and the roofing tar penetrations appear deteriorated. Along the south side above the 
pony staging area, a large shade canopy has been added. The canopy is supported by galvanized pipe 
columns which cantilever out from the south wall and are affixed to the wood columns and beams. It is in fair 
condition overall, but could be damaging to the pergola framing in high winds. 

The entire floor and surrounding area are paved with asphalt and hold stanchions. The metal stanchions are 
composed of painted metal 1‐1/2‐inch diameter pipe columns and rails, with half‐round end caps; some 
openings are also closed off by chains. Additional direction and stop markings have been painted onto the 
asphalt below. The asphalt is in fair condition. It appears to drain sufficiently with no ponding water or low 
spots observed. There is cracking throughout. The pipe stanchions are also in fair condition. Metal surfaces 
have peeling paint and light corrosion throughout. Some end caps are also missing at rails.  

Both the stanchions and markings are not original to the structure. Drawings and historic photographs 
indicate that there were park benches placed along the north side, and there was a painted wood picket 
fence along the south side with short return walls at the ends. The south side was also originally divided by 
diagonal wood railings into 12 pony stalls, with six to each side and a central pass‐through between the 
pergola and pony area. The benches, picket fence and stall dividers are no longer extant, but the center pass‐
through remains. It features wood door panels with double‐acting hinges and remains in good condition. 
Chain‐link fencing has also been added at the south wall between the pergola and troughs and continues 
around the riding ring (see below).  

The watering troughs are wood framed with stainless steel inserts, and in front there is a pipe rail for 
tethering the ponies. Water spigots with short rubber hoses are located above the troughs to either side of 
the columns. The flooring in this area is paved asphalt, and there are two area drains. The troughs remain in 
fair condition and appear well used. Surfaces are soiled and abraded with paint loss throughout. Trough 
inserts and floor drains are clogged with leaves and debris.  
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View looking southeast showing pergola and 
stanchions (ARG, 2023). 

View looking northwest showing pergola and pony 
trough area (ARG, 2023). 

   
Section detail through pergola showing 
roof/column framing and foundation (Department 
of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park 
Commissioners, 1946). 
 

Detail at typical column base; note cracks in 
concrete footing (ARG, 2023). 

   
Detail at typical column/beam connection with T‐
shaped steel plates and bolts (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail at column; note metal strap repair at 
connection plate (ARG, 2023). 
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View of pergola ceiling; note light fixture and 
exposed conduit (ARG, 2023). 

Detail of board sheathing; note splits, knotholes, 
and losses (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail at east side of roof showing cable support 
device (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail at southwest corner of roof; note additional 
brace at overhang (ARG, 2023). 

   
Shade structure added at south side (ARG, 2023).  Stanchions and directional markings at asphalt 

pavement; note cracks and missing end cap (ARG, 
2023). 
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Cross section through pergola; note benches, 
picket fence, and stall divider (Department of 
Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park 
Commissioners, 1946). 

Detail of picket fence and stall divider (Department 
of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of Park 
Commissioners, 1946). 

   
View of central pass‐through with double‐acting 
panels (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail at trough and tethering rail (ARG, 2023). 

   
Detail at column with water spigots and hoses 
(ARG, 2023). 

Detail at trough; note leaves/debris (ARG, 2023). 
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Ticket Booth 

The Ticket Booth, a contributing feature of the Pony Ride Site, was constructed sometime between 1947 and 
1952. It consists of a small, one‐story, one‐room building with an asymmetrical gabled roof. At the south side, 
there is a covered porch and ticket window, and at the north side there a single entrance door. The building is 
composed of wood‐frame construction, supported on a concrete slab‐on‐grade foundation. Exterior walls 
consist of wood 1x8 vertical siding over a modified wainscot base. The wainscot currently consists of a wood 
2x sill with plywood cladding below. The plywood is covering possibly original wood horizontal siding. The 
roof is framed with 2x4 wood rafters at 24 inches on center, supported by 2x6 wood beams. The roof is 
sheathed with straight board sheathing and covered with asphalt composition shingles, similar to the pergola 
roof. Drainage is by surface flow to the north and south sides of the building (no gutter). There is one small 
pipe penetration at the north side above the entrance for security lighting. 

The roof is in fair condition overall. A few asphalt shingles appear damaged, and there is heavy sealant or roof 
tar around the pipe penetration, which is poorly applied. Edge flashings are intact with some dents 
throughout. The ends of several rafter tails are also heavily decayed (rotted). The vertical siding at the upper 
portion of walls is in fair condition and appears to be original. The siding is split and damaged in localized 
areas. At the west façade, a large rectangular opening was cut for installation of a packaged air conditioning 
unit. The unit has since been removed and the opening covered with plywood. There is also wood rot and 
peeling paint at the base of boards where they meet the wood sill. Painted surfaces are generally intact but 
soiled overall with some graffiti noted.  

The lower portion of the walls is in poor condition. The wood sill appears to be original. It is damaged in 
several areas, with notches or losses, some of which have been painted over. Plywood has been installed at 
the wainscot over what may be original horizontal siding. Where visible near the entrance, the horizontal 
siding is in poor condition, including heavy wood rot at the base of the building. Some base boards may have 
also been removed. It is difficult to determine the full extent of damage without removing the plywood 
covering.  

The covered porch at the south side is framed with 4x4 wood columns, and between the columns are 2x4 
intermediate and top railings. The railings appear to be replacements. Wood brackets remain at the columns 
from an earlier installation and at a lower height. The porch is in fair condition overall. There is wood decay 
(rot) at the base of wood columns and ends of railings. Railing surfaces are generally worn and damaged from 
use, with heavy paint loss.  

The entrance door at the north façade is wood framed, with simple solid paneling at the interior, and wood 
trim at the exterior simulating a barn door with vertical boards and horizontal and diagonal bracing. The door 
is hung with decorative strap hinges; it also contains a locking knob entry set, deadbolt lock, and sliding bolt 
with padlock and heavy chain. Damage around the locks suggests multiple break‐in attempts. The door is in 
poor condition overall. The wood frame is heavily rotted at the base of both jambs. The base of the door is 
also heavily damaged from rot and moisture infiltration. This is less visible at the exterior since a piece of 
wood trim has been added at the base of the door to cover the damage; at the interior, the paneling is 
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warped and water damaged.  

The ticket window at the south façade consists of a wood‐framed opening with exterior shutters and an 
interior acrylic infill panel. The shutters are composed of vertical boards with horizontal and diagonal trim at 
both interior and exterior sides. The shutters are designed to lay flat against the exterior south wall (secured 
by chains) when the ticket window is open; small notches have been cut into the exterior frame at each side 
for this purpose. The acrylic infill panel has a vented opening for speaking through more easily, and an arched 
opening at bottom center to exchange money/tickets. The shutters are hung with decorative strap hinges 
and secured with a non‐original hasp and padlock and heavy chain. The ticket window is in fair condition 
overall. The shutters have been damaged, including multiple pry marks and losses at the wood, likely from 
prior break‐in attempts. The base of the shutter doors and frame sit against the wood sill and appear to have 
some dry rot. The base of shutters has also been previously repaired (seen at interior side). The hinges are 
intact, but two additional hinges have been added at the eastern shutter. The sill and interior trim at the 
window opening are heavily worn from use. 

The interior of the building is of fairly simple construction, including a bare concrete slab floor, painted 
gypsum board walls and ceiling, and simple wood base and ceiling trim. The ceiling is flat and cants down to 
follow the roof rafters along the north side. The south side contains built‐in lower cabinets with a countertop 
and opening below the ticket window. The countertop continues along the west interior wall. The west wall 
also contains an opening for an A/C unit (now removed). Other walls contain open shelving supported on 
metal brackets. There are some loose furnishings still in the space, including a desk and file cabinet. The 
space is lit with a single fluorescent light at the ceiling. In general, the interior is in poor condition. Surfaces 
are heavily soiled and worn from use. There are numerous areas of damage to the base of wallboards, 
particularly below the ticket window and adjacent to the door jambs. The A/C opening at the west wall has 
been covered from the exterior (see above); other interior wall panels have been added at the interior east 
wall (use unknown).  

   
North façade of ticket booth (ARG, 2023). 
 

View looking northwest; note covered porch and 
ticket window (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail at roof; note heavy tar/sealant around pipe 
penetration (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at northeast corner of roof; note heavy 
wood rot at rafter tail and dented sheet metal 
edge flashing (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail at east façade over porch; note splits in 
vertical siding (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at northeast corner; note wood decay and 
peeling paint at base of siding; also note loss at 
wood sill (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail at west façade; note infill panel covering 
hole for A/C unit (ARG, 2023). 

Detail near entrance; note horizontal siding 
beneath plywood wainscot (ARG, 2023). 
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Porch railings; note heavy wear damage and paint 
loss (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at porch top rail; note wood bracket from 
previous railing (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail at base of porch column; note wood 
decay/rot (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at door frame; note heavy wood decay/loss 
at frame and wall (ARG, 2023). 
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 View of door exterior; note added base trim (ARG, 
2023). 

View of door interior; note overall wear (ARG, 
2023). 
 

   
Detail of door hardware (ARG, 2023).  Detail at base of door interior; note door and wall 

damage (ARG, 2023). 
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View of ticket window exterior shutters (ARG, 
2023). 

View of ticket window interior acrylic panel (ARG, 
2023). 
 

   
Detail of shutter hasp and padlock (ARG, 2023).  Detail of shutter hinges; note original strap hinge 

and notch in frame; also note hinge added later 
(ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Interior view looking east (ARG, 2023).  Interior view looking west (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail at west wall A/C opening (ARG, 2023).  Detail of wall damage below ticket window (ARG, 

2023). 

Riding Ring 

The riding ring, a contributing feature of the Pony Ride Site, is a horseshoe‐shaped area located immediately 
to the south of the pergola. It was originally developed in 1947. It features four concentric riding tracks, 
including two narrow tracks at the inner rings for walking and trotting and two wider tracks at the outer rings, 
one for running and one for horse‐drawn carriages (known as the buggy ride track). The rings are defined by 
wood‐framed guide rails and fences.  

The walking and trotting tracks have 14‐inch‐high guide rails consisting of 4x4 wood posts spaced 
approximately 8 feet on center and 2x4 top rails. The running track has a 2‐foot‐tall fence consisting of 4x4 
wood posts spaced approximately 8 feet on center, and 2x4 wood rails at top and bottom. The buggy track 
has a 3‐foot‐tall fence consisting of 4x4 wood posts spaced approximately 8 feet on center, and 2x4 top, 
middle, and bottom rails. This fence also features wood buggy wheels embedded in the soil adjacent to the 
fence. The outer limits of the buggy track and riding ring area are defined by chain‐link fencing; in some 
cases, a short portion of chain‐link has been added above the buggy track fence. All of the wood posts appear 
to be embedded directly in the ground rather than set in concrete (further investigation needed to 
determine). Rails are typically connected to posts with two to three common nails. Based on original 
drawings and photographs, the existing guide rails and fences are replacements. The original design for the 
running and buggy ride track fences included 4x4 redwood posts, spaced 6 feet apart, with 2x4 top and 
bottom rails. The fences were 3’‐10” high, and the railings alternated in a stacked fashion (see detail below). 
The inner guide rails appear to be similar to the historic photographs, just replaced in kind. 

The riding ring tracks, guide rails, and fences are in fair condition overall. The ground is relatively flat 
throughout, but deeper ruts have developed within the tracks, particularly at the buggy ride track. One area 
at the south end is very deep (see photo below). Wood guide rails and fences are intact, but with localized 
areas of damage or wear, including peeling paint and paint loss; splits and losses to wood railings at nailed 
post connections; and heavily warped or sagging boards. Wood posts are set in the ground and prone to 
wood decay (rot) from moisture and termite damage.  
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The area in the center of the riding tracks is landscaped with mature trees and hedges and delineated by 
curving precast concrete curbs. The curbs are generally intact, but are covered with soil and debris. A few 
units have also shifted in the ground. At the north end of the riding ring is a 20‐foot‐tall metal light pole with 
overhead lighting. The pole is set in concrete and appears to be in good condition. Constructed around the 
light pole is a small wood‐framed employee stand, which was added sometime after 1991. The stand has 
wood corner posts set in cement and is clad on three sides with wood vertical siding. The interior contains 
two shelves and a rack possibly used for holding drinks. It is in fair condition overall. Wood corner posts are 
damaged from termites and chew marks. The base of the siding is covered with soil and prone to wood 
decay/rot. Painted surfaces are soiled and weathered. At the north end of the riding ring, there is a pair of 
metal gates and an in‐ground concrete vault (use unknown). The gates are in fair condition. Metal surfaces 
have light corrosion throughout. The vault is enclosed with a wood‐framed cover which is deteriorated and 
partially collapsed. 

At the northeast corner of the riding ring, there is an additional shade structure with a watering trough (date 
of construction unknown). It consists of galvanized metal pipe columns and cantilevered shade structure with 
canvas awning. The troughs are wood framed and lined with stainless steel inserts, and the troughs are 
supported on pipe columns. The structure is in fair condition. The pipe framing has localized areas of 
corrosion. The canvas awning is deteriorated and torn in many places and held to the framing with zip ties 
strung together. 

   
View of riding rings looking north to pergola (ARG, 
2023). 

View of riding rings looking south; note ruts in 
track soil (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail of running and buggy ride track fencing 
(Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles, Board of 
Park Commissioners, 1946). 

Historic view of running and buggy ride track 
fencing (Los Angeles Public Library, no date but 
likely 1950s). 
 

   
Deep rut at south end of riding ring (ARG, 2023).  View of inner guide rails; note sagging rail (ARG, 

2023). 
 

   
Typical peeling paint at buggy track fence (ARG, 
2023). 

Typical splits and wood loss at guide rails/post 
connection (ARG, 2023). 
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View of light post, landscaped areas, and precast 
concrete curbs (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail of shifted curbs (ARG, 2023). 

   
View of employee stand looking southwest; note 
soil collected at base (ARG, 2023). 

View of employee stand looking northeast; note 
light pole at center (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail of employee stand; note chewed wood post 
and weathered paint finishes (ARG, 2023). 

Detail of cup holders at stand; note termite 
damage at wood post (ARG, 2023). 
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Metal gates at north end of riding ring (ARG, 
2023). 
 

Concrete vault at north end of riding ring (ARG, 
2023). 

   
Shade structure and troughs at northeast corner of 
riding ring (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at canvas awning; note tears and zip ties 
(ARG, 2023). 

Non-Contributing Resources 

Pony Sweep 

To the east of the pergola and riding ring, there is a circular structure known as a “pony sweep”. Based on 
aerial photographs, it appears to have been added to the site sometime between 1989 and 2003 and does 
not contribute to the significance of the Pony Ride Site. The structure shelters a metal carousel (or sweep) 
from which tethered ponies walk in a circular pattern. The structure is composed of galvanized metal pipe 
framing and is enclosed on all sides by chain‐link fencing. There is a single gate at the north side to enter/exit, 
and an array of metal pipe stanchions for crowd control (similar to stanchions at the pergola). The sweep 
framing forms a conical roof overhead with lighting, and the structure is covered with canvas mesh and a 
decorative valance awning at the top edge. The floor of the sweep is raised slightly and covered with a ring of 
rubber athletic flooring for the ponies, and gravel in the center. At the center is also a metal carousel with 
arm extensions that can tether up to nine ponies.  

The pony sweep is currently in fair condition overall. The metal pipe‐framed structure and fencing are intact, 
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but with localized areas of corrosion. The mesh covering at the roof is soiled and covered with heavy 
amounts of leaves and debris. The valance awning is heavily faded from UV‐light and torn and frayed in some 
locations. The rubber flooring ring is soiled and deteriorated and has dips and ruts where water can collect. 
The carousel is operable and intact, but with some localized areas of corrosion. The metal stanchions are set 
in cement. Pipe surfaces are worn with paint loss throughout, and some decorative end caps are missing. 
Also, near the pony sweep entrance, there is an underground concrete drainage structure with a unique 
trapezoidal shaped opening and debris filter. The concrete slab surrounding the opening is heavily cracked, 
and there is soiling and debris throughout. 

   
View of north side of pony sweep; note gate entry 
and stanchions (ARG, 2023). 
 

View of metal stanchions (ARG, 2023). 

   
Detail at top of conical roof pipe framing and lights 
(ARG, 2023). 

Detail of pipe framing and connection of mesh 
awning using zip ties (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail at roof awning; note heavy collections of 
leaves/debris, and stained and sagging mesh 
panels (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail at valance; note faded colors (ARG, 2023). 

   
Detail at pipe framing and chain‐link fence; note 
corrosion (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at base; note pipe framing set in cement and 
raised interior floor (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail at rubber floor ring; note soiling and low 
spots (ARG, 2023). 
 

View of carousel at center (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail at metal stanchions; note paint loss and 
missing end cap (ARG, 2023). 

Concrete drainage structure near pony sweep; note 
cracking and debris (ARG, 2023). 

Snack Stand and Restroom Building 

The snack stand and restroom building was constructed in 1960 at the north end of the site and does not 
contribute to the significance of the Pony Ride Site. It is a one‐story building with a U‐shaped footprint, 
including a commercial kitchen at the north end, and public restrooms at the south end. The building is 
constructed of concrete masonry units (CMU), with a corrugated metal roof deck and built‐up asphalt 
roofing. The roof is generally flat and contains rooftop HVAC units, kitchen exhaust hoods and other 
penetrations. ARG did not access the roof or kitchen at the time of the survey. The west façade is infilled with 
vertical wood siding and large openings with roll‐up shutters for order and food pickup. Other doors around 
the building are typically hollow metal doors and frames, some with louvered vents. The east side of the 
building has an enclosed storage yard and a large opening with a pair of glazed doors and an infill panel. The 
restrooms are serviceable, and include concrete floors, painted plaster walls, exposed steel decking and 
beams at the ceiling, laminate restroom partitions, and industrial‐type stainless steel fixtures. 

The building appears to be in fair, serviceable condition. Based on available access, ARG noted typical damage 
from age and use, including localized areas of paint loss and corrosion, gouges and graffiti at CMU walls, 
scratches and graffiti at doors and restrooms, and soiling and stains. At the north façade, there is a large hole 
in the CMU block. The openings in the rear yard are heavily soiled and weathered. Glazed lights on the doors 
have been infilled with plywood. A temporary sign reading “Griffith Café” has been placed over the 
illuminated “Snack Bar” sign; the temporary sign is hanging loose. 
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View of snack stand looking northeast (ARG, 2023).  View looking northwest (ARG, 2023). 

   
View looking southeast (ARG, 2023).  View of rear yard through fence, looking south 

(ARG, 2023). 
 

   
View of HVAC and kitchen equipment at roof (ARG, 
2023). 

Loose temporary sign over existing illuminated sign 
(ARG, 2023). 
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View of snack bar order/pick‐up windows with roll‐
up shutters (ARG, 2023). 

Detail of paint loss and corrosion at metal frame 
(ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Interior view of women’s restroom looking north 
(ARG, 2023). 

Interior view of women’s restroom looking south 
(ARG, 2023). 
 

   
Detail of scratches at restroom door (ARG, 2023).  Detail of graffiti at CMU wall (ARG, 2023). 
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Barn  

The barn was constructed between 1964‐65 and does not contribute to the significance of the Pony Ride 
Site. It is located at the south end of the facility, on the east side of the miniature train tracks. The barn is a 
large steel‐framed building, with a corrugated metal gable roof, and a combination of CMU walls at the base 
of the building and corrugated metal siding above. Roof drainage is by surface flow to sheet metal gutters 
and downspouts along the east and west sides. The CMU walls have vented units (breeze blocks) spaced 
throughout, and the metal siding has openings where clear and green corrugated polycarbonate panels are 
used as infill to allow for natural light. At the north and south ends, there are pedestrian access doors, 
inserted within large overhead doors that can be opened for additional light and ventilation. The interior 
contains partial height CMU partitions which form stalls along the east and west sides. At the northeast 
corner, there is an employee break area containing lockers and a picnic table. At the northwest corner, there 
is an enclosed tack room with a wood stair to a small storage loft above. The south end of the barn remains 
open as a small riding space or turn‐out area, with chain‐link gates dividing it from the stalls. Interior floors at 
the ground level are compacted soil. The steel framing, CMU, and corrugated siding and roofing are exposed 
at the interior. Some finishes are provided in the tack room area, including painted plaster walls, concrete 
floor at the tack room, and plywood floor at the loft above. The tack room has wood‐framed saddle racks 
along the walls. 

The barn remains in fair, serviceable condition. The steel framing appears sound and in good structural 
condition. Exterior walls and cladding remain intact; although some localized damage was noted including 
bent and gouged corrugated siding sheets, gouges in CMU walls, and areas of corrosion. A large area of 
corrosion was noted at the edges of corrugated roofing sheets along the west wall of the loft. Similar 
corrosion can be expected in other areas along the east and west sides. The roof panels could not be seen 
from the exterior (no access), so their condition is unknown at this time; however, daylight and pinholes were 
noted at the interior, particularly near the eaves. The polycarbonate panels remain intact, but their surfaces 
are heavily soiled. Overhead doors and man doors are operable and in serviceable condition; corrosion was 
noted throughout, and particularly at the base of doors. The compacted earth flooring has large depressions 
and stains throughout, and typically at locations where ponies may have been tethered. Urea stains and 
efflorescence (salt deposits) were noted at the floor and CMU walls. The tack room and loft are heavily soiled 
with stains and debris. Rodent droppings and insects were also noted at the loft.   
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View of barn looking southwest (ARG, 2023).  View of barn looking northwest (ARG, 2023). 

 

   
Interior view of barn looking south (ARG, 2023).  Interior view of barn looking north (ARG, 2023). 

 

   
Detail at upper northeast corner/roof (ARG, 2023),  Interior detail at upper northwest corner; note 

corrosion at roof edge (ARG, 2023). 
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Detail at east exterior wall; note corrugated 
polycarbonate “window” panel (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at overhead door with pedestrian door inset 
(ARG, 2023). 

   
Typical damage at base of metal cladding (ARG, 
2023). 

Gouges at base of CMU wall (ARG, 2023). 
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View of stalls at east side (ARG, 2023).  View of stalls at west side (ARG, 2023). 

 

   
Detail at open area at south end; note staining and 
efflorescence (ARG, 2023). 

View of employee break area at northeast corner 
(ARG, 2023). 
 

   
View of tack room and stairs to loft (ARG, 2023).  View of loft looking south (ARG, 2023). 
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Corrals 

The corrals, which do not contribute to the significance of the Pony Ride Site, are located to the east and 
south of the barn. Developed between 1964‐65, the area is generally open with some shade trees along the 
perimeter. It has been divided into several spaces with chain‐link fencing and gates. Each corral space has 
one or more shade structures, consisting of galvanized metal pipe framing and corrugated sheet metal roofs. 
The fencing and shade structures are in fair condition and show signs of heavy use. 

   
Overall view of corrals (ARG, 2023).  Shade structure and fencing at corrals (ARG, 2023). 

Small-Scale Features 

There are various other small‐scale features found throughout the site. Existing conditions are as follows: 

Birthday Pavilions 

The site contains two large, fenced areas for birthdays and other events. These pavilions do not contribute to 
the significance of the Pony Ride Site. The first, titled “Oak Grove”, was constructed south of the riding ring in 
2016. It features a train theme, with painted train car signage panels. The second event space, titled “Coyote 
Meadow”, was constructed in 2018 ‐19 to the west of the riding ring, and features a large signage wall 
painted to simulate a western town. Each space is enclosed with wood fencing decorated with wagon 
wheels, and there is a temporary pavilion structure with picnic table seating. Both spaces remain in good 
condition. 

   

“Oak Grove” birthday pavilion (ARG, 2023).  “Coyote Meadow” birthday pavilion (ARG, 2023). 
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Freestanding Shade Structure 

Near the entrance to the site, northwest of the ticket booth, is a freestanding shade structure complete with 
built‐in water trough (build date unknown). The structure does not contribute to the significance of the Pony 
Ride Site. It is supported by galvanized metal pipe framing, and features a wood trough with stainless steel 
insert, a pipe rail for tethering ponies, and a retractable shade awning to each side. The structure is in fair 
condition overall. ARG did not detract the awnings to see if they remain operable. The wood trough has paint 
loss. Other finishes are soiled, and there is debris in the trough. 

   
View of freestanding shade structure (ARG, 2023). 
 

Detail of trough and tethering rail (ARG, 2023). 

   
Detail of retractable awnings (ARG, 2023).   

Masonry Planters 

There are two larger circular‐shaped planters around a jacaranda and historic coast live oak tree at the site, 
one located to the north of the ticket booth (holding the coast live oak), and one between the snack stand 
and the pony sweep (holding the jacaranda). The planters do not contribute to the significance of the Pony 
Ride Site. They are both constructed with stone rubble masonry walls and have brick paver copings. The 
planters are full to the coping height at the interior with compacted soil and tree roots. The planter near the 
ticket booth is in good condition, with just eroded stone mortar joints and some graffiti observed. The planter 
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near the pony sweep is in fair condition and appears to be under stress from the tree roots and/or outward 
pressure of the soil. The planter walls are cracked and separated in two locations, with large gaps in the stone 
masonry and two missing brick paver units. 

   
Circular planter to north of ticket booth (ARG, 
2023). 

View of planter wall; note gaps in stone masonry 
and eroded joints (ARG, 2023). 
 

   
View of planter wall; note graffiti at brick paver 
(ARG, 2023). 

Circular planter between snack stand and pony 
sweep (ARG, 2023). 

   
View of planter wall; note cracking and missing 
paver (ARG, 2023). 

Detail at planter wall; note large separation and 
missing paver (ARG, 2023). 
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Part II: Treatment and Work Recommendations 

Historic Preservation Objectives 

Selection of a Treatment Approach 

The Griffith Park Pony Ride Site is a contributor to Griffith Park, which was listed as a Los Angeles Historic‐
Cultural Monument (HCM) in 2009. Constructed in 1947, the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site contributes to the 
significance of Griffith Park for its association with the new and expanded recreational amenities developed 
in the park in the immediate post‐World War II period, under the direction of Superintendent Hjelte.  

Because the Pony Ride Site contributes to the historic significance of Griffith Park, a designated HCM, the City 
of Los Angeles requires that any future repair, maintenance, or rehabilitation of the site shall be guided by 
The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (“the Standards”). The 
Standards provide general guidance for stewards of historic properties to determine appropriate treatments. 
They are intentionally broad in scope so that they can be applied to a wide range of circumstances and are 
designed to enhance the understanding of basic preservation principles. The Standards identify four defined 
levels of treatment for a property. Each level of treatment is accompanied by its own set of standards that 
serve to guide the approach to work.  

Generally, in planning for anticipated work on a historic property, one of the four treatment levels is selected 
as the overall approach to treatment.  

The four treatment approaches are as follows: 

Preservation is the act or process of applying measures necessary to sustain the existing form, integrity, 
and materials of a historic property. 

Rehabilitation is the act or process of making possible a compatible use for a property through repair, 
alterations, and additions while preserving those portions or features which convey its historical, cultural, 
or architectural values. 

Restoration is the act or process of accurately depicting the form, features, and character of a property 
as it appeared at a particular period of time by means of the removal of features from other periods in its 
history and reconstruction of missing features from the restoration period. 

Reconstruction is the act or process of depicting, by means of new construction, the form, features, and 
detailing of a non‐surviving site, landscape, building, structure, or object for the purposes of replicating 
its appearance at a specific period of time and in its historic location.  

Based on ARG’s understanding of the Pony Ride Site’s significance, its existing conditions, and its potential for 
future use, ARG recommends the Rehabilitation approach to treatment. The Standards for Rehabilitation 
recognize that change is often necessary for the adaptive reuse or continued use of a property and thus allow 
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for compatible, contemporary interventions through alterations, additions, and change in use, so long as the 
historic character75 of the property is preserved.  

To comply with the Standards for Rehabilitation, all interventions to the Pony Ride Site should be designed 
and constructed with a minimal loss of historic material. Additionally, they should be designed with an eye 
toward restoring altered or missing features from the site’s 1947‐1956 period of significance.  

The Standards for Rehabilitation apply to all buildings, structures, and features within the Pony Ride Site, 
including non‐contributing features, to the extent necessary to ensure their removal/replacement or 
alteration does not impact the historic character of the site.  

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation 

Following are the Standards for Rehabilitation. These standards guide all treatment recommendations made 
herein and should inform all future work on the Pony Ride.  

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal change to its 
distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.  

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of distinctive 
materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that characterize a property will 
be avoided.  

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use. Changes that create 
a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural features or elements from other 
historic properties, will not be undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be retained and 
preserved.  

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of craftsmanship 
that characterize a property will be preserved.  

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match the old in 
design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing features will be 
substantiated by documentary and physical evidence.  

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest means 
possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.  

8. Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must be 
disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.  

 
75 Historic character refers to all those visual aspects and physical features that comprise the appearance of a historic property.  
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9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic materials, 
features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The new work shall be 
differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale 
and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property and its environment.  

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner that, if 
removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its environment 
would be unimpaired.  

Treatment Recommendations 

Introduction 

ARG understands that there are no specific plans for reuse of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Site at this time, and 
that the Department of Recreation and Parks (RAP) seeks to understand historical conditions when 
considering feasibility for reuse of the property that should be called out in any future Requests for Proposals.  

ARG has provided the following treatment recommendations related to the site’s rehabilitation, repair, and 
maintenance. The items detailed below are primarily to address material distress or damage in order to 
prolong the life of the materials and to prevent further damage or more costly interventions in the future. 
Other recommendations are associated with returning some historic character‐defining features to the 
property or renovating spaces or features for contemporary use. All of the below recommendations are in 
keeping with the Standards for Rehabilitation. Any future plans involving reuse of the Pony Ride should 
undergo further review by a qualified historic architect meeting the Secretary of Interior’s Professional 
Qualifications Standards, to ensure consistency with the Standards for Rehabilitation.76 

Similar to the Existing Conditions Assessment section, Treatment Recommendations have been grouped into 
general recommendations as well as by structure or feature. These include the contributing features 
(Pergola, Ticket Booth, and Riding Ring), and non‐contributing features (Pony Sweep, Barn, Corrals, Snack Bar 
and Restroom Building, and other small‐scale features). Recommendations regarding the treatment of 
vegetation are included under the general rehabilitation and maintenance recommendations. Structural 
recommendations have also been summarized in this section; see Appendix A for the complete structural 
report. In general, recommendations are listed in order of priority (high to low). 

 

 

 

 
76 National Park Service, Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR Part 61, https://www.nps.gov/articles/sec‐standards‐prof‐
quals.htm. 
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General Recommendations 

 New construction within the Pony Ride Site should be reviewed by a qualified historic architect to 
ensure consistency with the Standards. 

 Consider a comprehensive code analysis to review for conformance with applicable codes related to 
egress, fire protection, occupant loads, etc. when a new use for the Pony Ride facility is determined. 

 Consider conducting an Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessibility study when a new use for 
the Pony Ride facility is determined. 

 The following maintenance items should occur annually: 

o Clean and maintain existing roofs and drainage systems. Remove leaves and debris from 
roof surfaces, gutters, and downspouts. Inspect roofs at minimum annually, and following 
large rainstorms, high winds, or seismic events. 

o Clean and remove debris from floor drains, area drains, in‐ground structures or vaults, and 
troughs.  

o Clean exterior building surfaces and remove graffiti if necessary; sweep out interior spaces 
and monitor for leaks or other damage. 

o Maintain protective paint coatings at character‐defining features and/or vulnerable historic 
materials or locations. 

o Maintain existing building systems where they exist; shut‐off exterior water spigots, piping, 
etc. if no longer needed. Clean and lubricate hinges, rolling doors/shutters, carousel, and 
other moving parts. 

Recommendations: Contributing Resources 

Contributing elements of the Pony Ride Site should be retained to the extent feasible and should undergo 
repair and maintenance (see above), as needed, in consideration of the specific recommendations provided 
below. Any future work proposed on contributing resources should be reviewed by a qualified historic 
architect to ensure conformance with the Standards.  

Historic Vegetation 

 An evaluation of the health and condition of historic trees was not within the scope of this HSR. ARG 
recommends that an arborist conduct a comprehensive evaluation regarding the condition of trees 
throughout the Pony Ride Site, particularly the coast live oak and coast redwood trees, which were 
present on the site during the period of significance (1947‐1956) and thus contribute to its 
significance. 
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 When determining new plantings for the site, consider reinstating species (sycamore, elderberry, 
maple) that were identified in the 1956 “Griffith Park Pony Ride Area” site plan (see Appendix C: 
Historic Drawings). 

Pergola 

 Remove existing pipe brace at southwest corner, and perform repairs per structural report. Replace 
existing 2x8 members at each corner with new larger rafters. Provide temporary shoring until repairs 
can be made. 

 Provide additional wood blocking between roof rafters per structural report; paint to match existing. 

 Repair cracks at concrete column footings. 

 Replace T‐shaped steel plate connection between column and beam (1 location). Strengthen any 
other connections with new fasteners/hardware as required. 

 During next roof replacement (approx. 10 years away), inspect sheathing boards thoroughly, and 
replace damaged boards as needed. 

 Optional tasks: 

o Consider removing cable stand at roof and roofing over penetrations; electrical power could 
be re‐routed underground. 

o Consider removing non‐original shade structure at south side of building; this awning can be 
damaging to the historic roof and column framing during high wind events. 

o Non‐original metal stanchions and directional markings may be removed if desired. 

o Wood benches and wood picket fence may be reinstated, per original drawings and historic 
photographs. 

o If desired, a historic finishes analysis may be conducted to determine original paint colors for 
future repainting work. 

Ticket Booth 

 Repair damaged asphalt shingles and re‐seal around light pole penetration at north side of roof. 

 Replace heavily decayed (rotted) wood rafter tails (end splice). 

 Infill opening at east façade (old A/C unit opening) with new wood studs sistered to existing studs, 
and new vertical siding; paint to match. 

 Remove existing plywood wainscot covering, and thoroughly inspect and document condition of 
horizontal siding concealed below; repair or replace siding boards and deteriorated wood stud 
framing as required. 
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 Repair existing wood sill above wainscot; infill notches, gouges, splits, and other damage with wood‐
compatible epoxy and repaint. 

 Repair deterioration at base of porch columns with wood‐compatible epoxy and repaint. Consider 
installing column base plate or other connection to raise wood above grade and prolong life of wood 
columns. 

 Replace heavily deteriorated wood door and frame at north façade; new door should be of similar 
style using barn‐door style trim and decorative surface‐mounted hinges. Provide new hardware, 
including hinges, entry/lock set, and dead bolt. 

 Repair existing ticket window at south façade; remove non‐original hardware, repair gouges, splits 
and losses in wood shutters with wood‐compatible epoxy fill, and repaint. Provide new hardware to 
lock opening securely, such as cane bolts top and bottom mounted at the interior. 

 Clean interior to remove remaining abandoned items, trash, and debris. 

 Repair damaged areas of existing interior wallboard (sheetrock) as rodent‐proofing measure. 

 During next roof replacement (approx. 10 years away), inspect sheathing boards thoroughly and 
replace damaged boards as needed. 

 Depending on future use, rehabilitate interior finishes and furnishings. 

 Optional tasks: 

o If desired, a historic finishes analysis may be conducted to determine original paint colors for 
future repainting work. 

Riding Ring 

 Re‐grade and/or fill areas with large ruts or depressions to prevent standing water and improve site 
drainage. 

 Secure underground concrete vault at north end of riding ring; vault may be backfilled if no longer 
used, or replace existing deteriorated wood cover with new locking vault door. 

 Replace heavily decayed/rotted or termite‐damaged wood posts with new to match (approx. 10% of 
total). Consider replacing with naturally rot‐ and insect‐resistant wood species or preservative‐
treated lumber. 

 Replace warped/sagging or otherwise deteriorated wood railings (approx. 10% of total). 

 Replace corroded nails/fasteners at railings, and re‐fasten where loose. 

 Repaint guiderails and fences. 

 Optional tasks: 

o Non‐original shade structure and trough at northeast corner may be removed if desired. 
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o Non‐original employee stand at light pole may be removed if desired.  

o Running and buggy ride track fencing may be replaced and reconfigured to match original 
fencing, per original drawings and historic photographs.  

o Track fencing may be replaced with taller fencing to accommodate a new use so long as the 
multi‐track configuration and horseshoe shape is maintained.  

Recommendations: Non-Contributing Resources 

Non‐contributing elements can be treated with greater flexibility in terms of alteration or removal within the 
Pony Ride Site. However, major changes, such as the addition of square footage, should be reviewed by a 
qualified historic architect to ensure compliance with the Standards as related to potential impacts to the 
historic character of the Pony Ride Site. Should the RAP choose to retain any of the following non‐
contributing resources, optional repair and maintenance recommendations have been provided to prolong 
their useful life. 

Non-Historic Vegetation 

 Non‐historic tree species (those added after the Pony Ride Site’s period of significance), including 
gold medallion, carrotwood, palm, and jacaranda, may be removed from the site, if desired.  

Pony Sweep 

 Remove heavy amounts of collected leaves and debris at roof covering, and trim overhanging trees. 

 Provide lock at gate to prevent unauthorized entry and playing on carousel. 

 Alternatively, because the structure is not historic and does not contribute to the historic significance 
of the Pony Ride Site, the pony sweep may be removed if no longer needed for future use. 

Snack Stand and Restroom Building 

 Repair large hole at north elevation CMU wall (rodent‐proofing). 

 Reattach sign in more permanent manner to prevent falling. 

 Alternatively, because the building is not historic and does not contribute to the historic significance 
of the Pony Ride Site, the snack stand may be removed if no longer needed for future use. 

Barn 

 Clean existing corrugated metal roof and inspect for damage. Replace corroded sheets at eaves; seal 
over exposed fasteners; and seal all pinholes, gouges or penetrations. 

 If desired for new use, remove urea stains/smells and salt deposits by excavating the earthen floor to 
a certain depth, and backfilling and compacting new soil. 
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 Undertake rodent‐proofing measures, such as closing up holes in walls or ground around building, 
provided baited traps, etc. 

 Alternatively, because the building is not historic and does not contribute to the historic significance 
of the Pony Ride Site, the barn may be removed if no longer needed for future use. 

Corrals 

 Because the corrals are not historic and do not contribute to the historic significance of the Pony 
Ride, they may be removed if no longer needed for future use. 

Small-Scale Features 

 Repoint stone masonry walls at planters, including cracks and separations. Replace missing brick 
paver units. Monitor for further stress or damage related to tree roots and reassess.  

 Alternatively, as the planters are not historic/contributing to the significance of the Pony Ride, they 
may be removed if not needed for future use. 

 The freestanding shade structure and birthday pavilions are not historic and may be removed if 
desired. 
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Appendix A: Structural Report 
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Appendix B: Existing Conditions Drawings 
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Appendix C: Historic Drawings 
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Appendix D: Contributing and Non-Contributing Resource 
Maps 
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INTRODUCTION 
The Griffith Park Pony Ride facility is a historic, 2.32-acre area of Griffith Park on Crystal Springs 
Drive in Los Angeles, California.  Included in this facility is: 

 An 8,000 square foot barn, 
 Six outdoor corrals of various sizes, 
 A fenced-in horseshoe shaped track with three separated lanes (known as the Riding 

Rings), 
 A small pony ride sweep under a covered canopy, 
 Two fenced birthday party and gathering areas, 
 A 1,500 square foot solid wood canopy for queuing pony riders (known as the 

Pergola), 
 A 225 square foot wood Ticket Booth, 
 A snack bar. 

Figure 1 shown below depicts the location and components of the facility as outlined above.  

 
Figure 1 Site Plan of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Facilities (North Oriented Right) 

Silman has been retained to perform a structural assessment of the Pergola, the Ticket Booth, 
and the horseshoe shaped track as part of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Historic Structures Report 
(HSR).   

As part of the structural assessment, existing and new documentation was reviewed, and an on-
site investigation was performed.  On July 26th, 2023, Nathan Hicks and Amber Sutherland went 
to the site to better understand the facility structures, and their conditions.  Based on the 
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provided documentation and observations made, Silman has identified conditions requiring 
repair, and recommendations to best protect and preserve each structure.  

An outline of Silman’s specific services, and the purpose of the report herein, is provided below: 

 Review of available documentation, 
 Structural condition survey, 
 Limited structural analysis for primary components, where existing structural 

information is available, 
 Structural recommendations consistent with the building’s historic character for 

repairs, 
 Identification of structural limitations and opportunities for future planned 

expansions and/or modernizations.  

Building History 
Limited documentation pertaining to the structural history of the Griffith Park Pony Ride Facility 
exists. The Pergola and Riding Rings were completed in 1947, the year the Pony Ride began 
operations. The Ticket Booth was added by 1952. The only noticeable structural change made 
since construction is the addition of steel tubes at the cantilevering roof of the Pergola (see 
Figure 2).  It is unknown when this change was made.  All other structural changes are unknown.  
Note that while this section focuses on the facility’s structural history, a general history can be 
found in the overall HSR.  

 
Figure 2 Steel tubes that appear to have been added to the Pergola. 
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Investigation 
The investigation herein is based on site observations, combined with a review of past photos 
and drawings made available to the design team.  While on site, observations were made at 
both the interior and exterior of the structures.  In general, the Pergola and Riding Rings were 
readily visible, and access was possible for almost all building areas.  At the Ticket Booth, Silman 
could only observe some of the existing structure where finishes were not present.   

 
Figure 3 Exterior view of the Ticket Booth showing the exterior finishes. 

 
Figure 4 Interior view of the Ticket Booth showing the interior finishes. 
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Note that existing structural drawings were only provided for the Pergola.  Based on what was 
observed on site, the Pergola framing is well documented, and aligns with the provided drawing 
noted below.  All foundations were not accessible for review.  

The following pertinent structural documentation was made available to the structural team at 
the time of the investigation: 

 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles drawing: includes a single sheet PDF with 
a plan view of the pony ride, and structural plans, elevations, and details of the Pergola. 

 1977 Site Plan – Griffith Park Pony Ride drawing by the City of Los Angeles, Department 
of Recreation and Parks: a single sheet PDF containing a plan view of the Griffith Park 
Pony Ride facilities. 

 1993 Griffith Park Pony Ride Site Plan by the Department of Recreation & Parks: a single 
sheet PDF outlining the key features of the Pony Park facility. 

 2008 Historic-Cultural Monument Application by Griffith J. Griffith Charitable Trust: a 350 
page report including structural descriptions of the Ticket Booth, Pergola and Riding 
Rings. 

 2023 Griffith Park Pony Ride – Assessment and Community Feedback Scope of Work: 
includes a description and brief history of the Pony Ride facilities and grounds. 

 
Figure 5 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles drawing of the Pergola. 
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Figure 6 1977 Site Plan – Griffith Park Pony Ride drawing by the City of Los Angeles, Department of Recreation 
and Parks. 
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STRUCTURAL DESCRIPTION 
 
Pergola 
The Pergola is a single-story, open canopy composed of wood columns and roof framing.  As 
shown in Figure 7, this structure is rectangular in shape with large roof overhangs at the 
perimeter. 

 
Figure 7 View of the Pergola. 

Foundation 
Although the foundation was not accessible during Silman’s site visit, based on the 1946 
Department of Parks City of Los Angeles drawing of the Pergola, each column is embedded into 
a 1’-3” x 1’-3” x 1’-10” concrete column, that frames into a 2’-0” x 2’-0” x 0’-8” concrete pad 
footing (See Figure 8 to Figure 10).  It is unknown whether the footings contain reinforcing 
steel. 
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Figure 8 Plan view illustrating the locations of the Pergola column foundations (1946 Department of Parks, City of Los 
Angeles drawing of the Pergola). 

 
Figure 9 Section through the Pergola showing the assumed foundation (1946 Department of Parks, City of Los 
Angeles drawing of the Pergola). 
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Figure 10 View of the top of the foundation. 
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Columns 
Ten equally spaced columns support the Pergola roof and serve as the lateral force resisting 
system.  The corner columns are 8x8 (nominal) wood posts, while the interior columns are 6x6 
(nominal) wood posts. See Figure 11 for the location and size of each column.   

 
Figure 11 Plan view of the Pergola illustrating the column locations on the 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los 
Angeles drawing of the Pergola. 

Roof Framing 
The roof framing consists of north-south spanning 2x8 (nominal) rafters at 24 inches-on-center 
and 2x6 (nominal) collar ties at 48 inches-on-center (see Figure 12).  Each rafter cantilevers 6’-0” 
beyond the columns as shown in Figure 13.  The rafters support 1x6 (nominal) straight 
sheathing and asphalt shingles.  Supporting the rafters are (2) 2.75”x8” wood beams spanning 
between the columns.   
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Figure 12 Plan view of the Pergola roof framing illustrated on the 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles 
drawing of the Pergola. 

 
Figure 13 Section through the Pergola showing the roof framing from the 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los 
Angeles drawing of the Pergola. 
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Figure 14 View of the cantilevered roof rafter framing, beams and columns. 

 
Figure 15 View of the Pergola roof collar ties, rafters, and beams. 

Troughs & Posts 
At the south side of the canopy are troughs spanning approximately 8’-6” between the columns, 
three feet above the ground.  The troughs are composed of (2) 2x6 (nominal) beams and interior 
metal liner (see Figure 16).   
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Figure 16 View of the troughs at the south side of the canopy. 

Adjacent to the troughs are 1/8” thick, 3.5” diameter steel posts at 8’-6” on center as shown in 
Figure 17. 

 
Figure 17 View of the steel framing at the south side of the canopy. 
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Ticket Booth 
The Ticket Booth is a single-story structure composed of wood bearing walls and wood roof 
framing.  As shown in Figure 18, this structure is rectangular in shape with a roof overhang at 
the south elevation.  Note that no drawings exist documenting the framing of the Ticket Booth.  
All structural descriptions are therefore based on observation of framing not covered by finishes. 

 
Figure 18 View of the Ticket Booth. 

Foundation 
Due to inaccessibility, Silman could not observe the foundation for determination of material 
and constructed dimensions.   

Exterior Walls & Columns 
Four load bearing walls frame the Ticket Booth office and serve as the lateral force resisting 
system.  Each wall appears to be 6 inches thick and composed of wood.  The exterior faces of 
the walls have 1x8 (nominal) vertical siding on top.  The bottom 40 inches of the walls are clad 
with horizontal wood siding, concealed beneath wood panels (see Figure 19).  The panels were 
likely added at some point after the original construction.   
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Figure 19 Close up of the Ticket Booth top vertical siding and bottom wood panels. 

At the south side of the Ticket Booth, four 4x4 (nominal) columns support the roof overhang 
(see Figure 20).  Each column is approximately eight feet tall. 

 
Figure 20 East elevation of the Ticket Booth showing the columns at the south. 
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See Figure 21 for the locations of the walls and columns. 

 
Figure 21 Plan view of the Ticket Booth columns and walls. 

Roof Framing 
The roof framing is largely obscured by ceiling finishes at the interior of the Ticket Booth.  Based 
on the roof framing visible at the south overhang, it appears the roof consists of 1.5”x4” wood 
rafters at 24 inches-on-center (see Figure 22).  Each rafter cantilevers over a 4x6 (nominal) wood 
beam.  The rafters are connected to the wood beam via a 1-inch-deep notch at the base (see 
Figure 23). 

 
Figure 22 Plan view of the Ticket Booth roof framing. 
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Figure 23 View of the Ticket Booth roof framing at the south roof overhang. 

Riding Rings 
The Riding Rings are composed of Internal Guide Rails, a Running Guide Rail, a Buggy Guide 
Rail, a light post and a trench.  Note that no structural drawings exist documenting the Riding 
Rings.  All structural descriptions are therefore based on observations.  A key plan has been 
provided below to help orient the reader. 

 
Figure 24 Site plan of the Riding Rings highlighting each element inspected. 
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Internal Guide Rails 
The Internal Guide Rails consist of three horseshoe rings of wood posts and beams, spaced at 
approximately three feet-on-center (see Figure 25).  Each ring is composed of wood posts and 
rails (see Figure 26).  The 4x4 (nominal) wood posts are spaced at 8’-2” on-center and are about 
14 inches tall.  Spanning between the wood posts are 2x4 (nominal) rails.  Two to three nails at 
each rail end connect the rail to the posts.  Due to inaccessibility, Silman could not confirm if 
there is a foundation beneath the guide rails.  Given the size and composition of the guide rail, it 
is likely the posts are simply embedded into the ground at an unknown depth. 

 
Figure 25 View of the Internal Guide Rails. 
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Figure 26 Close up of an Internal Guide Rail post and rail. 

Running Guide Rail 
Located ten feet away from, and surrounding the Internal Guide Rails, is the Running Guide Rail 
(see Figure 27).  The Running Guide Rail consists of wood posts and rails.  The wood posts have 
a 4x4 (nominal) cross section and are 2’-0” tall.  At the top and bottom of the wood posts are 
2x4 (nominal) rails spanning 8’-0” between wood posts (see Figure 28).  Two nails at each rail 
end connect the rails to the posts.  Due to inaccessibility, Silman could not observe if there is a 
foundation beneath the Running Guide Rail.  Given the size and composition of the guide rail, it 
is likely the posts are simply embedded into the ground at an unknown depth. 
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Figure 27 View of the Running Guide Rail. 

 
Figure 28 Close up of a Running Guide Rail post and rail. 
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Buggy Ride Guide Rail 
Located 10 feet away from and surrounding both the Internal Guide Rails and the Running 
Guide Rail, is the Buggy Ride Guide Rail (see Figure 29).  The Buggy Ride Guide Rail consists of 
wood posts and rails (see Figure 30).  The wood posts have a 4x4 (nominal) cross section and 
are about 3’-2” tall.  The posts have three rails at the top, middle and bottom that span seven 
feet on center.  The bottom and middle rails have a 2x4 (nominal) cross section.  The top rail has 
a 2x6 (nominal) cross section.  Two nails at the end of each rail attach the rail to the post.  Due 
to inaccessibility, Silman could not observe if there is a foundation beneath the Running Guide 
Rail.  Given the size and composition of the guide rail, it is likely the posts are simply embedded 
into the ground at an unknown depth. 

 
Figure 29 View of the Buggy Ride Guide Rail. 
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Figure 30 Close up of the Buggy Ride Guide Rail post and rail. 

Light Post 
Located within the Internal Guide Rails is an approximately 20-foot-tall light post (see Figure 
31).  The light post is composed of a four-inch diameter steel pole.  This pole looks to be 
embedded in a circle, concrete foundation (see Figure 32).  The depth and reinforcing of the 
concrete foundation could not be observed and is therefore unknown.   

 
Figure 31 View of the light post. 



 
 
 

22 Griffith Park Pony Ride Facility                                               3/27/2024 

 

 
Figure 32 View of the light post foundation. 

Trench 
Near the light post is a 28”x72” trench opening.  The interior of the trench is composed of 
concrete.  In between the concrete walls of the trench, wood boards slope downward (see 
Figure 33). 

 
Figure 33 View of the trench. 
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CONDITIONS ASSESSMENT 
A conditions assessment of the Pergola, Ticket Booth and Riding Rings has been performed by 
Silman to characterize the structure and identify current conditions.  During our visit, detailed 
photo documentation of the building was completed to understand the identified conditions. 

Pergola 
Overall, the Pergola appeared to be moderately deteriorated.  While the columns, rafters and 
collar ties looked to be in good condition, the items below will need to either be replaced or 
repaired, as specified in the Recommendations portion of the report.    

Straight Board Sheathing 
Deterioration of the straight sheathing spanning between the rafters was observed (see Figure 
34).  The wood is likely deteriorating due to exposure to temperature changes, water damage 
and insect damage. 

 
Figure 34 View of straight board sheathing deterioration. 

Cantilevered Corners of Roof Framing 
Each corner of the Pergola appears to be deflecting (see Figure 35).  It appears the south-west 
corner was retrofitted with a steel pipe as highlighted in Figure 2.  This does not meet the 
structural code requirements and will need to be removed. 
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Figure 35 View of the Pergola roof corners deflecting. 

Ticket Booth 
Overall, the Ticket Booth appeared to be in good condition, apart from a few items noted in the 
following locations. 

Horizontal and Vertical Wood Siding 
Both the ends of the vertical wood siding, and most of the horizontal siding located beneath the 
wood panels, are deteriorated (see Figure 36 & Figure 37).  This is likely due to water and 
insect damage over time. 
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Figure 36 Close up of the top of the wood panels concealing the horizontal siding. 

 
Figure 37 Close up of the deteriorated, original horizontal siding. 
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Rafters 
A few of the exposed rafter ends at the north and south faces of the Ticket Booth have 
deteriorated due to insect and water damage (see Figure 38). 

 
Figure 38 View of the roof rafter deterioration at the ends of the member. 

West Wall 
At the West Wall, a 3’x2’ opening looks to be improperly patched with a thin wood board (see 
Figure 39). 
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Figure 39 View of the improperly patched opening at the west wall of the Ticket Booth. 

Base of Columns 
At the base of the columns, some of the wood appears to be deteriorating due to biological 
growth and insect damage (see Figure 40). 

 
Figure 40 View of minor biological growth and insect damage at the base of the Ticket Booth columns. 
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Riding Rings 
Overall, the Riding Rings appeared to be in good condition, apart from the few items noted in 
the following locations.  

Posts & Rails 
While most of the wood at all the posts and rails looked to be in good condition, approximately 
15 percent is deteriorated.  This was especially noticeable at the post and rail ends, where 
chunks of the wood have fallen off (see Figure 41).  This deterioration is likely caused by water 
and insect damage. 

 
Figure 41 View of significant wood deterioration at the Internal Guide Rails. 

Connections 
Several connections between the Guide Rail posts and rails looked to be significantly 
deteriorated.  At numerous locations, nails have fallen out and are missing (see Figure 42).  
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Figure 42 Deteriorated connection at the Internal Guide Rails. 

PROBES & TESTING 
No probes or testing was performed as a part of this project scope.  Silman recommends that 
wood material testing be performed at a future date to confirm the analysis outlined in the 
following section. 
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ANALYSIS 
This section includes a preliminary analysis of the existing roof framing at the Pergola, in 
addition to outlining the governing codes, material property assumptions, and design load 
assumptions used within the analysis, and to characterize the other structures composing the 
Griffith Pony Ride Facility.   

Applicable Codes & Standards 
This project will be governed by the following code: 

 2023 City of Los Angeles Building Code 
 2022 California Historic Building Code 

The following standards will be followed as specified by the governing codes: 
 ASCE 7-16 Minimum Design Loads (and Associated Criteria) for Buildings and Other 

Structures 
 NDS-2018 National Design Specification (NDS) for Wood Construction 

Material Properties 
The material properties below are based on conservative lower end values appropriate for the 
time of construction.  These properties are appropriate for the framing at the Riding Ring, Ticket 
Booth, and Pergola.  Material testing is recommended to refine both the material values, and the 
corresponding Pergola analysis results. 

Timber 
The existing timber is assumed to be Douglas Fir-Larch #1.  Douglas Fir-Larch #1 has the 
following material properties: 

 Allowable Bending Stress      Fb = 1,000 psi 
 Allowable Tensile Stress (Parallel to Grain)    Ft = 675 psi 
 Allowable Shear Stress      Fv = 180 psi 
 Allowable Compressive Stress (Parallel to Grain)   Fc = 1,500 psi 
 Modulus of Elasticity       E = 1,700,000 psi 

Design Loads 
The loads presented below assume the Pergola and Ticket booth are Risk Category II, and the 
Riding Ring is Risk Category I (ASCE 7-16, Table 1.5-1). 

Dead Loads 
 Wood Roof Framing (Pergola & Ticket Booth) = 5 PSF 
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Live Loads 
The following live load values are specified by the applicable codes and standards: 

Occupancy or Use Minimum Required Design Live Loads  

Typical Roof (at the Pergola 
and Ticket Booth) 

Per ASCE 7-16, Table 4.3.1, typical roofs are designed for a 
uniform load of 20 psf. 

Handrails (at the Riding Rings) Per ASCE 7-16, Section 4.5.1 and Section 4.5.1.1, handrails 
are designed to resist a single, 200 lb concentrated point 
load in any direction and at any point and a 60 plf uniform 
load applied in any direction at any point.  The handrail does 
not need to be designed for these forces acting 
concurrently. 

Wind Loads 
 Basic Wind Speed      V = 95 mph  
 Wind Directionality Factor (ASCE 7-16, Table 26.6-1)  Kd = 0.85 
 Exposure Category (ASCE 7-16, §26.7)   B 
 Topographic Factor (ASCE 7-16, §26.8)   Kzt = 1.0 
 Ground Elevation Factor (ASCE 7-16, Table 26.9-1)  Ke = 1.0 
 Gust Effect Factor (ASCE 7-16, §26.11)   G = 0.85 
 Enclosure Classification (ASCE 7-16, §26.12, Pergola)  Open 
 Enclosure Classification (ASCE 7-16, §26.12, Ticket Booth) Enclosed 
 Internal Pressure Coefficient (ASCE 7-16, Table 26.13-1) GCpi = 0 
 Velocity Pressure Coefficient (ASCE 7-16, §26.10.1)  Kz = .57 
 Velocity Pressure (ASCE 7-16, Eqn. 26.10-1,   qz = 12 psf 

Pergola & Ticket Booth) 
 Net Pressure Coefficient (ASCE 7-16, Figure 30.7-2)  CN = 1.2 
 Component & Cladding Pressure at Roof Corners  p = 13 psf 

(ASCE 7-16, Eqn. 30.7-1) 

Seismic Loads 
All parameters dependent on soil shall be confirmed by a geotechnical engineer.  The seismic 
force-resisting system has been assumed to be cantilevered columns at the Pergola, and wood 
shear walls at the Ticket Booth. 

 Soil Site Class (Assumed)   D 
 Short Period Mapped Spectral Accel. (ATC Hazards by Location) Ss = 2.131 g 
 One Second Period Mapped Spectral Accel.   S1 = 0.755 g 
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(ATC Hazards by Location) 
 Short Period Design Spectral Acceleration    SDS = 1.705 g 

(ATC Hazards by Location) 
 Seismic Importance Factor (ASCE 7-16, Table 1.5-2)   Ie = 1.0 
 Response Modification Factor (ASCE 7-16, Table 12.2-1, Pergola) R = 1.5  
 Seismic Response Coefficient (ASCE 7-16, Eqn. 12.8-2)   Cs = 1.14g 

Analysis Results 

Live Load Capacities 
A preliminary live load capacity analysis was performed for the Pergola roof framing members 
using analytical modeling.  The analysis results indicate only some members meet the current 
code requirement for dead load and live load (20psf capacity).  The members that do not meet 
the code requirement for dead and live applied loads are shown in red in Figure 43 below. 

 
Figure 43 Analytical model of the Pergola showing which members are overstressed. 
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Figure 44 Close up of the analytical model showing the hip rafters are 83 percent overstressed. 

As shown in Figure 44 above, the hip rafters are approximately 83 percent overstressed.  This 
aligns with what was observed on-site, where some of the hip rafters appeared to be deflecting.  
No evidence of overstress was observed at the beam supporting the roof rafters (marked as the 
1.29 member in red in Figure 44 above).  It is therefore likely that the material strength 
assumptions made do not align with the actual properties of the wood material.  Material 
testing is recommended to refine all analysis results.  

Lateral Load Assessment 
While the structure may have been designed for wind loads, a high-level review of the members 
indicates the framing may be able to handle seismic loads.  A preliminary review of the 
connections indicates they are likely adequate.  Further analysis is recommended to confirm. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
The recommendations herein are based on site observations and subsequent structural analysis.  
As mentioned previously, field observations were limited to readily visible elements, since the 
site visit did not include removal of any finishes or destructive probes. 

Overall, the Pergola structural repairs should be prioritized and occur as soon as possible. 
Repairs to the Ticket Booth are of intermediate priority and should be addressed in an 
approximate 3-year timeframe. Repairs to the Riding Ring are of the lowest priority and could be 
addressed in a 5-year timeframe. As part of future repairs wood species identification is 
recommended as it will help to refine material property assumptions and future repair 
specifications. 

Pergola 
As indicated by the analysis section of the report, the cantilevering hip rafters are failing. Silman 
recommends replacing the existing 2x8 (nominal) members with new, larger rafters (see Figure 
45 for locations). In the temporary condition it is recommend that shoring posts be installed 
below the four corners until repairs can be made. 

 
Figure 45 Plan view of the Pergola roof highlighting which members should be replaced with larger framing 
(illustrated on top of the 1946 Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles drawing of the Pergola). 
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Given the large spans of the roof rafters, Silman also recommends adding blocking between 
each rafter to provide additional structural stability (as shown in Figure 46 below). 

 
Figure 46 Plan view of the Pergola roof framing showing the potential location of blocking (illustrated on the 1946 
Department of Parks, City of Los Angeles drawing of the Pergola). 

In general, a portion of the straight wood sheathing appeared to be deteriorated.  Silman 
recommends the wood be cleaned and repainted. During re-roofing all boards that are split, 
rotted and/or damaged should be replaced. Overlaying the straight board sheathing with 
plywood does not appear to be required but would help to improve the seismic performance. 
This would need to be balanced against the weight the plywood would add. Even this minimal 
increase could result in additional members stressed beyond their capacity for gravity loads.  

While all not connections have been reviewed in this preliminary analysis it should be assumed 
that some will require strengthening with new fasteners/hardware. 
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Ticket Booth 
At the west wall of the ticket booth, a 3’x2’ opening has been improperly repaired (see Figure 
39 and Figure 47).  Silman recommends closing this opening by adding in new studs to sister 
the existing studs and attaching new siding to match the existing siding. 

 
Figure 47 Interior view of the opening in the west wall of the Ticket Booth. 

At the exterior of the ticket booth, wood deterioration was observed at the rafter ends, base of 
the columns and on the original horizontal siding concealed beneath the wood panels.  All 
wood minorly deteriorated should be cleaned and painted.  All significantly deteriorated wood 
should be replaced in kind.  To address the deterioration of the original horizontal siding (see 
Figure 37), Silman recommends removing the exterior wood panels to expose the wood 
beneath. 

Riding Rings 
Several areas of significant wood deterioration were observed at the railing.  Silman 
recommends addressing the deterioration by replacing approximately 10 percent of the wood in 
kind.  Additionally, all wood should be cleaned and painted, and all fasteners should be 
replaced. Where wood framing in contact with ground is replaced, it should utilize a naturally 
rot-resistant species or PT lumber. 
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