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December 7, 2017

VIA E-MAIL ONLY

Honorable Jose Huizar, Chair
Honorable Members of the Planning Land
Use Management Committee of the
Los Angeles City Council

200 N. Spring Street

Room 395, City Hall

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Attn: Zina Cheng, Legislative Assistants

Re:  Case No. CHC-2017-2886-HCM / Council File: 17-1213
106-108-1/2 South Kings Road, Los Angeles
Proposed Cultural Historic Monument Designation(s)
PLUM Hearing Date: December 12, 2017

Dear Chair Huizar and Honorable Members of PLUM Committee:

Our office represents Rimini LP, the owner of 106-108-1/2 South Kings Road,
Los Angeles (the "Property"). On October 19, 2017, the City of Los Angeles ("City") Cultural
Heritage Commission ("Commission™) recommended that the City Council designate the
Property as a Historic Cultural Monument ("HCM™") based on the fact that Rudolf Ising is
believed to have previously lived in the building for period of four years. In recommending
designation based on such limited and unsubstantiated grounds, the Commission disregarded (a)
the findings made by City staff that the Property does not warrant historic designation, (b)
concurring opinions recommending against designation from established independent expert
architectural historians, and (c) the HCM standards required under the Los Angeles
Administrative Code ("LAAC"). The Commission also failed to consider the potentially
offensive nature of Ising's works produced at the time he may have resided at the Property,
including his characters known to be racially offensive and insensitive, including "Bosko,"”
"Mammy Two Shoes," and his regular use of blackface.*

In addition to our substantive objections to this nomination, we have also
identified serious procedural infirmities that made it improper for the Commission to hear this

! See Gawker article "The Bosko and Honey Revision: Warner Brothers' Attempt to Hide Sexism and Racism."
September 18, 2010; and "Racist Animated Characters that caused Controversy" March 7, 2017, both attached
hereto as Exhibit A.

A Limited Liability Law Partnership Including Corporations / Los Angeles ¢ San Francisco ¢ Orange County
61519724v2
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nomination in the first place. During the Commission hearing on this nomination, we objected to
the application's consideration based on the fact that the Commission did not hear it within the
requisite 30 days after filing. By failing to hear the application within the requisite period, the
application and the nomination should have been deemed denied pursuant to the LAAC.
Accordingly, we oppose this homination on both substantive and procedural grounds, and urge
the City Council to defend the legitimacy of the HCM criteria - and new housing in our city - by
denying this frivolous proposed designation.

BACKGROUND

In November of 2016, our client applied to the Department of City Planning for a
Zoning Administrator's Adjustment ("ZAA") to permit redevelopment of the site with a new,
nine (9)-unit apartment building (the "Project"). The existing building contains only three (3)
units. The ZA conducted a public hearing on the application in April of 2017 and issued a letter
of determination approving the Project in July of this year. The approved building elevations are
attached hereto as Exhibit B.

On May 3, 2017, while this ZAA was in process, and without any notice to the
owner, Project opponents applied to the Office of Historic Resources ("OHR") to designate the
existing building as an HCM. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a copy of the signed and dated
application form. The application was eventually agendized for review by the Commission on
August 17, 2017. In preparation for the hearing, OHR staff prepared a thorough report that
recommended against the Commission accepting the application for further consideration,
finding that the "property does not appear to rise to the level of significance to be
individually eligible for designation as a Los Angeles City Historic-Cultural Monument.™
(August 17, 2017, Staff Report, Page 3, Exhibit D.) The staff report also noted that the property
was not identified in the City's recently conducted historic resource survey, SurveyLA, nor was it
located within a potential historic district. After visiting the Property, and after reviewing
additional information submitted by both the applicant and expert architectural historians, the
staff recommendation remained unchanged in its opposition to the proposed HCM designation.
In OHR staff's October 19, 2017 staff report, staff concluded once again that the "subject
property does not appear to rise to the level of historic significance to be individually eligible
for designation as a [HCM]." (October 31, 2017, Staff Report, Page 5, Exhibit E.)

Staff's recommendation was also consistent with the recommendation and
analysis prepared by ESA's Historic Resources Director, expert architectural historian Margarita
Jerabek, Ph.D. ESA's memorandum analyzing this nomination found that the facts "do not
support the claims made in the [HCM] Application, both original and amended.” (ESA Letter,
October 2, 2017, Exhibit F.) After performing its own independent research and inspection,
ESA found that the Property is not worthy of designation as an HCM because it: (i) is only
incidentally associated with the long, productive life of Rudolf Ising, who had already reached
the heights of his career before he lived there (Criterion 2); (ii) was a residence, and not where
Ising did the work that made him notable in his field (Criterion 2); (iii) does not in any way
represent Ising or his work (Criterion 2); (iv) is a simple, low quality, and heavily altered
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example of the Streamline Moderne style (Criterion 3); (v) was not recognized by SurveyL A and
was not included into the adjacent Beverly Square Historic District (Criterion 3); and, (vi) pales
in comparison to much better, more intact examples both of the style and of engineer J.J. Rees’s
work—several of which are designated HCMs—that exist just one block east in an existing
historic district, as well as across the city, (Criterion 3). Based on these findings, ESA
determined that the Property "'is not eligible for HCM designation for being identified with
[] Ising [] or as an example of the Streamline Moderne style or the work of engineer J.J.
Rees []."" (Id. Pg. 11.) Thus, a strong consensus exists among City Staff, ESA, and those who
advised the City during preparation of SurveyLA that the Property does not satisfy any of the
required criteria set forth in LAMC Section 22.171.7 for designation as an HCM.

Realizing the application's complete lack of merit, the nominating applicant
grasped for alternative justifications. During the prior Commission hearing, the nominating
applicant generally abandoned his previous architectural arguments and instead focused almost
exclusively on the claim that the building should be designated based of its alleged association
with Rudolf Ising—a former illustrator and animator—who may have lived in the building for
four years in the late 1930's. The last-minute nature of this change precluded a complete
presentation to the Commission regarding Ising. As a result, the Commission did not receive
crucial information about (i) the relative historic significance of Ising, (ii) other buildings better
associated with Ising, and (iii) the racially offensive nature of some of Ising's work produced at
the time he may have resided at the Property. The absence of this information prevented any
meaningful consideration nomination in this regard.

Worse still, other completely irrelevant considerations were pushed on the
Commission by the applicant, leading the Commission's to consider and rely on factors outside
the criteria specified in the LAAC in making its recommendation. For example, substantial
discussion during deliberation was devoted inappropriately to considerations of "neighborhood
character,” a concept that appears nowhere in the required HCM criteria or in historic
preservation literature regarding a building's association with historic persons. Highlighting this,
Commissioner Kennard — who made the motion to designate the Property — partially justified her
motion to designated by stating that: "I'm really conflicted about this case... [but] there is no
question in my mind this is a question about neighborhood preservation. This is about the
neighborhood" (emphasis added).

The sole Commissioner who focused objectively on the relevant HCM criteria,
Commissioner Kanner, emphasized the significant deficiencies in the nomination. In voting
against the motion to recommend designation, Commissioner Kanner noted that there was no
evidence presented by the applicant that would suggest that Irving ever did any of his actual
work in the building. She further noted that given the tenuous (at best) connection between Ising
and the Property, that, "it's a stretch to believe that this building should be recognized because of
his association with it." Notwithstanding the absence of this critical evidence, the Commission
voted 3 -1 to modify the name of the nomination from the "Aidlin-Rees Apartments" to the
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"Rudolf Ising Residence,” and to recommend the designation of the Property as an HCM based
solely on its tenuous association with Rudolf Ising.

Now the City Council is presented with an unsupported and defective HCM
nomination that fails to state or substantiate any connection to the relevant HCM designation
criteria. The nomination also stands in the way of one of the City's most critical objectives, to
provide expanded housing opportunities. The nomination was filed with the sole objective of
thwarting the Project, and constitutes another example of how the HCM procedures are abused to
oppose the City's housing objectives, and why the City must strictly apply the HCM criteria. But,
motives aside, this nomination cannot stand, and we urge the City Council to overturn the
Commission's recommendation for the reasons described below.

A. The Property does not meet the criteria required for HCM designation as set
forth in LAAC § 22.171.7.

The LAAC sets forth specific criteria that may be considered in evaluating a
properties' historic or architectural significance: the Property meets none of them. Specifically,
§ 22.171.7 defines an HCM as follows:

"Any site (including significant trees or other plant life located on the
site), building or structure of particular historic or cultural significance to the City of Los
Angeles, including historic structures or sites in which the broad cultural, economic or
social history of the nation, State or community is reflected or exemplified; or which is
identified with historic_personages or with important events in the main currents of
national, State or local history; or which embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an
architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period, style or method
of construction; or a notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose
individual genius influenced his or her age.”

In this instance, the Commission has recommended the Property be designated as
an HCM based on its association with a "historic person,” i.e., Rudolf Ising. As detailed above,
the Property's association with Ising is tenuous, at best. In fact, the only evidence that
establishes Ising has any association with the Property are two phone book records which
suggest that he and his former wife may have lived in the building for no more than 4 years.
There are no photos of him on the Property, no references of the Property in his work, and no
evidence on the actual Property that Irving had ever resided there.

The phrase "identified with" connotes a strong and substantial connection to a
significant personage. The very recent case of the Bob Hope residence is instructive here.
Earlier this year, Bob Hope's home, in which he resided for decades, was denied HCM
designation by the Commission and ultimately the City Council based on the same criteria.
Moreover, in those rare instances that a building has been determined to be historic based on its
association with a historic person, it has nearly always been shown that the building itself has
some relevance to the work and/or history of that person, or that the person was in some way
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significantly connected to that building or structure during a period of significance. In this case,
the only connection is two phone book entries. By all basic standards of reasonableness, and the
context of other recent examples, the existence of two phone book records is wholly insufficient
for designating a building as an HCM in connection with its "association” or "identification”
with a person under the LAAC.

Published guidance for historic nominations of this type are similarly instructive.
Attached as Exhibit G is a copy of the "National Register Bulletin™ ("Bulletin™), issued by the
U.S. Department of the Interior, which describes how the federal government evaluates potential
cultural resources based on an association with a historic person. The Bulletin explains that
when considering the eligibility of a resource based on its association with a historic person's
life, there must be a showing that the person "directly associated with the nominated property."
The Bulletin continues, noting that "[a]ssociations that, by themselves, would generally not be
sufficient to qualify a property as an important representation of a person's historic significance
include ownership, ownership by a relative or associate, a single visit, or other types of brief or
tangential relationships.” In this respect, the Bulletin elaborates how the National Register
applies this standard:

Documentation must explain how the nominated property represents an
individual's significant contributions. In addition to being directly associated
with a person's productive life, a resource should represent the significant aspects
of that productivity in some clear manner. If an individual is considered
significant in the area of education, the nominated property should be associated
with his or her educational accomplishments; if (s)he is important for
contributions in the area of politics and government, the property should be
related to his or her political activities. (Emphasis added.)(See Ex. F, Pg. 18.)

None of the associations required by the National Register are present in this
nomination. As noted above, the nomination's only connection between Ising and the Property
are two entries in a phone book, and both occurred outside the period during which Ising
produced the work for which he is best recognized. There is no evidence that the Property is
"directly associated" with any aspect of Ising's productive life, or that the Property "represent[s]
the significant aspects of that productivity.” Given the lack of any real connection between Ising
and the actual Property, it would be an arbitrary abuse of discretion for the City to designate this
Property as an HCM based on its association with Ising.

Allowing this nomination to go forward would also compromise the City's HCM
criteria, by making nearly every building ever occupied by any celebrity or person of interest a
possible HCM. In a city filled with celebrities and individuals of significance in the
entertainment industry, such a standard would render nearly every building in the Hollywood as
a potential HCM. Obviously, this is an unmanageable standard, and given the limited evidence
presented to justify this HCM nomination, it must be denied.
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B. Pursuant to LAMC 22.171.10(e).1, the application must be deemed denied as
it was not heard by the Commission within the requisite 30 day period after
the applicant’s filing.

In addition to these substantive objections, we note the nomination occurred after
the Commission lost its jurisdiction over the application. During the hearing held on this HCM
nomination, we explained to the Commission that the nomination was deemed denied because it
was not heard by the Commission within the LAAC's requisite 30 day period provided for the
Commission to act. During the hearing, we brought to the Commission's attention LAAC
Section 22.171.10(e).1, which states that the "[tlhe Commission shall determine at a public
meeting held within 30 days of the filing of a complete, verified application, as determined by
the Director, whether to take a proposed designation of a Monument under consideration... If the
Commission fails to act on an application within the time allowed by this section, the
Commission shall be deemed to have denied the application."

We explained to the Commission that a complete nomination was filed by the
applicant on May 3, 2017 - as evidenced by the signed application attached hereto as Exhibit C—
and that the Commission did not hear the nomination until August 17, 2017, more than 100 days
after the application was filed.?> As the Commission failed to take an action on the application in
the requisite 30 days, the application was deemed denied as of June 2, 2017.*> The Commission
arbitrarily disregarded this objection, and improperly continued forward hearing the nomination.”

The Commission has historically recognized the limits of its authority and acted
accordingly. On March 16, 2017, to the same issue arose during consideration of [Address],
CHC-2017-4770-HCM. In that case, the nomination was filed on June 29, 2016, and a hearing
wasn't held until January 19, 2017, more than 200 days after the application was filed. When
this objection was raised before the Commission, the City Attorney appropriately advised that

2 As we have been advised that the City is taking the position that the 30 days doesn’t begin to run until the complete
application is “deemed” complete by the Director, our office went to review the file to determine when in fact the
application was actually reviewed by the Director and “deemed” complete. Of course, there is no indication of this
date in the file. At the very least, we wanted to confirm when the staff report was received and signed by the
Director, so we requested a copy of the signed original staff report/recommendation. Our office was advised that the
signed original was apparently lost before copies of the files were made in order to comply with a previous public
records act request submitted by the owner. We have subsequently requested that the City Attorney advise as to
what date exactly the application was deemed complete, and have not been provided a response. Attached as
Exhibit H is the email communication to the City Attorney requesting clarification on the nomination's "deemed
accepted” date.

# Although City policy is not to accept incomplete applications, we note the Permit Streamlining Act (Gov't Code §
65943) nevertheless provides that in the absence of a written notice to an applicant of any defect in the application,
an application is deemed complete 30 days after submittal. As the record here contains no written notice to the
applicant of any deficiency, the application/nomination was deemed complete as a matter of law on June 2, 2017.
Even accepting this later date in arguendo, the application was still not heard by the Commission within 30 days of a
theoretical deemed accepted date.

* The LAAC provides that the 30 day time limit "may be extended by mutual consent of the applicant and the
Commission," however, our review of the relevant public records shows no action by the Commission or applicant
mutually agreeing to an extension.
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the Commission could not act on the nomination because it was deemed denied prior to that
hearing. The hearing minutes reflect this result in noting that the HCM "application is deemed
denied pursuant to Los Angeles Administrative Code [Section] 22.171.10 E1." (March 16, 2017,
Commission Meeting Minutes, Pg. 3.) Attached as Exhibit | is the Commission's letter of
determination evidencing this result.

However, the Commission and Department of City Planning ("Department") staff
have advanced a novel interpretation of the LAAC that allows the Commission to avoid being
subject to this 30 day "time to act” requirement. This interpretation suggests that the 30 day time
limit for hearing a nomination does not begin at the time a complete nomination is filed, but
instead when the Director deems the application complete. In practice, this interpretation
essentially renders the date of filing irrelevant, and thus the 30 day time to act requirement is
delayed until the Director so chooses. As our office has argued vigorously in the past, this
interpretation is inconsistent with the express language of the LAAC, which unambiguously
states that the hearing must be "held within 30 days of the filing of a complete, verified
application, as determined by the Director.” It does not state, as this interpretation suggests, that
a hearing must be held within 30 days of a "Director's determination that a filing is complete."
The Department's interpretation of this requirement completely misrepresents the text of the
LAAC.

Second, the Department's interpretation eliminates any function of the 30 day
"time to act" requirement and frustrates the clear intent of the LAAC for an expedited process
that provides finality. As the City does not apparently have any other required timeline
establishing when the Director must deem a filing complete, in applying this "interpretation,” the
30 day time to act deadline seems to begin to start whenever the Director so chooses.
Accordingly, when a completed application is received by the Department, whether or not it is
complete when filed, the Department is of the opinion that the application can sit on a shelf until
the Director in his sole discretion chooses to pick it up and in his sole discretion deem it
complete at any time. This interpretation does not comply with the clear text and intent of the
LAAC, which seeks to provide both applicants and property owners alike some certainty as to
when properly filed applications must be heard by the Commission.

Accordingly, the LAAC is unambiguous in requiring HCM applications to be
deemed denied if not heard by the Commission within 30 days of filing. It is improper, and
illegal, for the City to ignore this requirement, and we demand the City (a) immediately cease
processing the HCM designation for this Property, (b) and issue a determination finding the
HCM nomination in case number CHC-2017-2886-HCM as deemed denied as of June 2, 2017.
If the City fails to comply with this clear standard of the LAAC, we reserve our right to pursue
any and all legal remedies available to our client to seek relief against the City in connection
with this deemed denied nomination.
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CONCLUSION

As described above, the action before the City Council is both procedurally and
substantively defective, and occurred outside the Commission's jurisdiction. The Commission
failed to properly apply the City's HCM criteria in recommending the designation of this
Property, and allowed inappropriate and irrelevant considerations to influence its decision. As a
result, this HCM nomination is not supported by substantial evidence, and is in conflict with the
recommendations of the City's experts, independent experts, as well as the published guidance of
the National Register's Bulletin.  Accordingly, the City Council must deny this HCM
nomination.

Sincerely,

/ 7/ /é\

BENJAMIN M. REZNIK and
DANIEL F. FREEDMAN of
Jeffer Mangels Butler & Mitchell LLP
Enclosures
CC:  Faisal Alserri, Senior Planning Deputy, City of Los Angeles, Council District 5
Jim Brickhart, Policy and Legislative Consultant, City of Los Angeles, Council District 5
Kevin Keller, Executive Officer, Department of City Planning
Ken Bernstein, Manager and Principal City Planner, Office of Historic Resources
Lambert Giessinger; Historic Preservation Architect, Office of Historic Resources
Melissa Jones, Planning Assistant, Office of Historic Resources



EXHIBIT A




12/7/2017

The Bosko and Honey Revision: Warner Brothers' Aftempt to Hide Sexism and Racism

The Bosko and Honey Revision: Warner
Brothers' Attempt to Hide Sexism and
Racism

Anderson Evans ¥ 551K
09/18/10 09:30AM Filed to: SATURDAY MORNING CARTOONS

Before Bugs and Daffy became the "Looney Tunes" icons that they are today
Leon Schlesinger was trying to horn in on the success of Walt Disney and Al

Jolson.

As any animation fetishist knows, a lot of cartoons that were made in the early
days do not translate particularly well in today's world. The "banned" cartoon
can range from World War 2 propaganda in which Bugs Bunny is saying pretty
harsh things about the Japanese people to silver screen adaptations of "Little
Black Sambo." Unlike the motion pictures in which real technical strides were
made in the name of intolerance (i.e. The Birth of a Nation and Jazz Singer), the
culturally inappropriate dated cartoon short just makes the modern audience
member nauseous and squirmy. What's infinitely more interesting than going
back and mulling over misinformed propaganda is looking at what strange
lengths corporations would go to to fix mistakes from the "golden age" of
animation. No example is more blatant than the original "Looney Tunes:" Bosko

and Honey.

http://gawker.com/5641567/the-bosko-and-honey-revision-warner-brothers-attempt-to-hide-sexism-and-racism

15




121712017 The Bosko and Honey Revision: Warner Brothers' Attempt to Hide Sexism and Racism

The Talk-Ink Kid (1929)

The preceding video is the first Bosko cartoon in which there are no strong
themes of intolerance beyond an affectation of dialect and character design. The
key concept to keep in mind is that this character is going to be known as the
first Looney Tune, so even the mild trespasses of Bosko's origin can be seen as

being responsible for political incorrectness latent in the schema.

http://gawker.com/5641567 the-bosko-and-honey-revision-warner-brothers-attempt-to-hide-sexism-and-racism
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Bosko at the Beach (1932)

By the time Bosko and Honey left Warner Brothers for MGM in the mid-thirties
the racism at their root would become more blatant. The very derogatory
illustration of poor black children would be the standard, though this fact is

covered over online, good luck finding this video on YouTube in the U.S.

This brings us to the crux of this post, that being the Tiny Toon Adventures
attempt to revise our underlying notion of the very first Looney
Tunes characters. One can only speculate how this episode was arranged.

Did Spielberg have an affinity for the old Bosko cartoons or was a clean-up crew
asked to go in and change Generation Y's perspective of early Warner Brothers
animation? The latter is the correct answer. What's even more interesting is that
the new revised versions of Bosko and Honey would go on to get their own

Spielberg produced show, The Animaniacs.

Fields of Honey (1990)Part 2

F

http://gawker.com/5641567 /the-bosko-and-honey-revision-warner-brothers-attempt-to-hide-sexism-and-racism 3/5
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Bosco in Person (1933)

Animaniacs Opening

http://gawker.com/5641567/the-bosko-and-honey-revision-warner-brothers-attempt-to-hide-sexism-and-racism
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Racist Animated Characters that caused Controversy x

by MaxGomora1247, Mar 7, 2017, 8:08:14 PM
Journals / Personal

WARNING: This list may contain content that is sensitive to some people. The point is not to
mock or promote the racism presented, but instead to show other people how prevalent it was
in our society a long time ago. We sometimes need to look back at these bad things because to
not do so would be the same as pretending they never existed. Also, while this may be cheating,
we will also be including some characters that may not have been intentionally racist, but still
caused controversy nonetheless,

Speedy Gonzales (Looney Tunes)

o
%4 More from MaxGomora1247
YES!! Zodiac Coming
FINALLY, AFTER ;| Showdown
7 Alright Ladies
YEARS!!HIHIY and Gentlemen, come
it's time for my tagether......
first Original for the ultimate
Deviant Fightert crossover!
Possible Revealing a Touhou
Future possible Antinomy of
project..... future Common
. roject..... Flowers: New
Inspired by P 2
siconsprite- Are you ready Character?
genius: and ko see it? Ok, it Remember how
others...... I is.. a while aga I
I agree...... Antinomy of You know,
You know what Common I've been
a Flowers Info thinking......
guys? L....
want this game, So as I've said Marvel vs.
If the Capcom's a whiie ago, Capcom Infinite
DLC policy one of the next is out now and
j was_n't builshit, i tnuh_ou games what all of
View Gallery
More from DeviantArt
JRMYO The Resource [(Tutorial
CONTEST!!! - Roundup #2 2]How to
CLOSED!!E download and
The Resource
. N use Topaz
Edit: We are Roundup is a Clean 7
now closed for reguiar feature
Jjudging, any showcasing -Topaz Clean
made after the some of the lagi 2
COMMISSIONS [Time-Lapse] FAQ
SEMI-SKETCH Butterfly -
How did you
[CLOSEDR] Bouquet get started?
% Two videos I've always
each week! sculpted as a
SEMI- Every hobby and am
SKETCH! \ pletely self
A Beginner's MMD/PMX/PMD: i|-UPDATED!!I-
Guide to Editor PAINT TOOL
Offering Tutorials SAI 2 BETA
g:?:l_'n:ssmns Update EDIT:
***BROKEN UPDATED
*Edit LINKS WILL VERSION
06/29/2017* Hi BE FIXED, HEREN

Browse More Like This - Shop Similar Prints

Featured in Groups
We begin our list with one of the most popular characters in the Looney Tunes line up. Not currently featured in any groups.
He made his first official debut on September 17, 1955 and since then, "The Fastest Mouse in all Mexico"
has been in 46 cartoons.
Details
However, Cartoon Network was concerned about these cartoons. They felt that Speedy's fellow Mexican Submitted on  March 7
mice were negative stereptypes, being portrayed as alcoholic, womanizing and stupid. When it gained Li"l"‘ i
exclusive rights to broadcast them in 1999, Cartoon Network shelved the cartoons. { http://fav.me/dblkfgq 1
sed . i . Thumb
However, they were surprised to find out that Speedy was actually very popular with Hispanics. They { A a———— f

pointed out that Speedy himself was a positive role model and thousands of users registered their support
of the character on the hispaniconline.com message boards. Thanks. to these campaigns, Speedy went back

https://maxgomora1247.deviantart.com/journal/Racist-Animated-Characters-that-caused-Controversy-6677607 14 1/18
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on the air in 2002 and he's still making appearances in Looney Tunes media since. Stats
Views 2,008 (4 today)
Bosko (Looney Tunes) Loon Tunes Favourites 3 (who?)
. Comments 6

We continue with yet another Looney Tunes character, though one less well known and sadly, a bit more :
offensive than Speedy. |

Before Bugs Bunny, before Daffy Duck, even before Porky Pig, Bosko was Looney Tunes' first big star.
Created by Hugh Harman and Rudolf Ising, his first appearance was "Bosko, the Talk-Ink Kid" on April 19,
1929, He starred in 39 cartoons.

Although his looks were based on Felix the Cat, Bosko got his personality from the biackface characters of
the minstrel and vaudeville shows popular in the 1930s. In keeping with the stereotypes of the minstrel
shows, Bosko is a natural at singing, dancing, and playing any instrument he encounters. He even talked
like a stereotypical African-American, saying things like "I sho'done likes picnics.” and "Mmmm! Dat sho' is
fine!”. Leonard Maltin states that this early version of Bosko "was in fact a cartoonized version of a
young black boy... he spoke in a Southern Negro dialect... in subsequent films this
characterization was eschewed, or perhaps forgotten. This could be called sloppiness on the
part of Harman and Ising, but it also indicates the uncertain nature of the character

itself.” Despite the parallels between Bosko and the blackface performers, Ising in later years would deny
that the character was ever supposed to be a black caricature, and rather claimed he was supposed to be
"an inkspot kind of thing." According to Tom Bertino, Harman and Ising never called attention to Bosko's
racial status, and stayed clear of negative stereotypes involving dice and watermelon. Bosko instead
received positive portrayals as a spunky and resourceful boy. An exception to this was a demeaning
representation in Congo Jazz (1930). Bosko in a jungle setting is depicted standing between a chimpanzee
and a gorilla. All three are depicted with virtually identical faces. The only things identifying him as human
is his relative size and his clothes.

In 1933, Harman and Ising broke with Warner Bros. over budget disputes with Leon Schlesinger and took

the rights to Bosko with them. They later went to work at MGM where they launched the Happy Harmonies :
cartoon series. At first, Bosko appeared in his original design and some of the old animation from the !
Looney Tunes series was even reused in those Happy Harmonies that featured Bosko. After only two
cartoons, the character was redesigned into an identifiable black boy with an overactive imagination.

https://maxgomora1247.deviantart.com/journal/Racist-Animated-Characters-that-caused-Controversy-667760714 2/18
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This redesigned Bosko only starred in seven cartoons. The character's shorts received negative reception,
possibly due to the use of black stereotypes in the cartoons. Eventually, Harman and Ising would
discontinue the character and Bosko's career ended for good when MGM fired Harman and Ising due to cost
overruns in the films they produced.

Bosko later appeared in an episode of Tiny Toons Adventures, but this time, he was redesigned as a dog-
like funny animal similar to Yakko, Wakko and Dot of the later television series, Animaniacs, presumably so
as not to offend viewers with the original black-face characterizations.

Mammy Two Shoes (Tom and Jerry)

If you guys probably can't tell from all the comics I do, I freaking love Tom and Jerry. These cartoons are
amazing.

However, like most cartoons from the 30's to 50's, Tom and Jerry featured racial stereotypes, most notably
how Characters would turn into blackface stereotypes after explosions. Joseph Barbera, who was
responsible for these gags, claimed that the racial gags in Tom and Jerry did not reflect his racial opinion;
they were just reflecting what was common in society and cartoons at the time and were meant to be
humorous.

Perhaps the most controversial element of the show was the character Mammy Two Shoes, a poor black
maid who speaks in a stereotypical "black accent" and has a rodent problem. William Hanna and Joseph
Barbera initially portrayed Mammy as the maid of the house, with the real owners unknown to audiences.
Or at least her apron suggests she is a maid. Later, Hanna and Barbera seemed to suggest, through
dialogue and occasional behavior, that she owns the house.

In the 1960s, the MGM animation studio, by then under the supervision of Chuck Jones, created censored
versions of the Tom & Jerry cartoons featuring Mammy for television. These versions used rotoscoping
techniques to replace Mammy on-screen with a similarly stocky white woman or a thin white woman and
Randolph's voice on the soundtracks was replaced by an Irish-accented voice performed by actress June
Foray.

The original versions of the cartoons were reinstated when Turner Broadcasting System acquired ownership
of Tom & Jerry on August 4, 1986. But in 1992, the cartoons featuring Mammy were edited again; this
time, to replace Lillian Randolph’s voice with that of Thea Vidale, who re-recorded the dialogue to remove
Mammy's use of potentially offensive dialect. These re-recorded versions of the cartoons are aired to this
day on Cartoon Network.

Mammy reappeared in the 2006 series Tom and Jerry Tales, but this time as a White Woman named Mrs.
Two Shoes.

Tijuana Toads
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These two characters appeared in 17 theatrical cartoons produced by DePatie-Freleng and released through
United Artists. The cartoons revolve around two toads, Toro and Pancho, who live in the Mexican city of
Tijuana. Throughout the cartoon they try to eat their prey, but always get out-smarted. They would
sometimes themselves be targeted by a bird, Crazylegs Crane, and would in turn always out-smart him.

The series introduced two characters who later got their own series. The Blue Racer first appeared in
"Snake in the Gracias” before getting his own series in 1972. Crazylegs Crane also spun off to his own TV
series on ABC in 1978.

When series began airing in 1976 as part of The Pink Panther Show, NBC redubbed Tijuana Toads and
renamed it Texas Toads to make the series less offensive. Producer David H. DePatie later commented on
the process: "When they went on television, we had to completely change them around and the
series became known as the Texas Toads, and we had to redo all of the tracks that had any type
of ethnic content and it really watered down the series down. We all thought it was a hell of a
lot more funny when it was the Tijuana Toads, but at the time we had to do it in order to bring
the thing on television."

The characters returned for the 1993 TV series The Pink Panther. Like the original shorts shown on TV,

they were rebranded as The Texas Toads and were redesigned as western sheriffs with oversized cowboy
hats replacing their sombreros.

The Japanese Beetle (The Blue Racer)

Remember what I said in the Tijuana Toads segment about the Blue Racer? Well, one character that would
later appear in the Blue Racer cartoons, the Japanese Beetle, also made his debut on Tijuana Toads in the
cartoon "Hop and Chop”.

The Blue Racer was about a snake called the Blue Racer who would try to catch a Japanese Beetle, but fail.
The beetle was an Asian stereotype, wearing glasses and sporting squinted eyes, buck teeth, an
exaggerated accent and a black belt in Judo.

17 Cartoons were produced and the Beetle stopped appearing after the 8th cartoon Blue Racer Blues,
possibly to avoid controversy.

The Crows (Dumbo)
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CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Office of Historic Resources/Cultural Heritage Commission

NOMINATION FORM

. PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION

Proposed Monument Name: A|d||n Rees Apartments

First Owner/Tenant

Other Associated Names: Beverty Square Featured Apartments

Street Address: 106 S Klngs Road

Council District: 5

Zip: 90048

Range of Addresses on Property 106 108 1/2 S Klngs ROad

5 Community Name: Wilshire

Assessor Parcel Number: 5511016002

Tract: TR 10389

| Block: none | Lot: 57

|dentification cont'd:

Proposed Monument

Property Type:

@ Building

O Structure

) Natural
Feature

O Object

O Site/Open Space !
!

Describe any addmonal resources Iocated on the property to be mcluded in the nomination, here

N

. CONSTRUCTION HISTORY & CURRENT STATUS

Year bullt 1936

@ Factual O Estrmated

Threatened? Private Development

Archrtect/Desrgner JosephJ Rees

Contractor: Samual Aidlin

£ Original Use: Multrfamlly housrng

Present Use: Multrfamlly housrng

: Isthe Proposed Monument on its Orrgmal Site?

@ Yes

O No (explain in section 7} O Unknown (explaln in section 7})

3. STYLE & MATERIALS
Architectural Style: Streamhne Moderne Stories: 2 | Plan Shape: L-shaped
FEATURE | PRIMARY SECONDARY
CONSTRUCTION | Type:  Wood ‘i Type:  Steel
v CLADDING ‘Material: Stucco, smooth Material: Stucco textured
'Tvpe Flat Type: Select ©
ROOF - i = . ;
. Materlal Rolled asphalt Material: Select v
Type: Casement Type:  Select O
WINDOWS = :
Material:  Wood Material:  Select ]
ENTRY style: Recessed style:  Select e
DOOR Type:  Plank Type:  Select v




CITY OF LOS ANGELES
Office of Historic Resources/Cultural Heritage Commission

NOMINATION FORM

4, ALTERATION HISTORY

List date and write a brief description of any major alterations or additions. This section may also be completed on a separate document.
include copies of permits in the nomination packet, Make sure to list any major afterations for which there are no permits, as well,

11/20/08 A small addition to the dmmg room of unit 108% at the very rear of the buxldmg

19605 Alummum awmngs over some wmdows

"19605. h Caéemenf‘WindOWs repla'eed with jvelousie windows; they' are contained within the orlglnalfl

5. EXISTING HISTORIC RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION (if known)

D Listed in the Nahonal Reglster of Historic Places

D Llsted in the Callforma Reglster of Hlstorlcal Resources

D Formally determmed ehglble for the National and/or California Registers

I:I L . O Contributing feature

Located in an Historic Preservation Overlay Zone {HPOZ) O
Non-contributing feature

Survey Name(s):
D Determined eligible for national, state, or local landmark
status by an historic resources survey(s)

Other historical or cultural resource desighations:

6. APPLICABLE HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT CRITERIA

The proposed monument exemphﬁes the followmg Cultural Herltage Ordmance Crlterla (Sectlon 22.171. 7)

Reﬂects the broad cultural economlc, or soual hlstory of the nation, state or communlty

oo

Is ldentlﬁed WIth h|storlc personages or with important events in the main currents of nahonal state, or local hlstory

Embodies the distinguising characteristics of an architectural-type specimen, inherently valuable for study of
a period, style, or method of construction

N

Il

A notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose individual genius influenced his or her age
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[ P i

NOMINATION FORM

7. WRITTEN STATEMENTS

This section allows you to discuss at length the significance of the proposed monument and why it should be
designated an Historic-Cultural Monument. Type your response on separate documents and attech them to this
form. -

A. Proposed Monument Description - Describe the proposed monument’s physical characteristics and
relationship to its surrounding environment. Expand on sections 2 and 3 with a more detailed descrip-
tion of the site, Expand on section 4 and discuss the construction/alteration history in detail if that is
necessary to explain the proposed monument’s current form. Identify and describe any character-
defining elements, structures, interior spaces, or landscape features.

B. Statement of Significance - Address the proposed monument’s historic, cultural, and/or architec-
tural significance by discussing how it satisfies the HCM criteria you selected in Section 6. You must
support your argument with substantial evidence and analysis. The Statement of Significance is your
main argument for designation so it is important to substantiate any claims you make with supporting
documentation and research,

8. CONTACT INFORMATION

Applicant

N:arrne:" Steven Luftmal;n‘ V - Companyiv

S;;r“eﬂetrﬁr\dﬂcriressr-. 1212 5 Orlando Ave City: Los Angelesr | | T - State: VCA
Z|p90035 - V ”’Phone Number:x 310-503-5558 - " § ErﬁaiII:W;!/\;ftman@yahoo.cém |
Property Owner Is the owner in suppert of the homination? O Yes O No @ Unknown
g Na;ne | |SAAC‘KCOH‘ANZAIv) - o cémp_any: WIéEMAN RESIDENTIAL I;LC. - o
’ VVVVV S treet Adc:iﬂl;ess: 11601 VSanta Monica BdQlevard ' City: Los Aﬁgeles - : State: CA

i -~ 9602;5 . | L (310)9145555 ijma” N L

Nomination Preparer/Applicant’s Representative

Name: Steven Luftman Company:

Street Address: 1212 S Orlando Ave City: Los Angeles State; CA

Zip: 90035 ‘ Phone Number: 310-503-9958 ‘ : Email: sluftman@yahoo.com

)




CITY OF LOS ANGELES
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NOMINATION FORM

9. SUBMITTAL

When you have completed preparing your nomination, complle all materials in the order specified below. Although the entire
packet must not exceed 100 pages, you may send additional material on a CD or flash drlve

APPLICATION CHECKLIST

1. Nomination Form : 5.
2. Written Statements A and B 6.

Copies of Primary/Secondary Documentation

Copies of Building Permits for Major Alterations
{include first construction permits)

AR

3, Bibliography

7. Additional, Contemporary Photos
4. Two Primary Photos of Exterior/Main Facade
(8x10, the main photo of the proposed monument. Also 8. Historical Photos
email a digitial copy of the main photo to:
planning.chr@Ilacity.org) 9. Zimas Parcel Report for all Nominated Parcels

(including map)
10. RELEASE

Please read each statement and check the corresponding boxes to indicate that you agree with the statement, then sign below in the
prowded space. Either the apphcant or preparer may sign.

A acknow|edge that aII documents subm|tted will become publlc records under the Cahforma Publlc Records Act and understandr
V1% thatthe documents qui be made available upon request to members of the public for |nspect|on and copying.

! ackncwledge that all photographs and images submitted as part of this application will become the property of the City of Los
\/ . Angeles, and understand that permission is granted for use of the photographs and images by the City without any expectation
: of compensahon

: ! acknowledge that | have the rlght to submlw the approprlate permussnon to submit all information contained
\/ “in thlS apphcahon

Steven Luftman ﬁay’;& 2017 m

Name: Date: Signature:

Mail your Historic-Cultural Monument Submittal to the Office of Historic Resources.

Office of Historic Resources
Department of City Planning
200 N, Spring Street, Room 620
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Phone: 213-978-1200
Website: preservation.lacity.org
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Los Angeles Department of City Planning
RECOMMENDATION REPORT

CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION CASE NO.: CHC-2017-2886-HCM
ENV-2017-2887-CE
HEARING DATE:  August 17, 2017 Location: 106-108-1/2 South Kings Road
TIME: 10:00 AM Council District: 5 - Koretz
PLACE: City Hall, Room 1010 Community Plan Area: Wilshire
200 N. Spring Street Area Planning Commission: Central
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Neighborhood Council: Mid City West

Legal Description: Tract TR 10389, Lot 57

PROJECT: Historic-Cultural Monument Application for the
AIDLIN-REES APARTMENTS

REQUEST: Declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument

OWNER(S): Rimini LP

11601 Santa Monica Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90025

APPLICANT: Steven Luftman
1212 South Orlando Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90035

RECOMMENDATION That the Cultural Heritage Commission:

1. Not take the property under consideration as a Historic-Cultural Monument per Los
Angeles Administrative Code Chapter 9, Division 22, Article 1, Section 22.171.10
because the application and accompanying photo documentation do not suggest the
submittal warrants further investigation.

2. Adopt the report findings.

VINCENT P. BERTONI, AICP
Director of Planning

[SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE] ~ [SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE]
Ken Bernstein, AICP, Manager Lambert M. Giessinger, Preservation Architect
Office of Historic Resources Office of Historic Resources

[SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE]

Melissa Jones, Planning Assistant
Office of Historic Resources

Attachment: Historic-Cultural Monument Application
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SUMMARY

The subject property is a two-story, three-unit Streamline Moderne-style apartment building with
garages at the rear constructed in 1936 on Kings Road on the block between West 15t Street to
the north and West 3" Street to the south in the Beverly-Fairfax area of Los Angeles. It was built
by engineer Joseph J. Rees for Samuel Aidlin, a local developer and contractor, as part of the
Beverly Square residential development tract. This tract was originally owned and subdivided by
the Merchants National Trust and Savings Bank in 1928 and was designed and marketed as an
“ultra-modern” multi-family residential development.

The subject property has an irregular, L-shaped plan, a flat roof with a clay tile parapet cap, and
is clad with non-smooth and combed stucco. The property features divided-lite corner windows,
porthole windows, a decorative heavy wood horizontal screen and balcony railing that wraps the
west and south facades on the second story, as well as a curved second story balcony on the
south facing elevation. The front doors on all three units have two horizontal decorative
stainless steel strips, a stainless steel kick plate, and half-round decorative stainless steel plate
surrounding the door knobs. On the interior, the property exhibits original geometric handrails on
the staircases, plaster crown moldings with an intricate geometric Art Deco pattern, and tile
work in the kitchens and bathrooms.

The Streamline Moderne style emerged in the United States in the 1930s and is often
considered to be a late branch of the Art Deco style. Where Art Deco was rich, brightly colored
and highly ornamented, Streamline Moderne was sparse, stripped down and monochromatic.
Rounded corners, horizontal bands, and smooth surfaces give Streamline Moderne buildings
the appearance of being smoothed and rounded by aerodynamic forces. Other characteristic
elements of the style include flat or nearly flat roofs, smooth stucco cladding, steel casement
windows, horizontal moldings, continuous sill courses, and windows with no surrounds.

Alterations to the subject property over the years include: the replacement of original casement
windows with jalousie windows and the addition of aluminum awnings over some of the
windows in the 1960s; a small addition to the dining room of a rear unit in 2008; and the addition
of screen doors and window security bars on some of the units at an unknown date. The
building also appears to have been re-stuccoed at some point.

While the citywide historic resources survey, SurveylA, did identify a potential district with
boundaries that closely mirror those of the original Beverly Square development tract, the
Beverly Square Multi-Family Residential Historic District, the subject property was not identified
as a contributor nor individually eligible for historic designation at any level.

CRITERIA

The criterion is the Cultural Heritage Ordinance which defines a historical or cultural monument
as any site (including significant trees or other plant life located thereon) building or structure of
particular historic or cultural significance to the City of Los Angeles, such as historic structures
or sites in which the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, State or community
is reflected or exemplified, or which are identified with historic personages or with important
events in the main currents of national, State or local histoery or which embody the distinguishing
characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style
or method of construction, or a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age.
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DISCUSSION

The applicant argues that the Aidlin-Rees Apartments is eligible under one criterion of the
Cultural Heritage Ordinance: it “embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural-
type specimen, inherently valuable for study of a period, style, or method of construction” as an
excellent representative example of the Streamline Moderne architectural style as applied to a
multi-family dwelling constructed during the mid to late 1930s.

Staff finds that the Aidlin-Rees Apartments does not appear to meet any of the Cultura!l Heritage
Ordinance criteria. The subject property does not individually reflect the broad cultural,
economic, or social history of the nation, state, or community. The new neighborhoods of the
Beverly-Fairfax area of the Wilshire neighborhood were heavily marketed as discrete
subdivisions and developed mostly from the mid-1920s to the early 1930s. They included a high
number of multi-family residences, including numerous two-story duplexes and fourplexes in a
variety of Period Revival and Modern styles like the subject property. The subject property
exhibits a common typology for this time period and there is a plethora of 1930s multi-family
residences extant in the Wilshire neighborhood and across the city.

The subject property is not identified with any historic personages or important historical events.

Though the apartment building retains original elements such as a flat roof, corner windows,
porthole windows, and rounded corners typical of the style, the subject property is not a unique
or outstanding example of the Streamline Moderne style. The Streamline Moderne style is
applied to the subject property in a simplified manner and oniy on the front street-visible fagade.
Also, the addition of window awnings, security bars on some of the windows, and window box
air-conditioners, as well as the non-smooth stucco cladding compromise the original design
intent. Other more exemplary multi-family properties in the Streamline Moderne style that are
already locally designated include the 844 South Plymouth Apartments (1936, HCM #970);
Jacobsen Duplex (1938, HCM #796); the Richardson Apartments (1940, HCM #847); and the
Hannah Schwartz Apartments (1947, HCM #1002).

Furthermore, the subject property is not a notable work of a master architect.

Staff finds that the property does not appear to rise to the level of historic significance to be
individually eligible for designation as a Los Angeles City Historic-Cultural Monument.
FINDINGS

Based on the facts set forth in the summary, discussion, and application, the Commission

determines that the property is not significant enough to warrant further investigation as a
potential Historic-Cultural Monument.




EXHIBIT E




Los Angeles Department of City Planning
RECOMMENDATION REPORT

CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION CASE NO.: CHC-2017-2886-HCM
ENV-2017-2887-CE
HEARING DATE: October 19, 2017 Location: 106-108-1/2 South Kings Road
TIME: 10:00 AM Council District: 5 - Koretz
PLACE: City Hall, Room 1010 Community Plan Area: Wilshire
200 N. Spring Street Area Planning Commission: Central

Los Angeles, CA 90012 Neighborhood Council: Mid City West

Legal Description: Tract TR 10389, Lot 57
EXPIRATION DATE: October 31, 2017

PROJECT: Historic-Cultural Monument Application for the
AIDLIN-REES APARTMENTS

REQUEST: Declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument

OWNER(S): , Rimini LP

11601 Santa Monica Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90025

APPLICANT: Steven Luftman
1212 South Orlando Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90035

RECOMMENDATION That the Cultural Heritage Commission:

1. Not declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument per Los Angeles Administrative
Code Chapter 9, Division 22, Article 1, Section 22.171.7

2. Adopt the report findings.

VINCENT P. BERTONI, AICP
Director of Planning

[SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE] [SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE]
Ken Bernstein, AICP, Manager Lambert M. Giessinger, Preservation Architect
Office of Historic Resources Office of Historic Resources

[SIGNED ORIGINAL IN FILE]

Melissa Jones, Planning Assistant
Office of Historic Resources

Attachments: Commission/ Staff Site Inspection Photos—September 14, 2017
Historic-Cultural Monument Application
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FINDINGS

» The Aidlin-Rees Apartments does not meet any of the four criteria of the Cultural Heritage
Ordinance and therefore is ineligible for designation as a Historic-Cultural Monument.

CRITERIA

The criterion is the Cultural Heritage Ordinance which defines a historical or cultural monument as
any site (including significant trees or other plant life located thereon) building or structure of
particular historic or cultural significance to the City of Los Angeles, such as historic structures or
sites in which the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, State or community is
reflected or exemplified, or which are identified with historic personages or with important events in
the main currents of national, State or local history or which embody the distinguishing
characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style or
method of construction, or a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age.

SUMMARY

The subject property is a two-story, three-unit Streamline Moderne-style apartment building with
garages at the rear constructed in 1936 on Kings Road on the block between West 15t Street to the
north and West 3™ Street to the south in the Beverly-Fairfax area of L.os Angeles. It was built by
engineer Joseph J. Rees for Samuel Aidlin, a local developer and contractor, as part.of the Beverly
Square residential development tract. This tract was originally owned and subdivided by the
Merchants National Trust and Savings Bank in 1928 and was designed and marketed as an “ultra-
modern” multi-family residential development.

The subject property has an irregular, L-shaped plan, a flat roof with a clay tile parapet cap, and is
clad with non-smooth and combed stucco. The property features divided-lite corner windows,
porthole windows, a decorative heavy wood horizontal screen and balcony railing that wraps the
west and south facades on the second story, as well as a curved second story balcony on the
south facing elevation. The front doors on all three units have two horizontal decorative stainless
steel strips, a stainless steel kick plate, and half-round decorative stainless steel plate surrounding
the door knobs. On the interior, the property exhibits original geometric handrails on the staircases,
plaster crown moldings with an intricate geometric Art Deco pattern, and tile work in the kitchens
and bathrooms.

The Streamline Moderne style emerged in the United States in the 1930s and is often considered
to be a late branch of the Art Deco style. Where Art Deco was rich, brightly colored and highly
ornamented, Streamline Moderne was sparse, stripped down and monochromatic. Rounded
corners, horizontal bands, and smooth surfaces give Streamline Moderne buildings the
appearance of being smoothed and rounded by aerodynamic forces. Other characteristic elements
of the style include flat or nearly flat roofs, smooth stucco cladding, steel casement windows,
horizontal moldings, continuous sill courses, and windows with no surrounds.

Alterations to the subject property over the years include: the replacement of original casement
~ windows with jalousie windows and the addition of aluminum awnings over some of the windows in
the 1960s; a small addition to the dining room of a rear unit in 2008; and the addition of screen
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doors and window security bars on some of the units at an unknown date. The building also
appears to have been re-stuccoed at some point.

While the citywide historic resources survey, SurveyLA, did identify a potential district with
boundaries that closely mirror those of the original Beverly Square development tract, the Beverly
Square Multi-Family Residential Historic District, the subject property was not identified as a
contributor nor individually eligible for historic designation at any level.

DISCUSSION

The applicant argues that the Aidlin-Rees Apartments is eligible under two criteria of the Cultural
Heritage Ordinance. Firstly, that it “embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural-
type specimen, inherently valuable for study of a period, style, or method of construction” as an-
excellent representative example of the Streamline Moderne architectural style as applied to a
multi-family dwelling constructed during the mid to late 1930s. At the August 17 hearing, the
applicant provided additional research and presented the argument that the subject property also,
“Is identified with historic personages or with important events in the main currents of national,
state, or local history” for its association with Rudolph Ising.

Staff finds that the Aidlin-Rees Apartments does not appear to meet any of the Cultural Heritage
Ordinance criteria. The subject property does not individually reflect the broad cultural, economic,
or social history of the nation, state, or community. The new neighborhoods of the Beverly-Fairfax
area of the Wilshire neighborhood were heavily marketed as discrete subdivisions and developed
mostly from the mid-1520s to the early 1930s. They included a high number of multi-family
residences, including numerous two-story duplexes and fourplexes in a variety of Period Revival
and Modern styles like the subject property. The subject property exhibits a common typology for
this time period and there is a plethora of 1930s multi-family residences extant in the Wilshire
neighborhood and across the city.

The subject property is not identified with any historic personages or important historical events.
Rudolph Ising (1903-1992), who was best known as the co-founder of Looney Tunes (released
1930) and Merrie Melodies (released 1931) cartoons, moved into the subject property in 1936 and
resided there until approximately 1939. While Ising also produced and directed a number of other
animated films, some of which were during the time he resided at the subject property, the
information provided does not substantiate him as an historic personage. Also, there is no
evidence that Ising produced any of his films at the subject property and it is likely that the Aidlin-
Rees Apartments was one of a number of places where Ising lived over the years.

Though the apartment building retains original elements such as a flat roof, corner windows,
porthole windows, and rounded corners typical of the style, the subject property is not a unique or
outstanding example of the Streamline Moderne style. The Streamline Moderne style is applied to
the subject property in a simplified manner and only on the front street-visible fagade. Aiso, the
addition of window awnings, security bars on some of the windows, and window box air-
conditioners, as well as the non-smooth stucco cladding compromise the original design intent.
Other more exemplary multi-family properties in the Streamline Moderne style that are already
locally designated include the 844 South Plymouth Apartments (1936, HCM #970); Jacobsen
Duplex (1938, HCM #796); the Richardson Apartments (1940, HCM #847); and the Hannah
Schwartz Apartments (1947, HCM #1002).
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Furthermore, the subject property is not a notable work of a master architect. Neither Joseph J.
Rees nor Samuel Aidlin were architects.

Staff finds that the subject property does not appear to rise to the level of historic significance to be
individually eligible for designation as a Los Angeles City Historic-Cultural Monument.

BACKGROUND

On August 17, 2017, the Cultural Heritage Commission voted to take the property under
consideration. On September 14, a subcommittee of the Commission consisting of Commissioners
Barron and Kennard visited the property, accompanied by staff from the Office of Historic
Resources.
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October 2, 2017

Hon. Richard Barron, AIA, Chair

Honorable Members of the Cultural Heritage Commission
Attn: Melissa Jones, Planning Assistant

City of Los Angeles

200 N. Spring Street, Rm. 559

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: CITY COUNCIL CASE NO. CHC-2017-2886-HCM, PROPOSED HISTORIC-
CULTURAL MONUMENT DESIGNATION OF 106-1082 SOUTH KINGS
ROAD; HEARING DATE: OCTOBER 19, 2017

Dear Chairperson Barron and Honorable Members of the Cultural Heritage Commission (CHC):

ESA was retained on September 7, 2017 by Wiseman Residential (Owner) to prepare this letter
regarding the Aidlin-Rees Apartments located at 106-108', South Kings Road (“Subject Property” or
“Apartment”) in tract 10389 of the Beverly Grove neighborhood of Los Angeles (City). The Subject
Property was constructed in 1936 and built by engineer J.J. Rees for owner Sam Aidlin, a local contractor
and developer.

The Owner retained ESA to peer review the original Historic-Cultural Monument (HCM)
Application (Application) prepared and filed by Steven Luftman on May 3, 2017. On September 7, 2017,
ESA participated in the CHC’s site walk of the Subject Property and documented the Subject Property with
digital photographs. ESA also conducted site-specific research utilizing building permits, Assessor records,
Sanborm fire insurance maps, historic photographs, SurveyLA reports, Los Angeles city directories, articles
from periodicals such as the New York Times and Independent, and websites such as IMDB.com, among
others. Furthermore, it utilized the applicable Context/Theme/Property Type eligibility standards
formulated for SurveyLA and evaluated the Subject Property based upon criteria used by the National
Register of Historic Places, California Register of Historical Resources, and City of Los Angeles Cultural
Heritage Ordinance. Professional qualifications of the relevant ESA staff are included in Appendix A, and
photographs from the site walk which document the existing appearance of the Subject Property are
included in Appendix B.

On August 17, 2017, the original Application was amended to include additional historical
documentation regarding significant persons who resided at the Subject Property, specifically RudolfIsing.
At its meeting that day, the CHC voted to move forward with the process of designation. ESA peer reviewed
the original HCM Application as well as its addendum and conducted additional historical research,
including a review of the Subject Property’s architectural features, the history of tract 10389, and the life
of Rudolf Ising.

ESA respectfully disagrees with the Application’s assertions, as the Subject Property fails to mneet
the applicable designation criteria. As will be explained briefly below, the Apartment neither embodies the
distinguishing characteristics of the Streamline Moderne style (HCM Criterion 3) nor is truly associated
with a historic personage or important events in the main currents of national, state, or local history (HCM
Criterion 2). The Apartment is a simplistic example of the style and a poor example of engineer J.J. Rees’s
work, and does not rise to the level of design that other Streamline Moderne multi-family homes both in
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tract 10389 and across the City. The above is illustrated by current photographs of the Apartment, taken by
ESA, in comparison with better examples of the Streamline Modeme style. Moreover, the Apartment was
home to Rudolf Ising for only four years of his long career (1936-1940), it was not where he did his work,
and there are several extant properties in the Los Angeles area that are truly associated with his productive
career. It is therefore not associated with the productive life of a significant personage.

HCM CRITERION 2: RUDOLF ISING

The amended Application argues that the Apartment’s association with RudolfIsing qualifies it for
significance under HCM Criterion 2. Rudolf “Rudy” Ising was a significant animator and producer who
had a long and prolific career, spanning from 1921 to 1976. Hailing from Kansas City, Missouri, Ising was
an early hire of Walt Disney’s. In 1921 he joined Disney’s Kansas City Film Ad Company where he helped
create the Laugh-O-Grams animated shorts for local stores.! He and creative collaborator Hugh Harman
followed Disney to California in 1925 to continue to work for him. Ising’s Disney years in California saw
" him working on the combined live-action/animated Alice in Cartoonland series and the Oswald the Lucky
Rabbit series.? In 1929, Harman and Ising struck out on their own and created the Harman-Ising production
company. It was thete that Ising co-created the first talkie cartoon, “Bosko the Talk-Ink Kid. "3 Ising and
Harman then worked for Warner Brothers from 1930 to 1934, where they created the Looney Tunes and
Merrie Melodies series.* They joined MGM in 1934, close to the period of significance (1936, when the
Apartment was built) for the Subject Property. After 1940, when he left the Subject Property, he continued
to work for MGM until 1943, when he worked at Hal Roach Studios heading the training films unit for the
U.S. Army Air Forces. Ising went into advertising after the war until his retirement in 1976.

Out of this career of 55 years, however, fewer than four were spent at the Apartment. While 1936 to
1940 were notable years of Ising’s career, the great majority of his work was done outside of this time
period, according to IMDB.® Most of Ising’s productive life, by far, was rot lived at the Apartment:

104 of the 136 works he produced were done outside of his time at the Apartment (77%) h

79 of the 99 works he directed were done outside of his time at the Apartment (80%)

All 45 works he animated were done before his time at the Apartment (100%)

All 36 works in which he was cinematographer were done before his time at the Apartment (100%)
7 of the 12 works in which he acted were done his time at the Apartment (58%)

1 of the 2 of the works he wrote was done his time at the Apartment (50%)

® # & & & 8

Ising also had significant accomplishments before his time at the Apartment (1936-1940), indicating
that his four years there are only part of his most noteworthy years. Some other achievements include, but
are not limited to:

e Being nominated for an Oscar for the short “The Calico Dragon™ (1935)’
e Animating “The Walrus and the Carpenter” segment of the Alice in Wonderland film (1933)

1 Denis Gifford, “Obitvary: Rudolf Ising,” Independent, August 11, 1992.

2 Tbid.

3 Bruce Lambert, “Rudolf C. Ising, 80, a Cartoonist and Creator of ‘Looney Tunes,’” New York Times, July 23,
1992.

4 Denis Gifford, “Obituary: Rudolf Ising,” Independent, August 11, 1992.

3 1bid.

$ IMDB. hitp: namcinmial 1208/ . Accessed September 27, 2017.

7 IMDB. hitp; {{www,;mﬁb m)mfnamefnmf)éi #/. Accessed September 27,2017.

8 IMDB. htip/fwww.imdb.com/mame/mm41 1208/, Accessed September 27, 2017.
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e Creating Merrie Melodies (1931)°
e Creating Looney Tunes (1930)"*°
o Creating the first talkie cartoon “Bosko the Talk-Ink Kid” (1929)"!

Additionally, according to City Directories, the Subject Property is not the only site where Rudolf Ising
lived or worked during his productive life.'? The following sites where Ising either lived or worked are still

extant:

e 9713 South Santa Monica Blvd., Beverly Hills (the location of Rudolf Ising Productions in 1956)

9 The Big Cartoon Database. hfip://www,
27, 2017.

10 Bryce Lambert, “Rudolf C. Ising, 80, a Cartoonist and Creator of “Looney Tunes,”” New York Times, July 23,
1992.

M 1hid.

12Los Angeles City Directories, 1927, 1931, 1940, 1956.

ros, /Merrie Melodies/. Accessed September
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e 200 South Doheny Drive, Beverly Hills (the home of Ising in 1940)

kbrents.com

e 5460 West Santa Monica Boulevard, Los Angeles (the home of Ising in 1931)

Gogle Mps e
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e 1801 North Alexandria Avenue, Los Angeles (the home of Ising in 1927)

e

Google Maps

During his time at MGM,, it is unlikely that his work was done at the Apartment and there is no
evidence for it. Animation production at a major studio is a highly collaborative endeavor, and as such his
work was likely done with his team at MGM’s studios in Culver City. Ising briefly lived at the Apartment
for four years but his work—what potentially makes him a historic personage—was done elsewhere. Taking
this and the aforementioned factors into account, it becomes clear that the Apartment does not meet the
threshold to qualify for significance under Criterion B. It is only incidentally associated with Rudolf Ising
and in no way represents him or his work. His brief time there represents only a fraction-of his long career,
which was already blossoming well before he lived there. Additionally, other residences and offices from
his productive life are extant in the Los Angeles area.

HCM CRITERION 3: STREAMLINE MODERNE STYLE

The HCM Application identifies the Apartment’s style as Streamline Moderne. Emerging in the
1930s, the Streamline Moderne (or Art Moderne) style represents, in the words of Virginia Savage
McAlister, author of 4 Field Guide to American Houses, “another, more diffuse influence [affecting] the
Modernistic style—the beginning of streamlined industrial design for ships, airplanes, and automobiles.”"*
The style is characterized by smoothness, curves, and horizontality, giving the feeling “that airstreams could
move smoothly over them; thus they were streamlined.”'* Furthermore, SurveyL.A’s criteria considerations
for Streamline Moderne include “horizontal orientation; rounded corners and curved surfaces, emulating a
‘windswept’ appearance; flat or nearly flat roofs; speed lines at wall surfaces, such as horizontal moldings
and continuous sill courses; smooth stucco cladding; metal, often steel casement, windows; unadorned wall
surfaces, with minimal ornament; windows ‘punched’ into walls, with no surrounds.”"

13 Virginia Savage McAlister, A Field Guide o American Houses: The Definitive Guide to Identifying and
Understanding America’s Domestic Architecture (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, Inc., 1989), 465.

14 Thid., 465-466.

15 SurveyLA, Architecture and Engineering Context. May 6, 2014. http://preservation.lacity.org/mews/surveyla-
historic-context-outline-and-summary-tables-published
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Considering the above, it is surprising that the Apartment should be regarded as a notable example
of the Streamline Moderne style. It is a simple, non-architect designed building that only applies its style
to the street visible facades. It has several features that are not characteristic of the Streamline Moderne
style including:

* rough stucco cladding (including rough cladding that attempts to emulate speed lines between some
second story windows)
a lack of round windows
a paucity of curved corners (as demonstrated by one curved balcony and corresponding steps)
clay tile coping on the roof (not present on the original Apartment, according to Assessor records)

Compromises to its integrity as well as its potential significance under Criterion 3 include later
alterations such as:

aluminum awnings installed in the 1960s over some of the windows
security bars over many first floor windows

jalousie windows replacements for many windows

air conditioning units in seven windows

likely replaced garage doors

a rear addition made in 2008

rough stucco repair in many areas

The Apartment is clearly not a distinctive or unique example of the Streamline Moderne style.
Validating this is SurveyLA, which did not identify the Apartment as potentially eligible individually in its
2015 Wilshire CPA survey. The Streamline Moderne apartment building at 8366 West 1st Street, across
the street from the Subject Property, was recommended eligible at the national, state and local levels by
SurveyL A as an “Excellent example of a Streamline Moderne apartment house in the area, designed by
notable local architect Milton J. Black™ that “retains all of the essential character-defining features of the
style.” As Figure 1 demonstrates, SurveyL A also excluded the Apartment, along with the rest of its block,
from the boundaries of the adjacent Beverly Square Multi-Family Residential Historic District (District).
The District was identified because it is a concentration of “excellent examples of a 1930s multi-family
residential district,” with many multi-family residences designed by local architect Milton J. Black.'®
SurveyLA excluded the Apartment because it did not meet SurveyL A eligibility thresholds and therefore .
did not quality as a contributor to any potential district in the area.

Tract 10389 was originally subdivided by Merchants National Trust and Savings Bank of Los
Angeles in July of 1928, according to the original tract map. The Depression seems to have brought
development in the subdivision to a halt until approximately 1935, when it was rebranded Beverly Square
and construction resumed in earnest until another economic lull in 1938.!7 Numerous advertisements
beginning in 1935 extol the Period Revival, Minimal Traditional, and Streamline Moderne apartments for
sale, promising “a combination of home and income, through smart, new, ultra-modern studio
apartments.”'® As Survey LA’s chosen boundaries for the District make clear, however, not all of these
homes are of equal significance or integrity. Only 38 of the 104 parcels in the Beverly Square subdivision,
centered mainly on 1% Street and Flores Street, were selected. Some apartments designed by Milton Black

16 SurveyL A, Historic Resources Survey Report: Wilshire Communily Plan Area. Prepared by ARG, Inc. for the
City of Los Angeles. January 23, 2015. 123.

71bid,, 122.

1&“One of Forty New Such Structures,” Los Angeles Times, September 20, 1936.
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that are within the tract, but not the District, include 8366 West 1* Street, across from the Apartment, and

110-114 South Kings Road, immediately to the south of it.
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There are much better examples of multi-family Streamline Moderne properties in the tract and in the
City as a whole. These examples demonstrate superior, more elaborate applications of the Streamline
Moderne style—either pure or mixed with American Traditional style—and have more character-defining
features present. J.J. Rees, the engineer for 106-108% South Kings Road, was also the engineer for some
of these examples, demonstrating that the Apartment is not an instance of his best work. Better examples
in the tract include:

e 8366 West 1st Street (1936, identified as an individual resource in SurveyLA. Milton J. Black,
architect.)

e 122 South Flores Street (1936, Contributor to SurveyLA Historic District. J.J. Rees, engineer.)
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e 118 South Flores Street (1940, Contributor to SurveyL A Historic District. J.J. Rees, engineer.)

Apartments.com

e - 119 North Sweetzer Avenue (1948, Contributor to SurveyLA Historic District. J.J. Rees, engineer.)
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Better exampies in the rest of City include, but are certainly not limited to:

e 844 South Plymouth Apartments (1936, HCM #970)

Google Maps v

e Richardson Apartments (1940, HCM #847)
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CONCLUSION

ESA’s survey of 106-108% South Kings Road and extensive historical research do not support the
claims made in the Application, both original and amended. The Subject Property:

¢ Is only incidentaily associated with the long productive life of Rudolf Ising, who had already
reached the heights of his career before he lived there (Criterion 2)

e Was aresidence, and not where Ising did the work that made him famous in his field (Criterion 2)
¢ Does not in any way represent Ising or his work (Criterion 2)
¢ Is asimple, low quality, and heavily altered example of the Streamline Moderne style (Criterion 3)

o  Was not recognized by SurveyLA and was not included into the adjacent Beverly Square Historic
District (Criterion 3)

¢ Pales in comparison to much better, more intact examples both of the style and of engineer J.J.
Rees’s work that exist just one block east in the District and across the city, including designated
Historic-Cultural Monuments (Criterion 3)

Therefore, ESA concludes that 106-108% South Kings Road is not eligible for HCM designation for being

identified with Rudolf Ising (Criterion 2) or as an example of the Streamline Moderne style or the work of
engineer J.J. Rees (Criterion 3).

Sincerely,

%ﬁ'ﬁa A W
Margarita Jerabek, Ph.D.
Director of Historic Resources

Appendix A: Professional Qualifications
Appendix B: Existing Appearance of 106-108' South Kings Road
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APPENDIX A: PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS




EDUCATION

Ph.D., Art History,
University of California,
Los Angeles

M.A, Architectural
History, School of
Architecture, University
of Virginia

Certificate of Historic
Preservation, School of
Architecture, University
of Virginia

B.A, Art History, Cberlin
College

30 YEARS EXPERIENCE

AWARDS

2014 Preservation
Award, The Dunbar
Hotel, LA. Conservancy

2014 Westside Prize, The
Dunbar Hotel, Westside
Urban Forum

2014Design Award:
Tongva Park & Ken
Genser Square, Westside
Urban Forum

2012 California
Preservation Foundation
Award, RMS Queen Mary
Conservation Management
Plan, California
Preservation Foundation

PROFESSIONAL
AFFILIATIONS

- Califomia Preservation
Foundation

Santa Monica Conservancy
Los Angeles Conservancy

Society of Architectural
Historians

National Trust for
Historic Preservation
Leadership Forum

American Institute of
Architects (AIA), National
Allied Member

Margarita Jerabek, PhD

8 Historic Resources Director

Margarita Jerabek has 30 years of professional practice in the United States with
an extensive background in historic preservation, architectural history, art history
and decorative arts, and historical archaeology. She specializes in Visual Art and
Culture, 19th-20th Century American Architecture, Modern and Contemporary
Architecture, Architectural Theory and Criticism, Urbanism, and Cultural
Landscape, and is a regional expert on Southern California architecture. Her
qualifications and experience meet and exceed the Secretary of the Interior’s
Professional Qualification Standards in History, Archaeology, and Architectural
History. Margarita has managed and conducted a wide range of technical studies
in support of environmental compliance projects, developed preservation and
conservation plans, and implemented preservation treatment projects for public
and private clients in California and throughout the United States.

Relevant Experience

Margarita has prepared a broad range of environimental documentation and conducted
preservation projects throughout the Los Angeles metropolitan area and Southern
California. She provides expert assistance to public agencies and private clients in
environmental review, from due diligence through planning/design review and
permitting and when necessary, implements mitigation and preservation treatment
measures on behalf of her clients. As primary investigator and author of hundreds
of technical reports, plan review documents, preservation and conservation plans,
HABS/HAER/HALS reports, construction monitoring reports, salvage reports and
relocation plans, she is a highly experienced practitioner and expert in addressing
historical resources issues while supporting and balancing project goals.

She is an expert in the evaluation, management and treatment of historic
properties for compliance with Sections 106 and 110 of the NHPA, NEPA, Section
4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, CEQA, and local ordinances and
planning requirements. Margarita regularly performs assessments to ensure
conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties, and assists clients with adaptive reuse/rehabilitation projects
by providing preservation design and treatment consultation, agency
coordination, legally defensible documentation, construction monitoring and
conservation treatment.

Margarita is a regional expert on Southern California architecture. She has
prepared a broad range of environmental documentation and conducted
preservation projects throughout the Los Angeles metropolitan area aswell asin
Ventura, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino and San Diego counties. Beyond her
technical skill, she is a highly experienced project manager with broad national
experience throughout the United States. She currently manages PCR’s on-call
preservation'services with the City of Santa Monica, County of San Bernardino
Department of Public Works, City of Hermosa Beach, Los Angeles Unified School
District, and Long Beach Unified School District.




EDUCATION

M.S., Historic
Preservation (Emphasis:
Conservation Science),
Columbia University,
New York, New York

B.S., Design (Emphasis:
Interior Architecture),
University of California,
Davis

B.A., Art History,
University of California,
Davis, 2002

9 YEARS EXPERIENCE

PROFESSIONAL
AFFILIATIONS

California Preservation
Foundation

Los Angeles
Conservancy

Santa Monica
Conservancy

Docomormno SoCal

Association of
Preservation Technotogy
Western Chapter

Society of Architectural
Historians

AWARDS

Joel Polsky Academic
Achievernent Award,
American Society of
Interior Designers

Amanda Kainer

‘Senior Architectural Historian

Amanda Kainer has more than eight years of professional and academic
experience in the practice of historic preservation and architectural history.
Amanda has conducted extensive archival research, field observation,
recordation, and prepared survey documentation and assisted in database
management for numerous historic resources projects. She has training and
substantial experience in the evaluation and conservation of art and architecture
and passion for interior design.

Relevant Experience

Amanda has completed and co-authored a wide'range of architectural
investigations including historic resources assessment and impacts analysis
reports for compliance with CEQA, character-defining features reports, plan
reviews, investment tax credit applications, Section 106 significance evaluations,

. and HABS documentations. She has also performed extensive research, survey

work, and prepared numerous landmark and preliminary assessment reports as a
part of ESA’s On-Call Historic Preservation Contract with the City of Santa Monica.

She isinvolved a diverse set of projects and analyses. These include anything
from a California Register nomination for the UCLA Faculty Center to a paint
analysis for a Churrigueresque style 1920s commercial building in Santa Monica.
She has co-authored Section 106 reports for the residential developmentin
Thousand Oaks, Santa Monica Pier, Avalon Fuel Dock on Catalinaisland, and a
Mid-Century roadside motel in Bakersfield. For LAUSD, Amanda authored a
character-defining features analysis for seven historic schools, provided historic
analysis for an MND, and preliminary resource evaluations and plan reviews for
various historic schools.

Historic Resources Assessments: Amanda has contributed to the research, site
inspections, and report preparation of a number of historic resources
assessments in the Los Angeles metropolitan area for compliance with CEQA.

,Amanda has evaluated a number of different types of potential historical

resources, including single-family and multi-family residences, banks,
commercial buildings, schools, hotels, and cultural landscapes in Beverly Hills,
Venice, Los Angeles, and Santa Monica.

Large Scale Survey Experience: She was a contributing author for three major.
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles- Adelante Eastside,
Wilshire Center/Koreatown, and Normandie 5 Redevelopment Areas. Amanda
also served as Survey Team Leader and co-author for the comprehensive survey
of over 4,000 objects of fine and decorative arts aboard the RMS Queen Mary in
Long Beach. Additionally, Amanda helped complete the district-wide survey and
evaluation of the Long Beach Unified School District and a windshield survey of
Hermosa Beach for the Historic Resources Chapter of the Hermosa Beach General
Plan Update.




EDUCATION

M.A., Public History
with a concentration in
Historic Preservation,
University of
California, Riverside

B.A, History,
University of
California, Los
Angeles

4 YEARS
EXPERIENCE

Max Loder

Associate Architectural Historian

Max Loder is an architectural historian with more than four years of
professional experience performing field surveys and preparing DPR forms;
preparing statements of significance; conducting historical analysis,
composing architectural descriptions; and conducting necessary project
research. He also has a year of public sector planning experience in design
review. He has worked closely with private individuals, public officials, and
large and small organizations to help work toward solutions to their historic
and planning needs.

Relevant Experience

Department of City Planning, City of Los Angeles. Hisforic Preservation
Overlay Zones (HPOZ) Unit in the Office of Historic Resources. Assisted
HPOZ staff with client walk-ins, conducting design review, drafting casework
letters/certificates, and public outreach/presentations regarding adoption of
HPOZs. Conducted field surveys of several HPOZs, using photography and
making note of historical elements. Corrected technical elements on
databases of HPOZ properties and research historical patterns of
neighborhood growth. Communicated with project applicants to improve their
projects’ conformance with preservation guidelines.

SR 710 North Project, South Pasadena, CA. Architectural Historian.
Worlked on a project-hire basis for a consulting firm on findings of no adverse
effect related to the SR 710 North project. Specifically worked on the
descriptions of historic properties and resources sections of the findings.

University of California, Riverside. History Graduate Teaching Assistant.
Engagingly led three sections of approximately 25 undergraduates each.
Prepared detailed lessons to review course material and primary sources in
depth. Fielded student questions/concerns and evaluated students’
examinations, papers and course performance.

The Young Oak Kim Center for Korean American Studies, UC Riverside.
Research Intemn. Researched primary sources to build list of Koreans present
in Riverside around 1900. Assisted with oral histories of prominent Korean
American individuals. Augmented and edited statement of historical
significance for NRHP application for the Willows Airfield in Glenn County,
Califomia, a place of significance to the history of Korean American aviation.

VinCate & Associates Preservation Consultants, Riverside, CA.
Architectural Historian. Completed successful application for City Landmark
status for property in Riverside. Researched and composed statement of
significance and architectural description. Completed necessary DPR forms.
Liaised with City of Riverside planning staff to guide application to
completion.
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Dominguez Rancho Adobe Museum, Rancho Dominguez, CA. Infern.
Worked with the rare books collection, assessing storage needs and
recommending solutions. Invenioried materials, using Past Perfect, and
cared for three-dimensional objects in the collection. Catalogued and
digitized aviation collection (print materials), using Past Perfect.

Santa Monica College, CA. Hisfory Tutor. Initiated tutoring service. Assisted
students preparing for exams and quizzes. Proofread and advised students
on paper drafts.

Santa Monica History Museum, Santa Monica, CA. Research Volunteer.
Researched and composed articles on local history. Conducted historical
research relevant to museum collections. Inventoried collections toward
establishing museum relocation plan. Arranged for professional evaluation of
an early eighteenth century French book | discovered in the archives.

Publications and Presentations

“Citrus, Modernism, & STEAM: The Three Lives of the Downtown Riverside
Library,” UC Riverside (2016).

“Paradoxical Continuity: Antimasonry as a Progression of Masonic Values.”
REHMLAC at Universidad de Costa Rica 5 (2013): 80-96.

Contributions to the “Justice for Janitors Online Archive,” UCLA, Public
History Seminar (Dr. Tobias Higbie) (2011).
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APPENDIX B: EXISTING APPEARANCE OF 106-108"2 SOUTH KINGS ROAD
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Comment: This.is: the house to which
Dattison retired after-accomplishing:the
significant achievements discussed in the
nomination. There is no information on
Pattison’s. activities while living in the
house, and no information on the ex-
istence or strength of associations of
Pattison’s homes during his active
political ¢areer, In order to démonstrate
eligibility under Criterion B, the
nomination would: have to show that
Pattison’s retirement home répreserits. his
productive life, or an-important aspect
of his life or career not represented by
‘other properties; or that this house is
important as the énly; or the most im-
portant, reémaining property with in-
tegrity that represents Pattison’s life.

18

8. Documentation must explain how the
nominated property represents an in-
dividual’s significant contributions.

In addition to being directly associated
with a person’s productive life, a
resource should représent the significant.
aspects of that productivity in some
clear manner. If an individual is con-
sidered significant in the area of educa-
tiori, the nominated, property should be
associated with his or her educational
accomplishments; if (s)he is important
for contributions in:the area of politics
and government, the property should be
related to his or her political activities,
An office might ‘best represent an in-
dividual’s professional career, a
laboratory or studio might represent a
person’s: scientific or artistic achieve-
ments, and a.community center,. city
park; or other gift might represent his or
her 1mportant charitable contribtitions.
A person's home at the time (s}he
achieved significance will usually: repre-
sent any significant accomplishiments
that occurred while the individual was
living in that home.

Sometimes it may be appropriate to
recogriize both the home and the
workplace’ of ‘a significarit person, For
example, James J. Hill's home in St.
Paul, Minnesota, a National Historic
Landmark, represents the period of Hill's
life after he had achieved wealth and
prominence. The railway company
shops. (see Example #2; p. 11) represent
an important aspect of Hill’s early
career, prior to the time he constructed
the house now recognized as a land-
mark.

‘ Example #1, Acceptable'

He hélped draft some qf 'l:he
r‘natxon first laws controlling




Comment: The documentation shows
the importarice of the farm in under-
standing Rainey’s significance by ex-
plaining both how operation of the farm
gave Rainey useful perspective on farm
issues and influénced his actions in Con-
gress, and how his operation. of the farm
contributed to local and state agricul-
‘tural practices.

statement

e made to a friend one -

Comment. Although the 1ouse in
which Rose O'Neill lived burned iz
1949, the nomination describes: in great
detail the natural setting of the property,
both historically and today, .and
documents, throagh numerous quotes
from the author’s works and other
sources, the way in which the natural
features of the nominated property are
associated in a significant way with the

career of this author and illustrator.
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Freedman, Daniel

From: Freedman, Daniel

Sent: Tuesday, November 28, 2017 11.40 PM

To: 'Lucy.Atwood®@lacity.org'; 'Terry.Kaufmann-Macias @lacity.org'

Cc: Benjamin M. Reznik Esg. (BMR@JMBM.com)

Subject: FW: Daniel Freedman's Oct. 26, 2017 letter re: 106-108-1/2 S. Kings Road/Council File

17-1219/CHC-2017-2886-HCM/Proposed Cultural Historic Monument Designation(s);
DEMAND FOR DEEMED DENIAL DETERMINATION [JMBM-LA.FID1706509]
Attachments: Daniel Freedman's Oct. 26, 2017 letter-Demand for Deemed Denial Determination.PDF

Terry, Lucy: | hope all is well. On this deemed denial issue, as you know | will be maintaining our position that the
application was deemed denied 30 days after the complete application was received the CHC on May 3, 2017, and as a
result the application should never have been put forward to a CHC consideration hearing. (see attached for reference)
As | realize that Planning is taking the position that the 30 days doesn’t toll until the complete application is “deemed”
complete, and not “filed” complete, | went to review the file to determine when in fact the application was actually
reviewed by Planning and “deemed” complete by the Director. Of course, there is no indication of this date in the

file. Atthe very least, | wanted to confirm when the staff report was received and signed by the Director, so | looked for
the original staff report/recommendation. | wanted to see this, because the posted staff report notes that there is a
“[signed Original in File]” for the staff report. Of course, | could not find any “Signed Original” in the file. When l asked
staff to provide a copy of it, | was told that it has been lost. Given these facts, is the City taking a position on a date as to
when the application was "deemed complete”? and if so, is there any evidence of this action occurring on this date?
Thank you in advance.

Sincerely,
Daniel

Daniel F. Freedman | Attorney at Law

Government, Land Use, Energy & Environment

Jeffer Mangels Butler & Mitchell LLP | JIMBM

1900 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90067

0: (310) 203-8080 | D:(310) 785-5391 | E: DFreedman@JMBM.com
VCARD | BIO | BLOG | LINKEDIN

This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential and may be attorney-client privileged. Dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or
attachments without proper authorization is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify IMBM immediately by telephone or by e-
mail, and permanently delete the original, and destroy all copies, of this message and all attachments. For further information, please visit IMBM.com.

From: Ibaraki, Kathlyn S.

Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2017 1:11 PM

To: Terry.Kaufmann-Macias@ladity.org'

Cc: Lucy.atwood@lacity.org; khuangfu@buchalter.com; faisal.alserri@lacity.org; kevin.keiler@lacity.org;
Ken.Bernstein@lacity.org; lambert.giessinger@lacity.org; melissa.jones@lacity.org; Zina Cheng; Reznik, Benjamin M.;

Freedman, Daniel







Subject: Daniel Freedman's Oct. 26, 2017 letter re: 106-108-1/2 S. Kings Road/Council File 17-1219/CHC-2017-2886-
HCM/Proposed Cultural Historic Monument Designation(s); DEMAND FOR DEEMED DENIAL DETERMINATION

Dear Ms. Kaufmann-Macias,
Please find attached Daniel Freedman’s October 26, 2017 letter regarding the subject matter. Thank you.

Kathlyn Ibaraki | Secretary to attorneys Benjamin M. Reznik and Daniel F.
Freedman

Jeffer Mangels Butler & Mitchell LLP | JMBM

1900 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 80067

T:(310) 203-8080 x6427 | F: (310) 203-0567 | E: ki2@JMBM.com

JMBM

This e-mail message and any attachments are confidential and may be attorney-client privileged.
Dissemination, distribution or copying of this message or attachments without proper authorization is
strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify IMBM immediately by telephone
or by e-mail, and permanently delete the original, and destroy all copies, of this message and all
attachments. For further information, please visit J]MBM.com
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Los ANGELES CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION

200 North Spring Street, Room 532, Los Angeles, California, 90012-4801, (213) 978-1300
' www.planning.lacitv.org

. LETTEROF DETERMINATION  pree o
| - | APR = 5 oy
maiLing pare: AR 3 1 2017 P
: Jeffer,Marue!s. Butler & Mitchell LLP
CASE NO.: CHC~2017-4770-HCM : Council District; 5 ~ Koretz

CEQA: ENV-2017-4771-CE

Property Address: 423-427 North Hayworth Avenue
Owner: Hayworth Abbey LL.C c/o Isaac Cohanzad
Applicant: Dee Ann Newkirk

Re: ' SPINNING WHEEL APARTMENTS

Atits rﬁéeting of March 16, 2017, the Cultural Heritage Commisslon took no action on the above-
referenced matter because, pursuant to Section 22.171.10(e)(1) of the Los Angeles
Administrative Code, the application had already been deemed denied.

Bits . (Lt~
Etta M. Armstrong, Commission Execuﬁv@istant [
Cultural Heritage Commission '

Attachment: Cultural Heritage Ordihance

c: Councilmember Paul Koretz, Fifth Council District
Faisal Alserri, Planning Deputy, Fifth Council District
Ken Bernstein, Principal Planner
Lambert Giessinger, Architect
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Article

1 Cultural Heritage Commission

ARTICLE 1
CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION

. 4.

22171  Purpose of the Comrnission, .

221 71.1 Composition of the Commi_ss_ion and Term of Office.

22.171.2 Members' Conmpensation.

22.171.3 Organization of the Commission.
22,1714  Appointment and Duties of the Commission Secretary.”
- 22.171.5  Quorum and Actions of the Commission. o

22.171.6 - Duties of the Commission.

, 2:2.1'_71.7 Definition of Monum ent.
22.171.8 Inspection and Investigation. -

22171.9 List of Moruments. . -

22.171.10  Procedures for Designation of Monumcnts,
22.171.11  Preservation of Monum_ents.__

22.171.12. Temporary Stay:of Demohtmn Substantial Alteration or Removal Pendlng g
Dctennmanon to Demgnaie a Momunent.

22.171.13 Notice of Designation and Subsequent Actions.

22.171.14 ~ Commission Review.




22.171.15 Time for Objection by the Commission.

‘ 22.171.16 - No Right to Acquire Property.

o

2.171.17 Rules and Regulat'ioﬁs of the Commission.

22.171.18 Coop'erdtion with the Commission.
© Sec. 22.171. Purpose of the Commission.

The Cultural Heritage Commission (Commission) shall perform those functions .
relating to historic and cultural preservation of sites, buildings, or stmctures that embody
the heritage, history, and culture of the City.

'SECTION HISTORY |
Added by Ord, No. 178, 402 Eff 4-2-07.
| Sec. 22.171.1. Composntmn of the Commlssmn and Term of Ofﬁce

~ (a) Qualifications. The Comrmsswn shall be composed of five members who are
qualified electors of tlie City of Los Angeles. Bach Commissioner shall be appointed,
and may be removed in accordance with Charter Section 502. The Commhissioners shall
have a demonstrated interest, competence or knowledge of historic preservation. To the-
-extent feasible and legally permissible, at least two of'the Commissioners should be
- professionals who mieet the qualifications for various disciplines outlined by the U.S.
" Secretary of the Interior; Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR Part 61. These d1sc1plmes
include hitstory, architecture, architectural history, planning, pre-historic and historic
archeology, folklore, cultural anthropology, curation, conservation and landscape
. architecture or related disciplines, such as urban planning, Anierjcan studies; American

. civilization, or cultural geography, to the extent that these professionals are avaﬂable in
the community. :

‘.(b) -. Term. The term of office for each 'C\ommissioner shall begin with the ﬁrsf day
of Tuly and shall be a term of five years. An appointment to fi 11 a vacancy on'the
Comrmssxon shall be for the pemod of the unexpued term.

* SECTION HISTORY
Added by Ord, No, 178,402, Eff, 4-2-07.
Sec. 22.171.2. Members' Compensation.

The members of the Commission qhall be paid $25.00 pet meeting for each-
Comrmsslon meeting attended, but not to exceed $125.00 in any one calendar month,




SECTION HISTORY -
Addcd by Ord. No. 178,402, Eff 4.- 07
Sec. 22.171.3. Orgamzahon of the Commlsswn '

During the-last meeting of July of each year, the Commission shall elect a President
-and Vice President, which-officers shall hold office for one year and until their successors
are elected, unless their membership on the Commission expires sooner, The
Commission may at any meefing fill any vacancy for any unexpired term occumng in the
office of President or Vice Premdent :

SECTION HISTORY
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Bff. 42-07.
Sec. 22.171.4. Appoi_ntmyen_tf and Duties of 'Coml.m‘isrsion Secretary.

The Director of Planning (Director) of the Department of City Planning (Department),
or his or het"designee, shall assign an employee of the Dcpartmc_nt, other than the
Director, to be the Secretary of the Commission and assign duties to the employee, which
shall be in add1t1on to the duties regularly prescrxbcd for that employec

The Secretary shall attend Commission meetings and keep a record of the proccedmgs
and transactions of the Commission, specifying the names of the Commissioners in
attendance at each meeting and the ayes and.noes upon all roll calls. The Secretary shall
post and publish all orders, resolutions and notices, which the Commission shall order to
be posted and published, and shall per: form any other duties imposed by this chapter, or
by order of the Commission. :

SECTION HISTORY :
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Bff. 4-2:07. -
' See 22.171.5. Qudrﬁm.énd Actions of the Coﬂirhission

A maj onty of the nmmbers of thc Commlssmn must be present at any meeting to
constitute a quomm .

The powers conferred upon the Commission shall be exermsed by 1esolutmn or

" motion and adopted by a majority vote of its members and recorded in the minutes with
the ayes and noes. The action shall be aitested to by the signature of the Secm‘taxy of the
Commlssmn

SECTION HISTORY




Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Eff. 4-2:07.
* -Sec.22.171.6. Duties of the Commission.

* In addition to the duties set forth i1 this article, the Commission shall perform those
duties imposed on it by Los Angeles Municipal Code Sectlon 12 20.3 relating to Historic
Preservatmn Overlay Zones.

SECTION HISTORY .
. Addeéd by Ord, No, 178,402, BEf. 4-2-01.
-~ See, 22,171.7. Definition of Monument.

For purposes of this article, a Hlstonc-Cultuml Monurnent (Monument) is any site
(including significant trees or other plant life located on the site), building or structure of
particular historic or eultural significance to the City of Los Angeles, including historic
structures or sifes in which the broad caltural, economic or social history of the nation,

State-or community is reflected or exemplified; or which is identified with historic
personages or with important events in the main currents of national, State or local
history; or which embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type
specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period, style or method of construction; or
a notable work of amaster builder, designer, or arclntect whose mdm dual gemus
mﬂuenced his orher age.. .

SECTION HISTORY
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, BEf. 4-2-07.
Sec.22.171.8. Inspection and Tnvestigation.

The Commmission, a sub-committee, or the ‘staff of the Department acting on behalf of
the Commission shall ins’pect and investigate any site, building or structure, including but
not limited to, teurmg, or reviewing photographic or v1deograph1c records of the site,

.~ building or structure, in the City of Los' Angeles, which it has reason to behcve is or will -
. In the future be a Historic-Cultural Menument. Inspection and investigation shall also
include soliciting opinions and information from the office of the Council District in
- which the site, building or structure is located and from any departinent or bureau of the

City whose operations may be affected by desxgnahng the site, building or structure a
Monument. ‘ _ .

" SECTION HISTORY
Added by Ord. No, 178,402, Eff. 4-2-07.

Sec.22,171.9. List of Monuments.




The Department shall.compile and rﬁaintain a current list of all sites, buildings z_m.d_,
structures, which have been demgnated as Historic-Cultural Monuments (Listof
+ Monuments or List).

SECTION HISTORY -
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Bff. 4-2-07. -
Sec, 22.17 1.10. Procedures for Designation of Monuments.

A 51te, bu]ldmg or structure may be designated as a Monument in accordance with the
.procedures set forth in this section,

(a) . Initiation. The Clty Councxl the Comtmssmn orthe Dlrecto’r may mitiate
consideration of a proposed designation of a site, building or structure as a Monument.
Any initiation by the Council or the Commission shall be by majority vote. The Council
or the Commission shall forward the proposed demgnatmn to the Dlrector fora report and
recommendatlon

(b) - Appli(:ation. Any interested individual may-apply for a proposed designation of
a Monument. The applicant shall complete the application for the proposed designation
on a form provided by the Department, include all information reau:red, pay the reqmred
fee, if any, and file the application with the DCpartment

(c) Actmn on the Inl_t_latmr_l_ or Apphcatmn.

1. Authority. The Commission may recommend approval or disapproval in whole
or in part of an application or initiation of a proposéd designation. Unless otherwise =~
specified, the recommendation shall be rade to the Council for its action pursuant to the
procedures set forth in this section, No designation of a site, building or structire as a
" Monument shall be effective unless the desi gnatlon has. been adopted by the Counc11

2. Procedure. for Cnuncﬂ—lnmated Deswnatmns Upon receipt of any proposed -
designation initiated by the Council, the Comumission shall, pursuant tb Section 22.171.8
of this article, inspect and investigate the proposed Council-initiated désignation. The
Director shall thereafter prepare a report and recommendation on theproposed -

-designation. Affer receipt of the Director's report and recommendation, the Commission
shall hold a public hearing regarding the proposed designation and determine whether the
site, building or structure conforms with the definition of a Monument set forth in Section
22.171.7 ofthis articie. Afterthe Cominission submits a report and recommendation, the
Council may consider the matter, If the Commission recommends approval of a Comncil-
initiated designation, the Council may adopt the designation by a majority vote. If the

- Commuission recommends disapproval of a Council-initiated designation, the Councit.’

may adopt the-proposed designation by.a two-thirds vote. The Council shall act within

the time- spec1t1ed in Subsection (f) of this sectmn




3. ‘Procedure for Commission- or Director-Initiated Designations. After
injtiation of a proposed designation by the Commission or th¢ Director, the Commission
shall, pursuant to Section 22.171 § of this article, inspect and investigate the proposed -
designation. The Director shall thereafter prepare a report and recommendation onthe
proposed designation.- After feceipt of the Director's recotnmendation, the Commission
shall hold a public hearing regarding the proposed designation and determine whether the
site, building or structure conforms with the-definition of 2 Monument set forth in Sechon

22, 171 .7 of this article. If the Commission recommends approval of a Commission- or
Director-initiated designation, the Commission shall-submit a report and recommendation
to the Council. The Council may consider the matter and may approve the
recommendation by a maj ority vote, If the Commission dlsapproves the proposed
designation, the Commission's decision is final.

4, Procédure for Applicaﬁhns for Designations. Once a complete applicatioti is
received, as determined by the Director, the Commission shall-determine at a public
meeting whether the proposed designation merits further consideration. If the
Commission determines to take the proposed desighation under consideration, it shall .
conduct ani inspection and investigation pursuant to Section 22.171.8 of this article. The
Director shall thereafter prepare a report and recommendation on the proposed
designation, After receipt of the Director's report and recommendation and conducting
its inspeetion and investigation, the Commission shall hold a public hearing regarding the
proposed designation and determine whether the site, building or structure conforms with
the definition of a Monument as set forth in Section 22.171.7 of this article. Ifthe
Commission recommends approval of an -application for a proposed designation, the
Commission shall submit a report and recommendation to the Council. The Council may
consider the matter and may adopt the designation by a majority vote. If the Commission
disapproves the proposed designation, the decision is final. :

(d Notice. Notice.shall be given as set forth below.

For the purpose of this artlclc the owner of thc site, bwldmg or structure shall be
deemed to be. the person appearing as the owner of the property on the last Equalized .
Assessment roll of the County of Los Angeles and appearing as the owner of the pioperty

on the records ofthe City Clerk. Ifthe records of the City Clerk and the County Assessor '

indicate the ownership in different persons, those pcrsons app canng on each of those lists
shall be notified.

1. Imitiation of a Proposed Designation by the Council; Commission or

_ Director. The owner of record of a property and the ownet's representative, if any, shall

be notified forthwith in writing of, any determination by the Council, Commission or

. Director to initiate a proposed designation; and the Temporaty Stay.pursuant to Section
22.171.12 of thigarticle. The Notice shall be sent via Certified Mail, Return Recc1pt

‘Requested. :

: 2. Comumission Action to Take Under Consideration Proposed Designaﬁon by
Application. The owner of record of a property and the owner's representative, if any, -




+ shallbe 11ofiﬁed forthwith in writing of the Commission's decision after the Commission
determines to take a proposed designation under consideration; and the Temporary Stay

~ pursuant to Section22.171.12 of this article. The'Notice shall be sent via Certified Maﬂ :

Refum Receipt Requested

3. Commlssmn Action on Proposed Designation by Initiation or Application.

- The time, place and purpose of the public hearing on the proposed designation shall be
given bymnailing written notice at least ten days prior to the date of the hearing, to the
applicant, if any, and to the owner of record of a property or the owner's representative, if

- different from the applicant or.if the designation was proposed by initiation. Notice to

the record owner or the ownet's representatwe shall be sent via Certified Mail, Return

Receipt Requested : -

4. Council Actwn on Proposed Designation by Initiation or Application. The
time, place and purpose of the public hearmg on the proposed designation shall be given
by mailing written notice at Jeast ten days prior to the date of the hearing, to the '

_applicant, if any, and to the owner of record of a property or the owner's representative, if
different from the applicant or if the desigriation was proposed by initiation, Notice to -
therecord owner or the owner's representatlve shall be sent via Certified Mail, Return

. Rece:pt Requested,

(e) Time for the Cultural Heritage Commission to Act,

1. Action on Application. The Commission shall determine at a public meeting
held within 30 days of the filing of a complete, verified application, as defermined by the
- Director, whether to take a proposed designation of a Monument under consideration,
This time limit to takea proposed designation under consideration may be extended by

mutual consent of the applicant and the Commission. After providing all notice required

under this article, the Commission shall hold a public hearing on.the proposed
designation. The Commission shall, pursuant to Section 22.171.10 of this article, make a
report and reconmendation on the application within 75 days of the meeting where the
proposed designation was taken under. consideration. If the Commission fails to act on an

application within the time-allowed by this section, the Commission shall be deemed to .

have demed the apphcatlon

2, Actlon on Initiation. Ifthe proposed desugnatlon ofa Mouument was proposed

' by initiation rather than application, the Commission shall, after providing all notice
required under this article, hold a public hearing on the proposed designation. The
Commission shall, pursuant to Subsection (c) of this section, make a report and
recommendation on the application within 75 days of the date of the receipt of the
proposed initiation. If the Commission fails to act on the initiation within the time
allowed by this section, the Commission shall be deemed to have recommended demal of
the proposed designation. :

(f) Time for Council to Aet. The Council may approve or disapprove in whole or
in-part an application or initiation for a proposed designation of a Monument. The




Council shall act within 90 days of the public hearing held before the Commission on the
proposed designation. The 90 day time limit to act by the Council may be extended by
the Council for good cause for a maximum.of 15 days. If the Council does not act on the
application or initiation within this 105-day total time limit; the application or initiation to
designate a Monument shall be déeined to have been denied. The Council may ovemde a
‘Commniission recommendation of demal ofa Councﬂ-lmnated demgnatton by a Immmum
of ten votes, :

SECTION HISTORY
Addedby Ord. No 1’78 402 Eff. 4:2- 07
Sec. 22 ]1'71 11. Preser vatmn of Monuments

The Commission shall take all steps necessary to preserve Monumants not in conflict
with the public health, safety and general welfare, powets and duties of the City of Los
Angeles, or its several boards, officers ot departinents. These steps may inchude =
assistance i the creation of civic citizens' committees; -assistance in-the estabhshmcnt of
a private fund for the acquisition or restoration of designated Monuments; and
recommendation that a Monument be acquired by a governmental agency whcre private
acquisition is not feasible.

SECTION HISTORY -
Add’e&i by Ord, No. 178,402, Eff. 4-2-07.

Sec.22.171.12. Tempor ary Stay of Demohtmn Substantial’ Alteranon or Removal
Pending Determination to DeSIgnate a Monunment. - .

Upon initiation by the Council, the Commission or thé Dir cctor ofa proposed _
designation of a Monurnent, or upon the Commission's determination that an application
for & proposed designation merits- further considetation, no permit fot the demiolition,
substantial alteration or removal of that site, building, or structure shall be issued; and the
site, building or structure, regardless of whether a permit exists or does not exist, shall not
be demolished, substantially altered or removed, pending final detérmination by.the
Council that the proposed site, building or structure shall be designated as a Mopument.
The Commission shall notify the Department of Building and Safety in writingnotto -
issue any permits for the demolition, alteration or removal, of a building or structure. The
owner of the site, building or structure shall notify the Commission, in writing, whenever
application is made for a permit to demolish, substantially alter, or remove any site,
buxldmg or structure proposed to be dcmgnated asa Monument. '

The Counml shall act on the proposed desi gnatlon within the time linits contained in
-Section 22.171.10(f) of this article. If, after the expiration of the final period of time to -
act, the Courcil hias not taken an action on the apphcatlou or 1n1t1at10n to desxgnate a




Monurnent, then the demolition, alteration or removal of the site, building or structure
. may proceed

EXCEPTION If the Commission determines that the site, building or structure
proposed to be demgnated does not meet the definition for Monument sét forth in Section
. 22.171.7 of this article, then the temporary prohibition on the issuance of a permitto -
demolish, substantially alter or remove the site, building or structure and the temporary
prohibition on demolition, substantial alteration or removal of the site, building or
structure shall terminate, except when the designation of a site, building or structure as a
Monument was proposed by Council-initiation.

SECTLON HISTORY
Added by Ord. No. 178 402 Eff. 4-2-07.
Sec. 22.171.13, Natlce of Des1gnatmn and Subsequent Acﬁons

The Commission shall notify the rappmpuaic Department and Board, 1f any, and the
owner of each site, building, or structure in 'writing that his or her site, building or.
structurc has been designated a Monument, and shall give the owner as defined in Section

22.171.10(d) of this article, written notice of any further action, which it takes with -
respect to the Monument. Notice shall be mailed to the address shown on the Assessment
Roll or the City Clerk's records, as applicable, as soon as practicable after the property is
designated or the Commiission takes any further action regarding the site, building or
structure. The designation shall be recorded Wlth the County }}ecordcr

SECTION HISTORY - -
 Added by Ord. No, 178,402, Bff. 4-2-07.
Sec.22.171.14. Commission Review.

~ No permit for the démolition, substaritial alteration or relocation of any Monument
shall be issued, and no Monument shall be demolished, substantially altered or relocated
~ without first referring the matter to the Commission, except where the Supermtendent of
Building or the City Engineer dstermines that demolition, relocation or substantial
alteration of any Monument is lmmedmtely necessary in the interest of the pub lichealth,
safety or general welfare. :

‘(a) Standards for Issuance of a Permit for Substantial Alteration, The.
Commission shall base a determination. on the approval of a permit for the substantial
alteration of a Monument on each of the following:

1.- The substantial alteration, including additional buildings on a:gite containing
multiple buildings with a unified use, comiplies with thie Standards for Rehabilitation
approved by the United States Secretary of the Interlor, and




2. thther the substantial alteration protects and preserves the hlStOI’lc and
architectural qualities and the physical charaotcnsncs that make the site, buddmg, or
‘structurea desx gnated Monument and :

3. Complxancc with the California Enwronmental Quahty Act, Pubhc Resources
Code Secuon 2 1000 et seq. :

, ('b) ' Standards-for Kssuance of 4 Permit for the Deniolition or Relocation of a
~ Site, Building or Structure Designated a Monument. The Commission shall bage its
determination on the approval of a permiit for the: demoh’aon or removal of any
' Momnnent on the following: .

I. A repofc regarding the structural soundness.of the building or structure and its
'suxtablhty for continued use, renovation, restoration or rehabilitation from a licensed
engineer or architect who meets the Secretary of the Interior's Profession Qualification
Standards as established by the Code of Federal Regitlations; 36 CFR Part 61. This
report shall be based on the Secretary of the Interior's Standards ior Architectural and

- Engineering Documentamon w1th Guidelines; and

2. Comphance with the Cahforma Envuonmental Quahty Act ‘Public Resources
Code Sectxon 21000 et seq. -

'SECTION HISTORY
‘Added by Ord. No. 178,403, Bff. 4-2-07. -
‘See. 22.171.15. Time for Objection By the Commission.

Where any matters subject to Section.22,171.14 of this article are referred to the
Commission by its staff, the Commission shall have 30 days from the date of the referral
to-object to the proposed demolition, substantial .alteration or relocation. . If no objection
18 filed with the appropriate Department or Board within 30 days, all objections shall be
‘deemed to have been waived. If the Commission objects to the proposéd demolition,
substantial alteration. or relocatwn, it shall file its obj ectmn with thc appropriate '
Department or Board : : ‘

" Any objection by the Commxssmn shall be.set for a public hearmg The objectwn and
the fact that the matter will be scheduled for a public.h earing by the Commission shall be.
noted by Comumission staff on the clearance worksheet utilized by the appropriate
Department or Board for the igsnance of the permit. The filing of an objection shall
suspend the issuance of any permit for the demolition, substantial alteration, or relocation
of the Monument (Stay) for a period of not less than 30mor more than 180 days, during
which time the Commission shall take all steps within the scope of its powers and duties

as it determines are necessary for the presewatxon of the Monument to bc demohshed

altered or relocated. : :




. Atthe end of the first 30 days of the Stay, staff of the Department shiall report ﬁny
progress regarding preservation- of the Monument to the Commission, whicli may, upon
review of the progress réport, withdraw and cancel its objection to the proposed
demolition, substantial alteration or relocation. Ifthe Commission determines, upon the -
basis of the progress report to withdraw and caricel its objection, it shall promptly notify
the appropriate Department or Board concemed of its action. Upon receipt of notification
of withdrawal of the objection, the permit may be issued and the Monument may be

_demolished, altered or relocated. If the Commission does. not withdraw and icancel its
objection, the Stay shall remain in effect.

If the Commission, or the staff of the Department acting on the Commission's behalf,
finds at the end of the first 100 days of fhe Stay that the preservation of the Monument
‘cannot be fully accomplished with the 180-day Stay petiod, and the Commission,
determines that preservation can be satisfactorily completed within an additional period -
not to exceed an additional 180-day Stay, the Commission may recommend to'the City
. Council that the Stay be extended to accomplish the preservation. No request foran
extcnslon shall be made after the expiration of the ongmal 180-day Stay

The Co‘mml ssion's recommendafion for an extensmn of the Stay shiall set forth the
reasons for the extension and the progress to date of the steps taken to preserve the
Monument. If it appears that preservation may be completed within the time extension
requested, the City Council may approve the request for extension of the Stay not to
exceed an additional 18Q davs for the purpoqe of completing prcservaﬁon of the
Monument. .

No request for'an extension of the Stay shall be granted where the Council détermines, -
after consulting with the appropriate Department or Board, that granting an extension is
not in the best interest of the public health, safety or general welfare.

SECTION HISTORY
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, BEf: 4:2-07,
Sec, 22.171.16. No Right to Aéquﬁu'e'_l’mperty.

The Corumission shall have no power or right to acquire any pro-perty for or on behalf
of itself ot the Clty, nor shall it acquire or hold any money for itsélf or on behalf of the

Cn'y
SECTION HISTORY
- Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Eff. 4-2-07,

Sec.22.171.17. Rules and Regulations of the Commission.




The Commlssmn may adopt rulcs and regulatlons necessary to carry out ihc purpose
and intent of this article. :

SECTION H-ISTORY -
Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Eff. 4-2-07.

Sec.22.171.18. Cooperation’-with the Commission.

All boards, commissions, departments and officers of the Clty shall cooperate with the -

" Commission in carrying out the spirit and mtent of thlS article.
SECTION HIST.ORY

Added by Ord. No. 178,402, Eff, 4-2-07.




