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Greetings PLUM Members,

I am sharing my opposition to the designation of historical significance for the 106 S Kings Rd. building. I am 
hoping that you would agree that housing is more important than preserving a building that an animator for 
Disney lived at a few years of his life. Yes, I think that there are a lot of things and places worth saving, so that 
we may share a rich history with future generations to come, but this building is not one of those things.

There are so many ways to honor and remember a person. Blocking housing does not need to be one of them. 
Please, let’s not allow this thinly veiled anti-development attempt make a mockery of our city your process, and 
the other historically relevant buildings in this great city.

Sincerely,

Harlan Allen
938 Palm Avenue #6
West Hollywood, CA 90069
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Ryan Welch
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Dear Planning and Land Use Management,

I am greatly dismayed by the Planning Commission’s decision to not follow staff’s recommendation regarding 
106 South Kings Road. I am resident of West Hollywood and have passed by the property many, many times, and 
while there are some notable and outstanding examples of Streamline Moderne architecture in the neighborhood, the 
building at 106 S Kings Road is certainly not one of them. That particular structure is extraordinarily plain, with no 
remarkable features of the Streamline Moderne style that would indicate a reason for it's preservation. Also, while 
Rudolph Ising is a notable figure in the history of animation, I believe the fact that Ising only occupied an apartment in 
that building for three years speaks for itself. Had Ising thought the residence to have been anything significant to him 
or had significant influence on his work, surely he would have resided there for a longer period of time. Using his 
short residency at the building as a reason for historical preservation is exceptionally flimsy, and furthermore would 
create a precedent that would be bad for the City.

On both counts, 106 South Kings Road does not meet the bar for being deemed historic by the City of Los 
Angeles. I wholly agree with the Staff Recommendation, and hope that Planning and Land Use Management will 
follow that recommendation to deny historic designation of 106 South Kings Road.

Sincerely,
Ryan Welch
416 N. Doheny Drive #4 
West Hollywood, CA 90048 
310-717-6251
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To whom it may concern.

I am writing this email in regards to the the property at 106 South Kings Road being considered 
to be a historically designated building. In my view, I feel there is nothing about this building 
that deserves the designation, especially in comparison to our need for housing. That need, 
housing, is more important than the bogus attempt to have this space preserved for selfish 
desires. Housing is Paramount and needs to be our focus over one of the millions of Disney 
employees. I had never heard of Rudolph Isling before this project, and I don’t think every single 
place he’s briefly resided at should take priority over...basically anything else proposed on that 
lot because that building is an eyesore.

It is my hopes that you will all come to the same conclusion I have and decline this nomination a 
second time.

Thank You,
Labomba Jackson 
5853 Gregory Ave 
Los Angeles, California 90038


