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Statement by Steve Barth 
Regarding Condemnation of 10131 National Boulevard 

Los Angeles City Council Public Hearing 
August 4, 2021 

 

I’m here to speak on behalf of my family, as owners of 10131 National Boulevard. We 
welcome the sidewalk project, in principle. However, we respectfully ask the City Council to 
recognize the project’s negative impact on our business and to direct the Bureau of 
Engineering to work with us to find creative ways to save the viability of a neighborhood 
commercial property. To that end, I’d like to make this statement. 

1. My grandfather, Ed Goodman, purchased this triangular parcel in the 1950s. It has been 
in the family ever since, currently owned 50/50 by my mother, Karen Kermath (she’s 
85), and my late stepfather’s trust. In the submitted version of this statement, you will 
see a 1958 LA Times article announcing completion of construction of a 10,000 square 
foot building with office, warehouse and showroom space. 

 
2. Our first tenant was an early computer company. Recent tenants have included Boy 

Scouts of America, a commercial drone startup, a jewelry distributor, a gym, a media 
production company, etc.  

3. Currently, we lease half the building to St. Joseph Center, the local social service 
organization, for administrative offices. Tenants in the other two units moved out 
during COVID and the parking uncertainty has complicated efforts to fill the vacancies 
for more than one year. 

4. As a member of the community, we celebrate the resurgence of this neighborhood. The 
Expo Line station benefits our business, too. We recognize the need to improve 
pedestrian safety along a historically dangerous curve. 

5. From BOE’s perspective, the dispute is about a tiny piece of asphalt on the southwest tip 
of the parcel. For us, however, it’s the severe loss of parking, as a consequence of a hard 
curb and narrow driveways across the whole lot. The plan will reduce available parking 
for our tenants’ employees and customers from about 25 spaces to only 11. The spaces 
that remain in the two small lots on either side of the building will be much less 
accessible, based on BOE’s drawings. We will lose access to unused METRO land, which 
we have long been able to lease for 5 additional parking spaces. We’re also very 
concerned BOE’s current drawings require vehicles to back out of our remaining 
parking spaces into traffic. (See image and drawing in submitted copy). 

6. Without arguing for the amount of compensation here, we’d add that that the city has 
only calculated a value for 145 sq ft to be condemned—not the overall damage to the 



property value. An independent appraiser tells us the project will essentially destroy 
the commercial viability of the existing structure and reduce value of the property to 
land value.  

7. We would rather avoid litigation. But if we simply accede to the taking, we have no 
remaining leverage to get the city’s cooperation on mitigation by means of a better 
solution.  

8. Our request is for the council to direct BOE to work with us on a creative way to 
preserve access that does not destroy the value of this building—whether that’s 
variances on the placement of the driveways or street permits or something else based 
on BOE’s expertise.  

Thank you for your consideration. 

Steve Barth, for Karen Kermath 

 
Satellite photo showing current available parking. 

 
Bureau of Engineering plan for sidewalk project. 


