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To be clear -
What Mitch O'Farrell has asked this Committee 
to approve is NOT the HCM designation 
recommended by the Cultural Heritage 
Commission.
O'Farrell continues to mislead the public when 
shouting from the rooftops how he supports 
TAIX to be declared as one of the cities historic 
cultural monuments, while the fine print as 
written by him is asking this committee to 
designate three accessory objects as the HCM -
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and to have the building demolished. Going 
through all of this trouble to avoid 
environmental review for his pals.
In doing so, O'Farrell has created a mockery of 
the historical preservation process and if 
approved, this committee will have set a new 
standard that would ridiculously allow pieces of 
buildings such as doors, windows, light fixtures 
and other object accessories be designated in 
lieu of the historical site itself.

The Cultural Heritage Ordinance Sec. 
22.171.7 defines a Historic-Cultural Monument 
as a site, building or structure. Nowhere, are 
fixtures or accessories offered as an option for 
designation. O'Farrell is asking this Committee 
to designate furniture - accessories - 
decorations, against the criteria specified in this 
ordinance.

The Cultural Heritage Ordinance Sec. 
22.171.12 prohibits the removal of objects 
designated as a monument. If O'Farrell 
wishes to change this section of the ordinance, 
there is a process he can initiate for that. Until 
then, he and this committee will be in violation 
of the cities Cultural Heritage Ordinance by 
attempting to remove and designate accessories 
from the existing TAIX building, in order for 
them to pursue their agenda.



This BS about "housing" the city is repeating has 
become the daily song sung as used to justify 
demolishing our historic resources. Although it 
has been proven time and time again there are 
more than 90,000 vacant housing units in 
this city, they remain vacant either because the 
rent is outrageously high or they are owned by 
foreigners who have been permitted to park 
their money here. Housing is not written into 
the Cultural Heritage Ordinance as an alternat 
I've to designation. Nor is it an excuse to not 
designate what is a Historical Monument.


