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NOTICE OF PREPARATION 
 

To: Interested Parties                               
 
From: City of West Hollywood 
Community Development Department 
8300 Santa Monica Boulevard 
West Hollywood, CA 90069 
 
Date:  September 30, 2009 
 
Subject: Notice of Preparation of Draft Program Environmental Impact Report 
 
Project: City of West Hollywood General Plan Update  
 
The City of West Hollywood, as the lead agency, is preparing an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for 
the City of West Hollywood General Plan update.  The purpose of this Notice of Preparation (NOP) is to 
inform agencies and the public that an EIR is being prepared for this project and to invite specific 
comments on the scope and content of the information to be included and analyzed in the EIR.  Agencies 
should comment on the elements of the environmental information that are relevant to their statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  
 
Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your response to this NOP should be received at the earliest 
possible date, but not later than 30 days after issuance of this notice, by 5:00 p.m. on October 29, 2009. 
 
Please send your response to Bianca Siegl, Associate Planner, at the address shown below.  The City will 
need the name of a contact person in your agency. 
 
 Bianca Siegl, Associate Planner 

City of West Hollywood 
Community Development Department 
8300 Santa Monica Boulevard 
West Hollywood, CA 90069 

     (323) 848-6475 
 
Scoping Meeting:  A scoping meeting will be held as part of the regularly scheduled Planning 
Commission meeting at West Hollywood Park Auditorium (647 North San Vicente Blvd.) on October 15, 
2009 at 6:30 p.m.  The scoping meeting will provide an opportunity for members of the public to learn 
about the project and provide their input to staff, the Planning Commission, and consultants regarding the 
scope and contents of the Draft EIR.   
 
Project Location: Figure 1 depicts the regional location and Figure 2 depicts the planning area.   
 
Project Description: The proposed project is the comprehensive update and implementation of the City 
of West Hollywood General Plan.  West Hollywood is a built out city with limited room for new 
development or physical changes.  The focus of the General Plan update is on preserving and enhancing 
the quality of life for residents while also allowing new development that supports the community’s 
vision for the future.   
 



The General Plan establishes a comprehensive community vision for West Hollywood with regard to land 
use, housing, circulation, open space/conservation, noise, economic development, public safety, 
community services and governance.  As a blueprint for the future, the plan must contain policies and 
programs designed to provide decision-makers with a solid basis for decisions related to land use and 
development.  The General Plan is founded upon the community’s vision for West Hollywood and 
expresses the community’s long-term goals.  
 
To achieve the vision of the community, the General Plan defines long-term community goals and 
decision-making policies through text and maps in each of the elements.  The General Plan update will 
also include implementation programs describing actions or strategies to help achieve the community’s 
vision.  The recommended implementation programs serve as the basis for future programming decisions 
related to the assignment of staff and expenditure of City funds.  
 
The General Plan update is currently under development.  Based on the preliminary work on the General 
Plan update, the document will address three basic questions. Each is discussed below. 
 
The first question is: How do we preserve and enhance the neighborhoods and residential areas in West 
Hollywood?  From the initial public outreach effort, the community has clearly expressed its desire to 
protect the existing quality and uniqueness of individual neighborhoods, to maintain and if possible 
increase the amount of affordable housing in the City, to provide for the continued diversity of the 
housing stock, and to renovate the aging housing stock.  The above values must be accomplished while 
also allowing for sensitive infill development in existing residential areas.  In addition, the General Plan 
update will develop policies for neighborhood preservation and enhancement. 
 
The second question is: How does the City enhance West Hollywood’s boulevards and districts in a way 
that improves the quality of life in the City, relieves development pressure on residential neighborhoods, 
maintains economic development, improves mobility, encourages transit-oriented development, and 
enhances the City?  The areas that will be examined for potential land use or urban design changes are 
Sunset Blvd., La Brea Ave., Santa Monica Blvd., Beverly Blvd., Melrose Ave., La Cienega Blvd., Fairfax 
Ave., Fountain Avenue, and the Melrose Triangle area.  Outside forces that will impact development in 
the community include the overall growth of the Los Angeles region, including the neighboring Cities of 
Los Angeles and Beverly Hills, population and demographic changes in the community, the potential 
development of a subway system through the City, and the City’s ability to contribute to strategies that 
address global climate change.  Each area may experience some limited development of a quality and 
character that is compatible with the surrounding commercial area and sensitive to the adjacent 
neighborhoods.  The level of growth and change, the proposed land use designations, and the form of the 
built environment will be discussed and determined during the General Plan update process. 
 
The third question is: How do we improve and enhance the quality of life and the identity of the City 
through General Plan programs and policies?  The City of West Hollywood is widely recognized as a 
leader in social equity, sustainable development, housing and rent stabilization, and human services.  A 
desired outcome of the General Plan is to develop the policy framework and identify specific programs 
that will continue and expand West Hollywood’s leadership, innovation and quality of public service.   
 
Topics that will be addressed in the General Plan update include the following: 
 

• Land Use – The General Plan will set goals and policies for land use that address the above 
questions with a focus on maintaining neighborhood livability, enhancing commercial 
boulevards, and supporting sensitive infill development in our dense urban environment. 



• Transportation – The General Plan will address multi-modal transportation facilities in the 
community including accommodating a future subway extension through the City, modifications 
to existing street network classifications, pass-through traffic through the City, parking, transit, 
and bicycle and pedestrian enhancements. 

• Housing – The General Plan Update includes a comprehensive update of the Housing Element. 
• Historic preservation – Program and policies will address existing and potential new historic 

structures and districts. 
• Sustainability – The General Plan will focus on climate change, green buildings, energy use, 

alternative energy production, water use and solid waste.  A Climate Action Plan will be prepared 
as an immediate implementation measure for the General Plan. 

• Human services and education – Program and policies will be developed to maintain and 
enhance the wide diversity of social programs and services provided by the City for its residents. 

• Arts and culture – Programs and policies for arts and culture will be included in the General 
Plan. 

• Parks and recreation – The City is currently renovating it two largest parks – West Hollywood 
Park and Plummer Park.  The General Plan will identify opportunities to increase parks and 
recreation facilities.  

• Health and active living – Improving the physical environment in the City to improve 
opportunities for healthy, active lifestyles will be a focus of the General Plan.  Topics that may be 
included in the plan are physical activity, respiratory health, and access to healthy foods. 

• Governance – The General Plan will include policies and programs to improve the delivery of 
public facilities and services in the community. 

• Public Safety – The General Plan will identify policies to ensure the continued high level of 
public safety and emergency preparedness in the City. 

 
Potential Environmental Effects of the Project: These issues areas will be addressed in the Program 
EIR: 
 

• Aesthetics 
• Agriculture Resources 
• Air Quality 
• Biological Resources 
• Climate Change 
• Cultural Resources  
• Geology/Soils 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
• Hydrology/Water Quality 
• Land Use/Planning 
• Mineral Resources 
• Noise 
• Population and Housing 
• Public Services 
• Recreation 
• Transportation/Traffic 
• Utilities/Services Systems 
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Regional Location Map[
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From: WHWRA [mailto:president@whwra.org]  
Sent: Thursday, October 15, 2009 2:55 PM 
To: Bianca Siegl 
Cc: Anne McIntosh; John Keho; Dan Siegel; Eric d'Arbeloff; Patrick Shandrick 
Subject: Item 9A 

Dear Bianca, 
 
I have a work conflict and am unlikely to attend tonight’s Scoping Meeting regarding the General Plan, 
but I would like my comments to be part of the record: 
 
We keep hearing that one of the City’s goals in updating the General Plan is to “make enhancements,” 
yet recent documents (GPAC #2) from the last General Plan Advisory Committee meeting lead me to 
believe that the City wants to make major changes to the City’s zoning ordinance — not just 
“enhancements” — by increasing building height and density and intensifying use.  This concerns me. 
 
The City also seems to be putting a lot of hope into future transit-related improvements, such as subway 
stops in West Hollywood.  However, there are no guarantees that those future transit improvements will 
occur.   
 
I’d like to see the City study the impacts of proposed General Plan changes on transportation 
(specifically traffic and parking) assuming those transit-related improvements do not occur.  I’d also like 
to see the City study the potential impacts of any proposed changes to zoning or land use in terms of: 
 utilities (particularly water consumption), hydrology and geology, aesthetics and air quality. 
 
I’d like to see the City study potential impacts if it were to consider down-zoning certain commercial 
streets, rather than increasing the density and height of all its commercial streets as is suggested in the 
GPAC #2 document.  For example, Melrose Avenue, particularly west of La Cienega, has a certain 
character and uniqueness that could be severely hurt by higher intensity projects. In addition, Melrose 
Avenue is a narrow commercial street that is already busting at the seams in terms of traffic and parking 
issues.  Perhaps this area should not be allowed to have three-story buildings. 
 
For West Hollywood West, we would specifically like to request: 
 
(1) Putting back “height-averaging” particularly on Doheny. When height-averaging was originally 
removed from Doheny, Planning staff said it was an “unintentional mistake” that would be corrected 
during the Zoning Ordinance “clean-up.”  That was back in 2002 and it was not changed.  City Council 
then said it would be taken care of during the General Plan update process.  So, we are requesting again 
to please reinstate height-averaging on Doheny. 
 
(2) Looking at down-zoning the east side of the 500 block of West Knoll to a zoning that is more 
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood (i.e., R1b). FYI - the City has done this in the past (e.g., 
north side of Rangely Ave.), and would not be setting any negative precedent by doing so. 
 
I appreciate your consideration. Also, if you could please reply to confirm receipt. 
 
Thank you, 

Lauren Meister 



 
--  
Lauren Meister 
President, WHWRA 
 
Phone: 310-659-3379 
Fax: 310-659-3380 
Email: president@whwra.org 
 

  
  
WHWRA... where neighborhood matters 
  
For news about your neighborhood now, visit... 
http://www.whwra.org 
  
If you wish to be removed from the WHWRA email list, please reply to president@whwra.org and type 
"UNSUBSCRIBE" in the subject line. 
 
The  information in this e-mail is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for 
the addressee and access to this e-mail by anyone else is unauthorized. If you have received it in 
error, please contact Lauren Meister immediately (email president@whwra.org or phone 
1.310.659.3379). Thank you. 

 

http://www.whwra.org/�








 

 























LAW OFFICES OF

SONGSTAD & RANDALL LLP
2201 DUPONT DRIVE, SUITE 100

IRVINE, CALIFORNIA 92612
TELEPHONE (949) 757-1600
FACSIMILE (949) 757-1613

October 28, 2009

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

Bianca Siegl, Associate Planner
City of West Hollywood
Community Development Department
8300 Santa Monica Boulevard
West Hollywood, CA 90069

Re: Response to Notice of Preparation

City of West Hollywood ("City"); General Plan Update EIR

Dear Ms. Siegl:

The following comments, relative to the scope and content of information to be included and
analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report for the City of 

West Hollywood's General Plan

Update, are submitted on behalf of Fritz B. Hoelscher, Trustee, the owner of 1045 and 1047 N.
Crescent Heights Blvd. and the La Ventana Apartments, located at 1031 N. Crescent Heights
Blvd., West Hollywood, California.

The comments are as follows:

Chapter I: Community Development Element

Land Use Compatibility Policy Suggestions

Goal 1: Ensure that the distinct character of West Hollywood's neighborhoods especially
along major streets and commercial corrdors are respected and reflected in all
new development, redevelopment, and infill development.

Policy la: Protect sensitive receptors, such as residential areas, hotels, hospitals,
schools, places of worship, etc. from the effects of potentially incompatible uses.
Where new commercial or industrial development is allowed adjacent to
residential areas, maintain standards for circulation, noise, setbacks, buffer areas,
landscaping and architecture, which ensure compatibility between the uses.
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Policy Ib: Assure that the type and intensity ofland use, as well as improvements
for the proposed project, are compatible and consistent with that of 

the immediate

neighborhood, so as not to cause a disturbance or a nuisance to existing
development.

Chapter II: Infrastructure and Community Services Element

Circulation Policy Suggestions

Policy 1: Consider use of roundabouts at high-collision intersections and/or
locations considered for signalization.

Policy 2: Prepare citywide site access management plan to guide development
and encourage consolidation of site access driveways on roadways throughout the
City.

Policy 3: Prepare costlbenefit review of potential street widenings when
balancing air quality, noise, transpOliation, life-cycle costs, transit, livability,
pedestrian environment, sensitive receptors, and need for right-of-way
acquisition.

Policy 4: Consider shared parking opportunities between existing or proposed

compatible land uses.

Policy 5: Consider reduced parking code requirement for highly urbanized areas
or transit-oriented development areas.

Goal 1: Amend City Circulation Element to encourage dynamic and flexible mobility
system that supports use of vehicles providing immediate reductions in

Greenhouse Gas emissions, air pollutants, and fossil-fuel use. Examples of
low/non-polluting vehicles include electric cycles, personal transporters,
neighborhood electric vehicles, medium speed electric vehicles, commuter
electrics, and touring vehicles.

Policy 1 a: Consider modified parking space size for local use vehicles.

Chapter III: Environmental Resources Element

Air Quality Policy Suggestions

Policy la: Ensure that projects that generate an increase in vehicular trips do not
exceed state thresholds for increased particulate matter in localized areas.

Chapter IV: Hazards Element

WH Comment Letler.1 0-28-09.DOC 2



Hazardous Materials/Cleanup Policy Suggestions

Goal 1: Encourage and enable transportation behavior that improves air quality and
respiratory health.

Policy 1 a: The City will collaborate with transportation agencies, utilities, and
developers to minimize fugitive dust and emissions from construction and

maintenance activities.

Goal 2: Promote measures that will be effective in reducing emissions during construction
activities.

Goal 3: Minimize risks to life, property, and environment associate with producing, using,
storing, or transporting hazardous materials.

Policy 3a: The City will ensure that construction activities follow existing South
Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) rules and regulations.

Policy 3b: All construction equipment for public and private projects will also
comply with CARB's vehicle standards. For projects that may exceed daily
construction emissions established by the SCAQMD, Best Available Control
Measures will be incorporated to reduce construction emissions to below daily
emission standards established by the SCAQMD.

Policy 3c: For projects which may have an adverse impact on adjacent land uses
containing sensitive receptors, project proponents will be required to prepare and
implement a Construction Management Plan which will include Best Available
Control Measures among others. Appropriate control measures will be
determined on a project by project basis, and should be specific to the pollutant
for which the daily threshold is exceeded. Such control measures may include the
following, among others:

. Minimizing simultaneous operation of multiple construction
equipment units.

. Implementation of SCAQMD Rule 403, Fugitive Dust Control
Measures.

. Watering the construction area to minimize fugitive dust.

. Require that off-road diesel powered vehicles used for construction

shall be new low emission vehicles, or use retrofit emission control
devices, such as diesel oxidation catalysts and diesel particulate fiters
verified by the California Air Resources Board.

. Minimizing idling time by construction vehicles.

WH Comment Letter. 1 0-28-09 DOC 3



Policy 3d: The City shall mInimize stationary source pollution through the
following:

. Ensure that industrial and commercial land uses are meeting existing

South Coast Air Quality Management District air quality thresholds by
adhering to established rules and regulations.

. Encourage the use of new technology to neutralize harniful criteria
pollutants from stationary sources.

. Reduce exposure of the City's sensitive receptors to poor air quality
nodes through smart land use decisions.

Goal 4: Minimize the threat to public health and safety and to the environment posed by a
release of hazardous materials.

Policy 4a: Identify hazardous materials sites, and ensure that the sites are cleaned
in conformance with applicable federal and state laws prior to the establishment
of new land uses.

Policy 4b: Strictly enforce Federal, State, and local laws and regulations when
remediating a site known to contain hazardous materials, especially if the site is to
be used for future rcsidential, commercial, or retail uses.

Policy 4c: Ensure buildings and sites are investigated for the presence of
hazardous materials and/or waste contamination before development for which
City discretionary approval is required. The City shall ensure appropriate

measures are taken to protect the health and safety of all possible users and
adjacent properties.

Policy 4d: Prior to new construction, rigorously monitor hazardous site

conditions to ensure that hazardous sites have been remediated in accordance with
Federal, State, and local laws and regulations.

Policy 4e: Continue to monitor the operations of businesses and individuals that
handle hazardous materials through the planning and business permit processes.

Policy 4f: Create and periodieally review appropriate ordinances or emergency
plans which regulate the storage and handling or hazardous materials to conform
to the standards and definitions of the State and other regulatory agencies.

Policy 4g: Inform future residents and businesses about former hazardous sites
and the dangers of hazardous materials.

WH Comment Letter. i 0-28-09.DOC 4



Policy 4h: Maintain cooperative relationships with the chemical handlers,

response agencies, and community representatives to ensure an informed and
coordinated response to chemical emergencies.

Policy 4i: Provide information on available non-hazardous product alternatives,
proper storage, management, and disposal of hazardous wastes on the City's
website, and at City Hall and other public facilities, as necessary.

Noise Policy Suggestions

Policy 1 a: Require that development projects, when constructed, do not result in
noise levels that exceed an interior threshold of 45 decibels or an exterior
threshold of 65 decibels if they are located adjacent to residential uses.

Policy 2: Require that development projects, when constructed, do not result in
noise levels that exceed an interior threshold of 50 decibels or an exterior
threshold of 70 decibels if they are located adjacent to commercial or retail uses.

Policy 3: Require appropriate noise mitigation for projects which may exceed
interior and exterior thresholds for residential and commercial uses.

Chapter V: Historic Preservation

No suggested policies.

Chapter VI: Safety Element

Safety Policy Suggestions

No suggested policies.

We thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments relative to the City's preparation of
an EIR. Should you have any questions in connection with this submission I can be reached by
telephone at 949-757- 1 600 extension 115 or bye-mail at tcarlyle(asr- firm. 

com should you have

any questions.

Very truly yours,

~ M\J it'~~~" j - ~
Timothy D. ar yle .
ofSONGST & RANDALL LLP

WH Comment Leter.! 0-2S-09DOC 5
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ROG
5.61

0.74
220.08
24.51

250.94

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Summer Emissions Reports (Pounds/Day)

File Name: C:\Work\Projects\West Hollywood\EIR\WeHo Area Sources.urb924

Project Name: WeHo Area Sources

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 250.94 74.64 54.44 0.00 0.17 0.17 92,664.87

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 250.94 74.64 54.44 0.00 0.17 0.17 92,664.87

Area Source Unmitigated Detail Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

Source NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2
Natural Gas 74.52 45.17 0.00 0.14 0.14 92,648.02
Hearth - No Summer Emissions
Landscape 0.12 9.27 0.00 0.03 0.03 16.85

0.17
Architectural Coatings
Consumer Products

92,664.87TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 74.64 54.44 0.00 0.17
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Area Source Changes to Defaults

Percentage of residences with wood stoves changed from 10% to 0%

Percentage of residences with wood fireplaces changed from 5% to 0%

Percentage of residences with natural gas fireplaces changed from 85% to 100%
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184.34 575,400.21TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 143.73 142.18 1,729.38 5.84 954.00

PM25 CO2

General office building 143.73 142.18 1,729.38 5.84 954.00 184.34 575,400.21

184.34 575,400.21

Operational Unmitigated Detail Report:

OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES Summer Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

Source ROG NOX CO SO2 PM10

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 143.73 142.18 1,729.38 5.84 954.00

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 143.73 142.18 1,729.38 5.84 954.00 184.34 575,400.21

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Summer Emissions Reports (Pounds/Day)

File Name: P:\2009\09120175_WehoGPEIR\4.0 Documents_Refs\4.7 Draft Docs\Air Quality\WeHo Mobile.urb924

Project Name: Weho Mobile Source

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
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Motor Home 1.3 0.0 92.3 7.7

Motorcycle 2.6 34.6 65.4 0.0

School Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Other Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Urban Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Med-Heavy Truck 14,001-33,000 lbs 1.1 0.0 18.2 81.8

Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0

Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 lbs 1.8 0.0 83.3 16.7

Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 60.0 40.0

Light Truck 3751-5750 lbs 24.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

Med Truck 5751-8500 lbs 10.9 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Auto 50.2 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Truck < 3750 lbs 6.8 0.0 100.0 0.0

Vehicle Fleet Mix

Vehicle Type Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst Diesel

553,350.66

54,370.00 553,350.66

General office building 54.37 1000 sq ft 1,000.00 54,370.00

Emfac: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Summary of Land Uses

Land Use Type Acreage Trip Rate Unit Type No. Units Total Trips Total VMT

Operational Settings:

Does not include correction for passby trips

Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips

Analysis Year: 2035  Temperature (F): 80  Season: Summer
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47.5General office building 35.0 17.5

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)

30.0

% of Trips - Residential 32.9 18.0 49.1

Trip speeds (mph) 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0

8.9

Rural Trip Length (miles) 17.6 12.1 14.9 15.4 9.6 12.6

Urban Trip Length (miles) 12.7 7.0 9.5 13.3 7.4

Residential Commercial

Home-Work Home-Shop Home-Other Commute Non-Work Customer

Travel Conditions
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ROG
5.61
1.39

220.08
24.51

251.59 122,930.37TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 98.24 55.26 0.15 2.06 2.04
Architectural Coatings
Consumer Products

30,282.35
Landscaping - No Winter Emissions
Hearth 23.72 10.09 0.15 1.92 1.90

CO2
Natural Gas 74.52 45.17 0.00 0.14 0.14 92,648.02

2.04 122,930.37

Area Source Unmitigated Detail Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Winter Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

Source NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 251.59 98.24 55.26 0.15 2.06

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 251.59 98.24 55.26 0.15 2.06 2.04 122,930.37

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Winter Emissions Reports (Pounds/Day)

File Name: C:\Work\Projects\West Hollywood\EIR\WeHo Area Sources.urb924

Project Name: WeHo Area Sources

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
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Area Source Changes to Defaults

Percentage of residences with wood stoves changed from 10% to 0%

Percentage of residences with wood fireplaces changed from 5% to 0%

Percentage of residences with natural gas fireplaces changed from 85% to 100%
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184.34 520,166.77TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 163.23 171.49 1,618.25 4.86 954.00

PM25 CO2

General office building 163.23 171.49 1,618.25 4.86 954.00 184.34 520,166.77

184.34 520,166.77

Operational Unmitigated Detail Report:

OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES Winter Pounds Per Day, Unmitigated

Source ROG NOX CO SO2 PM10

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 163.23 171.49 1,618.25 4.86 954.00

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (lbs/day, unmitigated) 163.23 171.49 1,618.25 4.86 954.00 184.34 520,166.77

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Winter Emissions Reports (Pounds/Day)

File Name: P:\2009\09120175_WehoGPEIR\4.0 Documents_Refs\4.7 Draft Docs\Air Quality\WeHo Mobile.urb924

Project Name: Weho Mobile Source

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
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Motorcycle 2.6 34.6 65.4 0.0

School Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Other Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Urban Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Med-Heavy Truck 14,001-33,000 lbs 1.1 0.0 18.2 81.8

Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0

Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 lbs 1.8 0.0 83.3 16.7

Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 60.0 40.0

Light Truck 3751-5750 lbs 24.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

Med Truck 5751-8500 lbs 10.9 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Auto 50.2 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Truck < 3750 lbs 6.8 0.0 100.0 0.0

Vehicle Fleet Mix

Vehicle Type Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst Diesel

553,350.66

54,370.00 553,350.66

General office building 54.37 1000 sq ft 1,000.00 54,370.00

Emfac: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Summary of Land Uses

Land Use Type Acreage Trip Rate Unit Type No. Units Total Trips Total VMT

Operational Settings:

Does not include correction for passby trips

Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips

Analysis Year: 2035  Temperature (F): 60  Season: Winter
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47.5General office building 35.0 17.5

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)

30.0

% of Trips - Residential 32.9 18.0 49.1

Trip speeds (mph) 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0

8.9

Rural Trip Length (miles) 17.6 12.1 14.9 15.4 9.6 12.6

Urban Trip Length (miles) 12.7 7.0 9.5 13.3 7.4

Residential Commercial

Home-Work Home-Shop Home-Other Commute Non-Work Customer

Motor Home 1.3 0.0 92.3 7.7

Travel Conditions
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ROG
1.02
0.01
0.13

40.16
4.47

45.79 16,926.48TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 13.63 9.94 0.00 0.04 0.04
Architectural Coatings
Consumer Products

15.14
Landscape 0.02 1.69 0.00 0.01 0.01 3.08
Hearth 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

CO2
Natural Gas 13.60 8.24 0.00 0.03 0.03 16,908.26

0.04 16,926.48

Area Source Unmitigated Detail Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

Source NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5

TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 45.79 13.63 9.94 0.00 0.04

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 45.79 13.63 9.94 0.00 0.04 0.04 16,926.48

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

File Name: C:\Work\Projects\West Hollywood\EIR\WeHo Area Sources.urb924

Project Name: WeHo Area Sources

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
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Area Source Changes to Defaults

Percentage of residences with wood stoves changed from 10% to 0%

Percentage of residences with wood fireplaces changed from 5% to 0%

Percentage of residences with natural gas fireplaces changed from 85% to 100%
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33.64 101,650.50TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 27.42 27.73 308.85 1.01 174.11

PM25 CO2

General office building 27.42 27.73 308.85 1.01 174.11 33.64 101,650.50

33.64 101,650.50

Operational Unmitigated Detail Report:

OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

Source ROG NOX CO SO2 PM10

TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 27.42 27.73 308.85 1.01 174.11

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIONAL EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2

PM2.5 CO2

TOTALS (tons/year, unmitigated) 27.42 27.73 308.85 1.01 174.11 33.64 101,650.50

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

OPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

File Name: P:\2009\09120175_WehoGPEIR\4.0 Documents_Refs\4.7 Draft Docs\Air Quality\WeHo Mobile.urb924

Project Name: Weho Mobile Source

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006
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Motorcycle 2.6 34.6 65.4 0.0

School Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Other Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Urban Bus 0.1 0.0 0.0 100.0

Med-Heavy Truck 14,001-33,000 lbs 1.1 0.0 18.2 81.8

Heavy-Heavy Truck 33,001-60,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 0.0 100.0

Lite-Heavy Truck 8501-10,000 lbs 1.8 0.0 83.3 16.7

Lite-Heavy Truck 10,001-14,000 lbs 0.5 0.0 60.0 40.0

Light Truck 3751-5750 lbs 24.0 0.0 100.0 0.0

Med Truck 5751-8500 lbs 10.9 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Auto 50.2 0.0 100.0 0.0

Light Truck < 3750 lbs 6.8 0.0 100.0 0.0

Vehicle Fleet Mix

Vehicle Type Percent Type Non-Catalyst Catalyst Diesel

553,350.66

54,370.00 553,350.66

General office building 54.37 1000 sq ft 1,000.00 54,370.00

Emfac: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Summary of Land Uses

Land Use Type Acreage Trip Rate Unit Type No. Units Total Trips Total VMT

Operational Settings:

Does not include correction for passby trips

Does not include double counting adjustment for internal trips

Analysis Year: 2035  Season: Annual
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47.5General office building 35.0 17.5

% of Trips - Commercial (by land use)

30.0

% of Trips - Residential 32.9 18.0 49.1

Trip speeds (mph) 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0 30.0

8.9

Rural Trip Length (miles) 17.6 12.1 14.9 15.4 9.6 12.6

Urban Trip Length (miles) 12.7 7.0 9.5 13.3 7.4

Residential Commercial

Home-Work Home-Shop Home-Other Commute Non-Work Customer

Motor Home 1.3 0.0 92.3 7.7

Travel Conditions





SO2
0.00

0.12 0.00 0.11 0.11 177.52

0.14 0.15 571.08

Building Off Road Diesel 0.37 1.72 1.19 0.00 0.00 0.12

2.55

Building 03/01/2011-12/31/2011 0.50 2.43 3.92 0.00 0.02 0.16 0.17 0.01

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Mass Grading Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00

0.02 0.02 46.07

Mass Grading On Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00

Mass Grading Off Road Diesel 0.06 0.48 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00

1.69 0.00 1.69 0.35 0.00 0.35

1.71 0.35 0.02 0.37 48.62

Mass Grading Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 2.55

Mass Grading 01/01/2011-02/28/2011 0.06 0.48 0.27 0.00 1.69 0.02

0.00

Demo Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 14.36

Demo On Road Diesel 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00

Demo Off Road Diesel 0.02 0.15 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.01

16.90

Fugitive Dust 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01

1.93 0.36 0.21 0.57 682.10

Demolition 01/01/2011-02/28/2011 0.02 0.15 0.11 0.00

PM2.5 Exhaust PM2.5 CO2

2011 2.52 3.46 4.62 0.00 1.71 0.23

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES Annual Tons Per Year, Unmitigated

ROG NOx CO SO2 PM10 Dust PM10 Exhaust PM10 PM2.5 Dust

1.93 0.36 0.21 0.57 682.10

Construction Unmitigated Detail Report:

2011 TOTALS (tons/year unmitigated) 2.52 3.46 4.62 1.71 0.23
PM10 Exhaust PM10 PM2.5 Dust PM2.5 Exhaust PM2.5 CO2

Project Location: Los Angeles County

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version  : Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

Summary Report:

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

ROG NOx CO PM10 Dust

Page: 1

4/27/2010 04:17:19 PM

Urbemis 2007 Version 9.2.4

Combined Annual Emissions Reports (Tons/Year)

File Name: C:\Work\Projects\West Hollywood\EIR\WeHo Construction.urb924

Project Name: WeHo Construction
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1 Graders (174 hp) operating at a 0.61 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

1 Water Trucks (189 hp) operating at a 0.5 load factor for 8 hours per day

Total Acres Disturbed: 16.47

Maximum Daily Acreage Disturbed: 4.12

Fugitive Dust Level of Detail: Default

   20 lbs per acre-day

On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 0

Off-Road Equipment:

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Concrete/Industrial Saws (10 hp) operating at a 0.73 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Rubber Tired Dozers (357 hp) operating at a 0.59 load factor for 1 hours per day

2 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 6 hours per day

Phase: Mass Grading 1/1/2011 - 2/28/2011 - Default Mass Site Grading/Excavation Description

5.00

Phase Assumptions

Phase: Demolition 1/1/2011 - 2/28/2011 - Type Your Description Here

Building Volume Total (cubic feet): 0

Building Volume Daily (cubic feet): 0

On Road Truck Travel (VMT): 0

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Coating Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00

0.00 0.00 5.00

Architectural Coating 1.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

6.15

Coating 11/01/2011-12/31/2011 1.87 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.13

Paving Worker Trips 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.00

0.03 0.03 31.21

Paving On Road Diesel 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00

Paving Off Road Diesel 0.06 0.38 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.03 0.00 0.03 0.03 40.49

Paving Off-Gas 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.01 0.01 277.08

Asphalt 11/01/2011-12/31/2011 0.07 0.40 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.03

116.48

Building Worker Trips 0.07 0.13 2.26 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.00

0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.02Building Vendor Trips 0.05 0.58 0.47 0.00
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Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 50

Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 250

Rule: Residential Exterior Coatings begins 7/1/2008 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 100

Rule: Nonresidential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250

Rule: Nonresidential Exterior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 12/31/2040 specifies a VOC of 250

1 Generator Sets (49 hp) operating at a 0.74 load factor for 8 hours per day

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 8 hours per day

3 Welders (45 hp) operating at a 0.45 load factor for 8 hours per day

Phase: Architectural Coating 11/1/2011 - 12/31/2011 - Default Architectural Coating Description

Rule: Residential Interior Coatings begins 1/1/2005 ends 6/30/2008 specifies a VOC of 100

1 Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes (108 hp) operating at a 0.55 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Building Construction 3/1/2011 - 12/31/2011 - Default Building Construction Description

Off-Road Equipment:

1 Cranes (399 hp) operating at a 0.43 load factor for 6 hours per day

2 Forklifts (145 hp) operating at a 0.3 load factor for 6 hours per day

Acres to be Paved: 4.12

Off-Road Equipment:

4 Cement and Mortar Mixers (10 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Pavers (100 hp) operating at a 0.62 load factor for 7 hours per day

2 Paving Equipment (104 hp) operating at a 0.53 load factor for 6 hours per day

1 Rollers (95 hp) operating at a 0.56 load factor for 7 hours per day

Phase: Paving 11/1/2011 - 12/31/2011 - Default Paving Description
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 
 
AECOM conducted this cultural resources assessment for the City of West Hollywood (City) in 
support of the General Plan Update Environmental Impact Report. The assessment consists of a 
description of the project, the environmental and regulatory setting of the planning area, and 
cultural resources found within the planning area. It contains a brief discussion of cultural 
resources management in relation to the appropriate treatment of the City’s cultural resources. 
 
A records search was conducted at the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) in 
Fullerton, California, on February 4, 2010. The records search revealed 28 cultural resource 
investigations previously conducted within or intersecting West Hollywood. These investigations 
included 12 SCCIC records search studies and 16 cultural resources surveys.  
 
The records search provided site records for 17 properties and districts. The California State 
Historic Resources Inventory listed 257 historic resources documented in either historic surveys 
or project reviews, of which 121 were evaluated as having potential local, state, or national 
significance. The City has 77 locally designated historical resources on file, with 17 of these 
listed in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 
 
No archaeological resources were identified within the planning area. However, the planning 
area is located within the Los Angeles basin, part of the Los Angeles–Santa Ana prairies, a 
sensitive setting that was seasonally exploited by indigenous peoples prehistorically. While the 
area has undergone extensive development in the 20th century, the planning area possesses a 
high potential to contain buried cultural resources, including historic and prehistoric artifacts and 
features and human remains. 
 
The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) conducted a check of its Sacred Lands File 
for the affected planning area on February 11, 2010. The search failed to indicate “the presence 
of Native American cultural resources in the immediate project area.” However, the absence of 
specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not preclude the possibility of cultural 
resources within the planning area. Contact letters were sent to individuals listed by the NAHC 
as potentially having an interest in the project. No comments have been received to date. 
 
In 2007, West Hollywood was designated as one of the National Trust for Historic Preservation’s 
Dozen Distinctive Destinations, an annual list of unique and preserved communities in the 
United States. West Hollywood’s designated resources include several residential, hotel, and 
other commercial buildings, and historic districts. The R.M. Schindler House, the Lloyd Wright 
Home and Studio, the Savoy Plaza, the North Harper Historic District, and Sunset Tower are all 
listed in the NRHP for their distinctive architectural features. Other historic landmarks include 
the Sunset Strip, the Pacific Design Center, the Pickford Fairbanks Studio, the United Artists 
Studio, the Cristofelles Lace Factory, and several large apartment buildings. These landmarks 
reflect the significant historical development of West Hollywood, particularly from the 1900s 
through the 1920s. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
AECOM conducted this cultural resources assessment for the City of West Hollywood (City) in 
support of the General Plan Update Environmental Impact Report. The assessment consists of a 
description of the project, the environmental and regulatory setting of the planning area, and 
cultural resources found within the planning area. It contains a brief discussion of cultural 
resources management in relation to the appropriate treatment of the City’s cultural resources. 
 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
 
California state law requires each city to adopt a comprehensive, long-term general plan to guide 
the physical development of the city and any land outside of the city boundaries that bears a 
relationship to its planning activities. General plans should be updated approximately every 20 
years to reflect current conditions, legislation, and community desires. In August 2007, the City 
initiated a collaborative program to comprehensively update its General Plan for the first time 
since adoption in 1988. The update program built on the vision established in the City’s first 
General Plan and responded to evolving community needs and objectives. The current proposed 
project is the adoption and implementation of the General Plan and associated Climate Action 
Plan.  
 
 
PROJECT LOCATION 
 
West Hollywood is located in western Los Angeles County (County), about 8 miles northwest of 
downtown Los Angeles, within a highly urbanized area of the greater Los Angeles region. 
Densely developed, West Hollywood lies at the base of the Hollywood Hills. Major east-west 
roadways are Santa Monica Boulevard, Sunset Boulevard, and, to a lesser extent, Melrose 
Avenue and Beverly Boulevard. No freeways directly access the City, with the nearest freeway, 
State Route 101, located more than 2 miles to the east and accessed via either Santa Monica 
Boulevard in Los Angeles or Highland Avenue near the Hollywood Bowl. The City is served by 
major bus lines operated by the Metropolitan Transit Authority of Los Angeles County (Metro). 
Metro operates buses through West Hollywood that provide connections throughout the Los 
Angeles basin. West Hollywood also operates its own bus system, the Cityline bus system.  
 
The City is 1.9 square miles and approximately 1,216 acres, and supported a population of 
approximately 37,348 people as of 2008 (Department of Finance 2009). The planning area for 
West Hollywood consists solely of areas within the City limits and is identical to the City’s 
jurisdictional boundary (Figures 1 and 2). Since all land surrounding the City is under the 
jurisdiction of other cities, West Hollywood does not have a sphere of influence or any planning 
authority outside of its jurisdictional boundaries.  
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Regional and Vicinity Map
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Source: City of West Hollywood 2010; USGS 7.5' Quadrangle Beverly Hills, Calif. 1981, Hollywood, Calif. 1981

Figure 2
Planning Area Location Map
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PROJECT PERSONNEL 
 
M. K. Meiser, M.A., conducted archival research and is the primary author of this report. James 
Wallace, M.A., R.P.A., conducted the records search at the South Central Coastal Information 
Center (SCCIC) on February 4, 2010, and contributed research and content to this report. Further 
research and content were contributed by Sara Dietler. Rebecca Apple, M.A., R.P.A., provided 
senior review for this report. Resumes of key personnel are provided in Attachment A.  
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EXISTING CONDITIONS 
 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
The planning area is located within the Los Angeles basin, just south of the Santa Monica 
Mountains. It is approximately 10 miles east of the Pacific Ocean (Maki 1995). The 
Mediterranean climate consists of warm, dry summers and cool, wet winters. 
 
Before the Los Angeles River was paved, its course took it west of Los Angeles, flowing through 
the Hollywood area, emptying at Santa Monica Bay. The river’s overflow created a marshland 
that covered large parts of present-day Hollywood and Beverly Hills (Gumprecht 1999). The 
region, part of the Los Angeles–Santa Ana prairies, once supported food resources such as 
acorns; sage; yucca; deer; small rodents; cactus fruit; and other plants, animals, and birds 
associated with freshwater marshes, which were seasonally exploited by indigenous peoples 
(McCawley 1996). 
 
In the early 19th century, the location of present-day West Hollywood was part of the Rancho La 
Brea land grant and was used for cattle and sheep grazing. During the latter part of the 19th 
century, the land was developed for agricultural use. Sections of present-day West Hollywood 
were subdivided and farmed. Local farmers grew peas, beans, chilies, fruits, and vegetables to 
serve the growing Los Angeles market (City 2007a). 
 
Currently, West Hollywood is one of the most densely populated and developed areas in the 
Greater Los Angeles Region. No significant original native chaparral or grassland vegetation, or 
associated native wildlife, exists within the City (City 1988).  
 
Prehistoric Overview 
 
While people are known to have inhabited Southern California beginning at least 13,000 years 
Before Present (B.P.) (Arnold et al. 2004), the first evidence of human occupation in the Los 
Angeles area dates to at least 9000 B.P. and is associated with a period known as the 
Millingstone horizon (Wallace 1955; Warren 1968). Departing from the subsistence strategies of 
their nomadic big-game hunting predecessors, Millingstone populations established more 
permanent settlements. Settlements were located primarily on the coast and in the vicinity of 
estuaries, lagoons, lakes, streams, and marshes where a variety of resources, including seeds, 
fish, shellfish, small mammals, and birds, were exploited. Early Millingstone occupations are 
typically identified by the presence of handstones (manos) and millingstones (metates), while 
those Millingstone occupations dating later than 5000 B.P. contain a mortar and pestle complex 
as well, signifying the exploitation of acorns in the region. 
 
Although many aspects of Millingstone culture persisted, by 3500 B.P., a number of 
socioeconomic changes occurred (Erlandson 1994; Wallace 1955; Warren 1968). These changes 
are associated with the period known as the Intermediate horizon (Wallace 1955). Increasing 
population size necessitated the intensification of existing terrestrial and marine resources 
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(Erlandson 1994). This was accomplished in part through use of the circular shell fishhook on 
the coast and more abundant and diverse hunting equipment. Evidence for shifts in settlement 
patterns has been noted at a variety of locations at this time and is seen by many researchers as 
reflecting increasingly territorial and sedentary populations. The Intermediate horizon marks a 
period in which specialization in labor emerged, trading networks became an increasingly 
important means by which both utilitarian and nonutilitarian materials were acquired, and travel 
routes were extended. Archaeological evidence suggests that the margins of numerous rivers, 
marshes, and swamps within the Los Angeles River Drainage served as ideal locations for 
prehistoric settlement during this period. These well-watered areas contained a rich collection of 
resources and are likely to have been among the more heavily trafficked travel routes.  
 
The Late Prehistoric period, spanning from approximately 1500 B.P. to the Spanish mission era, 
is the period associated with the florescence of the contemporary Native American group who 
the Spanish referred to as the Gabrielino (Wallace 1955). Occupying the southern Channel 
Islands and adjacent mainland areas of Los Angeles and Orange counties, the Gabrielino are 
reported to have been second only to their Chumash neighbors in terms of population size, 
regional influence, and degree of sedentism (Bean and Smith 1978). The Gabrielino are 
estimated to have numbered around 5,000 in the pre-contact period (Kroeber 1925), and maps 
produced by early explorers indicate that at least 26 Gabrielino villages were within proximity to 
known Los Angeles River courses, while an additional 18 villages were reasonably close to the 
river (Gumprecht 1999). Subsistence consisted of hunting, fishing, and gathering. Small 
terrestrial game were hunted with deadfalls, rabbit drives, and by burning undergrowth, while 
larger game such as deer were hunted using bows and arrows. Fish were taken by hook and line, 
nets, traps, spears, and poison (Bean and Smith 1978; Reid 1939 [1852]). The primary plant 
resources were the acorn, gathered in the fall and processed in mortars and pestles, and various 
seeds that were harvested in late spring and summer and ground with manos and metates. The 
seeds included chia and other sages, various grasses, and islay or holly leafed-cherry (Reid 1939 
[1852]).  
 
Ethnographic Overview 
 
Native Americans prehistorically inhabited the region and occupied a vast area of territory, 
including the entire Los Angeles basin and the Pacific Coast from Aliso Creek to Topanga 
Creek. As the population was distributed over diverse environmental habitats, strategies for food 
collection were varied. They maintained a sophisticated level of social organization in their 
chiefdoms. Relatively wealthy and populous thanks to an accessible variety of natural resources, 
their trade network extended as far as the San Joaquin Valley, the Colorado River, and Baja 
California. Their decorative arts and ritual ornaments using shell inlay in asphaltum, rare 
minerals, and soapstone were cultural trademarks of this group. 
 
After the establishment of the Spanish Mission San Gabriel in 1771, the Native Americans were 
forcibly baptized and became known as the Gabrielino. Native villages and activities were 
disrupted with the introduction of mission life and agricultural practices that altered the 
landscape and the distribution of natural resources. By the time mission lands were secularized in 
1834, there were approximately 1,000 neophytes living at Mission San Gabriel, and the native 
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population had been decimated by European diseases. With secularization and Mexican control 
of the missions, the missions and their holdings were liquidated. By the time the United States 
annexed California in 1848, most of the Gabrielino population had fled the region. Few 
Gabrielino survived against smallpox, starvation, and violence into the 20th century. 
 
Historic Overview 
 
Spanish explorers made brief visits to Gabrielino territory in both 1542 and 1602; on both 
occasions, the two groups exchanged trade items (McCawley 1996). Sustained contact with 
Europeans did not commence until the onset of the Spanish period, which began in 1769 when 
Gaspar de Portola and a small Spanish contingent began their exploratory journey along the 
California coast from San Diego to Monterey. Passing through the Los Angeles area, they 
reached the San Gabriel Valley on August 2 and traveled west through a pass between two hills 
where they encountered the Los Angeles River and camped on its east bank near the present-day 
North Broadway Bridge. Father Juan Crespi’s diaries indicate that on that day they “entered a 
spacious valley, well grown with cottonwoods and alders, among which ran a beautiful river. 
This plain where the river runs is very extensive and…is the most suitable site for a large 
settlement” (The River Project 2001). He goes on to describe this “green, lush valley”; its “very 
full flowing, wide river”; the “riot of color” in the hills; and the abundance of native grapevines, 
wild roses, grizzly, antelope, quail, and steelhead trout. Crespi observed that the soil was rich and 
“capable of supporting every kind of grain and fruit which may be planted.” The river was 
named El Rio y Valle de Nuestra Senora la Reina de los Angeles de la Porciuncula. 
 
A string of 21 missions was established in the years that followed the Portola expedition. By the 
early 1800s, the majority of the surviving Gabrielino population had entered the mission system, 
under the jurisdiction of Mission San Gabriel or Mission San Fernando. Mission life offered the 
Indians security in a time when their traditional trade and political alliances were failing and 
epidemics and subsistence instabilities were increasing (Jackson 1999). This lifestyle change also 
brought with it significant negative consequences for Gabrielino health and cultural integrity, 
however. 
 
On September 4, 1781, 12 years after Crespi’s initial visit, the El Pueblo de la Reina de los 
Angeles was established not far from the site where Portola and his men camped. Watered by the 
river’s ample flow and the area’s rich soils, the original pueblo occupied 28 square miles and 
consisted of a central square surrounded by 12 houses and a series of 36 agricultural fields 
occupying 250 acres plotted to the east between the town and the river. By 1786, the flourishing 
pueblo attained self-sufficiency and funding by the Spanish government ceased. Fed by a steady 
supply of water and an expanding irrigation system, agriculture and ranching grew, and by the 
early 1800s, the pueblo produced 47 cultigens (Gumprecht 1999).  
 
Alta California became a state when Mexico won its independence from Spain in 1821, and Los 
Angeles selected its first city council the following year. The authority of the California missions 
gradually declined, culminating with their secularization in 1834. Native Americans who had 
become dependent on the missions were disenfranchised, and most Gabrielino neophytes either 
fled to the north or sought work as laborers for nearby private land owners. Former mission lands 
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were quickly divided and granted to private citizens for use as agricultural and pastoral land 
(Reid 1939 [1852]).  
 
As the possibility of a takeover of California by the United States loomed large in the 1840s, the 
Mexican government increased the number of land grants in an effort to keep the land in 
Mexican hands. More than 600 rancho grants were made between 1833 and 1846. The planning 
area falls within the 4,439-acre Rancho La Brea, granted to Antonio Jose Rocha and Nemisio 
Dominquez on January 6, 1828 (Kielbasa 1997).  
 
The United States took control of California after the Mexican-American War of 1846, seizing 
Monterey, San Francisco, San Diego, and Los Angeles with little resistance. Los Angeles soon 
slipped from American control, and was retaken in 1847. Approximately 600 U.S. sailors, 
marines, Army dragoons, and mountain men converged under the leadership of Colonel Stephen 
W. Kearney and Commodore Robert F. Stockton in early January of that year to challenge the 
California resistance, which was led by General Jose Maria Flores. The American party crossed 
the San Gabriel River and scored a decisive victory over the Californians, effectively ending the 
war and opening the door for increased American immigration (Takahashi 1980).  
 
The population of California continued to grow with the expansion of the railroads. The 
Southern Pacific Railroad extended its line from San Francisco to Los Angeles in 1876. 
Newcomers continued to pour into Los Angeles and the population nearly doubled between 1870 
and 1880. The completion of the second transcontinental line, the Santa Fe, took place in 1886, 
causing a fare war that drove fares to an unprecedented low. More settlers continued to head 
west and the demand for real estate skyrocketed. The Los Angeles population rose from 11,000 
in 1880 to 50,000 by 1890 (Meyer 1981:45). The San Pedro, Los Angeles, and Salt Lake 
Railroad (later incorporated into the Union Pacific system) was built in 1905. During the first 
three decades of the 20th century, more than 2 million people moved to Los Angeles County, 
transforming it from a largely agricultural region into a major metropolitan area (Gumprecht 
1999). 
 
Site-Specific Historic Setting 
 
The planning area was very likely host to the Gabrielino prior to the 18th century. They would 
have exploited locally available resources such as acorns; sage; yucca; deer; small rodents; 
cactus fruit; and other plants, animals, and birds associated with freshwater marshes (McCawley 
1996). The area was granted to Senor Moreno in 1775 and was most likely used by Spanish 
settlers for cattle and sheep grazing (CPPOA 2007). During the latter half of the 19th century, the 
area was primarily used for farming. The land was subdivided into large lots, allowing residents 
to grow crops such as peas, beans, chilies, fruits, and vegetables for the growing Los Angeles 
market (City 2007a).  
 
West Hollywood was once part of the 4,439-acre Rancho La Brea, granted to Antonio Jose 
Rocha and Nemisio Dominquez on January 6, 1828. The former area of Rancho La Brea would 
currently be bounded (roughly) by Wilshire Boulevard in the south, Cynthia Street to the west, 
Sunset Boulevard to the north, and Gower Street in the east (Kielbasa 1997). After receiving title 
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to part of Rancho La Brea as payment for legal services, Henry Hancock and his brother 
purchased the rest of Rancho La Brea from the son of Antonio Jose Rocha in 1860. By the 
1870s, Hancock was exploiting the vast petroleum reserves present in the area. In the early 
1860s, Hancock devised a scheme to use camels to deliver mail cross-country. Camels and camel 
handlers were brought in from Turkey and Egypt (Kielbasa 1997). 
 
George Caralambo (also known as Greek George and, later, George Allen), who had come to 
America in 1855 to serve as a camel driver for the military, was hired by Hancock as a camel 
driver. Hancock gave Caralambo permission to build a farmhouse and camel stables in the 
northwest part of Rancho La Brea, located within present-day West Hollywood. When the cross-
country mail service plan failed, Caralambo released the camels into the local area. The camels 
continued to roam freely for nearly 30 years (Kielbasa 1997). Caralambo built an adobe in the 
vicinity of Santa Monica Boulevard and Kings Road, and continued to work for Hancock as a 
ranch hand into the 1870s. In 1874, Caralambo alerted the local sheriff that the infamous bandit 
Tiburcio Vasquez was hiding out on his farm and claimed a $15,000 reward (Kielbasa 1997). 
 
In 1894, Moses Sherman purchased land at the corner of San Vicente Boulevard and Santa 
Monica Boulevard. This became the location of the Los Angeles Railway Company powerhouse 
and maintenance shop buildings (currently the site of the Pacific Design Center). Many workers 
and their families moved to the area and, by 1912, the town of Sherman was a burgeoning 
community (City 2007a, 2007b; West Hollywood Marketing and Visitors Bureau 2007).  
 
In the 1910s, the movie industry moved into the area, and several silent-era movie studios were 
established in Sherman. One of Hollywood’s first movie studios opened on a lot on the 
southwest corner of Santa Monica Boulevard and Formosa Avenue. By 1922, the studio was 
owned by Mary Pickford and Douglas Fairbanks. The studio later became known as Samuel 
Goldwyn Studio and is currently called The Lot Studios (Terry A. Hayes Associates LLC 2006). 
 
Sherman continued to grow, spreading north. Although the neighboring community of 
Hollywood was annexed to the City of Los Angeles in 1910, Sherman residents voted against 
annexation in 1924. The following year, the town changed its name to West Hollywood, a move 
that recognized their ties to the neighboring community but reiterated their separate identity 
(ARG 2008). Since the area was not part of the City of Los Angeles, and therefore not subject to 
Los Angeles city laws, the area became a haven for bootleggers and gamblers in the 1920s. 
Unincorporated West Hollywood, with its loose county regulations, was viewed as the perfect 
venue for the development of entertainment-related nightlife. Many nightclubs and casinos 
flourished along the Sunset Strip at this time (ARG 2008). On a broader scale, the repeal of 
Prohibition precipitated later closing times for bars, as well as new laws permitting the mixing of 
drinks and dancing (Federal Writers Project 1941).  
 
Zoning changes in the 1930s allowed for new development along the major thoroughfare of 
Sunset Boulevard, including new retail areas, such as Sunset Plaza, and additional nightclubs 
(West Hollywood Marketing and Visitors Bureau 2007). Throughout the 1930s and 1940s, 
nightclubs such as the Trocadero, the Mocambo, and Ciro’s were popular entertainment spots for 
Hollywood film stars. These clubs were viewed as places to see and be seen. The thoroughfare 
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itself, Sunset Boulevard, known as the “Sunset Strip,” became famous for its film industry 
patronage (Hancock 1949; ARG 2008). 
 
Several factors led to a decline in the Sunset Strip’s nightlife during the 1950s. Changing 
expectations allowed celebrities, no longer under stringent studio contracts, to socialize more 
privately (West Hollywood Marketing and Visitors Bureau 2007). The introduction of television 
provided in-home entertainment, and popular headline acts like Dean Martin and Frank Sinatra 
began to vacate the Sunset Strip in favor of more lucrative Las Vegas casino contracts. With the 
departure of popular headline acts, nightclubs became infused with the progressive jazz and folk 
music scene during this period of decline.  
 
Meanwhile, the rock ‘n’ roll music phenomenon was emerging. At its onset, New York City 
maintained its traditional role as the epicenter of American music. By the early 1960s, however, 
that role was shifting west to the greater Los Angeles area. The music industry received a 
tremendous jolt from the emergence of the Beatles in 1964, who signed with the American music 
company Capitol Records, based in Hollywood. New ideas also emerged in the local record-
making industry when both Phil Spector (with his label Philles Records) and Brian Wilson (of 
the Beach Boys) began to use movie industry recording studios to make popular music by the 
early 1960s. Rock music inspired a brief renaissance of nightlife on Sunset Strip but, by the late 
1960s, hippie culture dominated the Strip and eventually the nightclub scene waned again. This 
was due in part to a failed business coup by the Los Angeles County Supervisor to redevelop the 
Sunset Strip into a financial district. Despite this, the Strip remained a viable draw for the record 
business, largely because of its billboard landscape that helped to publicize and promote records 
(Priore 2007). 
 
In addition to the music industry, the design industry took root locally from the 1920s. Architects 
designed iconic buildings in the popular Spanish Colonial Revival and Art Deco styles. Most 
notably, the radical Modern style, pioneered by Rudolph Schindler, arguably began in West 
Hollywood. The Schindler House, built in 1922, was constructed of tilt up concrete panels and 
consisted of glass and open space. Located on Kings Road, the Schindler House began a trend of 
progressive architectural design in West Hollywood and influenced California architecture for 
the rest of the century. This local trend of progressive architecture continued through the 
popularity of the mid-century Modern style and culminated in the Pacific Design Center (PDC), 
designed by Argentine architect Cesar Pelli in 1975. The PDC blue building was completed in 
1975, the green building in 1988, and the recent red building in 2009. 
 
Socially, West Hollywood continued to attract residents interested in a tolerant environment 
removed from restrictive laws of both the City and County of Los Angeles. From the late 1960s, 
the gay community developed a strong and influential base as West Hollywood progressively 
reversed anti-gay laws and supported equal rights. As the gay movement gained momentum after 
the Stonewall riots in New York on June 28, 1969, West Hollywood became a center for gay 
culture and activism. The gay population grew significantly, influencing local policies, 
particularly after the City was incorporated in 1984. The establishment of domestic partnerships 
offered a local alternative to marriage that recognized both same-sex and opposite-sex unions.  
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Incorporation of the City was spurred by resistance to the County’s plan to remove rent control 
restrictions. Fearing rapid rent inflation, residents and the Community for Economic Survival 
banded together to vote for incorporation. West Hollywood adopted one of the strongest rent 
control laws in the nation and continued to pass local ordinances in support of equal rights, 
environmental sustainability, and social responsibility.  
 
Historically, physical development of West Hollywood has been a mix of residential, 
commercial, and light industrial buildings, including movie studios, modest homes, and iconic 
architectural masterworks. Prior to the 1920s, the area was largely undeveloped (Los Angeles 
Public Library [LAPL] 1906–1950, Vol. 10, 1919, Sheet 0c). U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 
topographic maps from 1906 and 1921 reveal that very little development took place within the 
planning area during that 15-year period. The Pasadena and Pacific Railroad had been converted 
to the Pacific Electric line and extended through present-day West Hollywood. Numerous oil 
wells dotted the area directly south of West Hollywood (USGS 1906 Santa Monica 30’ 
Quadrangle; USGS 1921 Santa Monica 30’ Quadrangle). By the 1950s, the area had been 
subdivided and more heavily developed, though some surrounding parcels remained 
undeveloped (LAPL 1906–1951, Vol. 20, 1926–1950, Sheet 2017). The City is currently one of 
the most densely populated and developed areas in Los Angeles. 
 
 
REGULATORY SETTING 

This section discusses the regulatory setting for cultural resources within the City. A summary of 
federal, state, and local laws and designation criteria is provided.  

Federal 

National Historic Preservation Act 

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 created the framework for preservation 
activity in the United States. The NHPA redefined and expanded the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) (established by the Historic Sites Act of 1935), created the position of 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), and set up the Historic Preservation Fund to fund the 
provisions of the NHPA. Section 106 of the NHPA requires that the effects of all federal 
undertakings on properties eligible or listed in the NRHP be taken into account. 

Amendments to the NHPA in 1980 provided for the establishment of a Certified Local 
Government (CLG) program. The CLG program allows for direct local government participation 
and integration in the statewide historic preservation planning process. Cities can apply for CLG 
status and, to qualify, must adopt a historic preservation ordinance, establish a qualified 
preservation commission, provide for adequate public participation, and conduct a 
comprehensive historic resource survey. An advantage to becoming a CLG includes the ability to 
compete for preservation grants. CLGs directly participate in the nomination of historic 
properties to the NRHP and perform other preservation functions as delegated by SHPO under 
the NHPA.  
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National Register of Historic Places 
The NRHP is an authoritative guide used by federal, state, and municipal governments; private 
groups; and citizens to identify the nation’s cultural resources. The NRHP is administered by the 
National Park Service. Nominations within the state are made to the California State Office of 
Historic Preservation and reviewed by the State Historical Resources commission. If approved, 
nominations are forwarded by the SHPO to the National Park Service. The Keeper of the NRHP 
makes the final determination regarding the listing of properties in the NRHP. Buildings, 
structures, objects, sites, and districts may be listed in the NRHP. To be listed, the resource has 
to meet one or more of the criteria presented in 36 Code of Federal Regulations 60. This includes 
buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, material, 
workmanship, feeling, and association, and that are the following: 

A. Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
our history; or 

B. Associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C. Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or 
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent 
a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual 
distinction; or 

D. Have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

National Historic Landmarks 
The National Historic Landmark (NHL) program is conducted by the National Park Service to 
identify, designate, and protect cultural resources of national significance. NHLs are identified 
by theme studies conducted by the National Park Service. These theme studies provide an 
additional level of documentation in the NRHP designation process. Information on the history, 
significance, and integrity of a property, along with a statement on the relationship of the 
property to NRHP criteria, is prepared. Nominations are reviewed by the National Park Service 
Advisory Board, which forwards recommendations for designation to the Secretary of the 
Interior for a final determination. 

State 

California Environmental Quality Act 

Historical resources are recognized as part of the environment under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code [PRC] Sections 21002(b), 21083.2, 
and 21084.1). Under CEQA, the lead agency is responsible for determining whether a project 
may have a significant effect on historical or archaeological resources. If it can be demonstrated 
that a project will cause damage to a historical resource or a unique archaeological resource, the 
lead agency may require that reasonable efforts be taken to preserve these resources in place or 
provide mitigation measures.  
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CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations Title 14, Section 15064.5  

CEQA Guidelines provide definitions that qualify a “historical resource” if it is the following:  

1) Listed in the California Register for Historical Resources (CRHR). 

The CRHR was created by the state legislature in 1992 and is intended to serve as an 
authoritative listing of historical and archaeological resources in California. There are several 
ways in which a resource can be listed in the CRHR, which are codified under Title 14 
California Code of Regulations (CCR), Section 4851 as follows: 

a. A resource can be listed in the CRHR by the State Historical Resources Commission. 

b. If a resource is listed in or determined eligible for listing in the NRHP, it is automatically 
listed in the CRHR. 

c. If a resource is a California State Historical Landmark, from No. 770 onward, it is 
automatically listed in the CRHR. 

Additionally, the eligibility criteria for the CRHR are intended to serve as the definitive 
criteria for assessing the significance of historical resources for purposes of CEQA, in this 
way establishing a consistent evaluation process for all public agencies statewide. A resource 
may be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR if it does the following: 

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 
of California’s history or cultural heritage; 

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;  

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high 
artistic values; or 

4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

A resource must also retain the integrity of its physical identity that existed during its period 
of significance. Integrity is evaluated with regard to retention of location, design, setting, 
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. 

In addition to the above criteria, a resource younger than 45 years may be listed in the CRHR 
if it falls under the category of Special Considerations (PRC Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, 
Section 4852[d][2]). If it can be demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to evaluate the 
historical importance of a resource, it may be found eligible for the CRHR. 

2) Determined eligible for the CRHR by the State Historical Resources Commission. 

3) Included in a local register of historical resources.  
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Per PRC Section 5020.1(k): “Local register of historic resources” means a list of properties 
officially designated or recognized as historically significant by a local government pursuant 
to a local ordinance or resolution. 

4) Identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting the requirements of PRC 
Section 5024.1(g).  

A resource identified as significant in a historical resource survey may be listed in the CRHR 
if the survey meets all of the following criteria: 

1. The survey has been or will be included in the State Historic Resources Inventory. 

2. The survey and the survey documentation were prepared in accordance with Office [of 
Historic Preservation] procedures and requirements. 

3. The resource is evaluated and determined by the Office [of Historic Preservation] to have 
a significance rating of Category 1 to 5 on Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 
Form 523. 

4. If the survey is 5 or more years old at the time of its nomination for inclusion in the 
CRHR, the survey is updated to identify historical resources that have become eligible or 
ineligible due to changed circumstances or further documentation and those that have 
been demolished or altered in a manner that substantially diminishes the significance of 
the resource. 

5) Determined by a lead agency to be historically significant.  

According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(3), “Any object, building, structure, site, 
area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant or 
significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, 
social, political, military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to be an historical 
resource, provided the lead agency’s determination is supported by substantial evidence in light 
of the whole record. Generally, a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be 
‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for listing on the CRHR (PRC Section 
5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852)” and it retains sufficient integrity. 

California Historical Landmarks 
California Historical Landmarks (CHLs) are buildings, structures, sites, or places that have been 
determined to have statewide historical significance. Typically, CHLs reflect well-known places 
or events in California history such as missions, battlegrounds, or gold rush sites. All CHLs are 
of statewide significance and meet one of the following criteria: 

 Be the first, last, only, or most significant of its type in the state or within a large 
geographic region (Northern, Central, or Southern California).  

 Be associated with an individual or group having a profound influence on the history of 
California.  
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 Be a prototype of, or an outstanding example of, a period, style, architectural movement, 
or construction or is one of the more notable works or the best surviving work in a region 
of a pioneer architect, designer, or master builder. 

California Points of Historical Interest 
California Points of Historical Interest are buildings, structures, sites, or features of local (city 
and county) significance and have anthropological, cultural, military, political, architectural, 
economic, scientific or technical, religious, experimental, or other value. Points of Historical 
Interest designated after December 1997 and recommended by the State Historical Resources 
Commission are also listed in the CRHR. The criteria for designation of Points of Historical 
Interest are the same as those that govern the CHL program.  

Public Resources Code 5097.5 

Section 5097.5 of the California PRC prohibits excavation or removal of any “vertebrate 
paleontological site or historical feature situated on public lands, except with the express 
permission of the public agency having jurisdiction over such lands.” Section 30244 requires 
reasonable mitigation of adverse impacts to paleontological resources from development on 
public land. Penal Code Section 623 spells out regulations for the protection of caves, including 
their natural, cultural, and paleontological contents. It specifies that no “material” (including all 
or any part of any paleontological item) will be removed from any natural geologically formed 
cavity or cave. 

Public Resources Code 5097.98 

This section discusses the procedures that need to be followed upon the discovery of Native 
American human remains. The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), upon 
notification of the discovery of human remains by the coroner, is required to notify those persons 
it believes to be most likely descended from the deceased Native American. It enables the 
descendant to inspect the site of the discovery of the Native American human remains and to 
recommend to the land owner (or person responsible for the excavation) means of treating, with 
dignity, the human remains and any associated grave goods. 

Health and Safety Code 7050.5  

This code establishes that any person who knowingly mutilates, disinters, wantonly disturbs, or 
willfully removes any human remains in or from any location without authority of the law is 
guilty of a misdemeanor. It further defines procedures for the discovery and treatment of Native 
American remains. 

Health and Safety Code 8010-8011  

This code is intended to provide consistent state policy to ensure that all California Indian human 
remains and cultural materials are treated with dignity and respect. The code extends policy 
coverage to nonfederally recognized tribes and federally recognized groups. 
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Assembly Bill 2641  

This section provides procedures for private land owners to follow upon discovering Native 
American human remains. Land owners are encouraged to consider culturally appropriate 
measures if they discover Native American human remains as set forth in California PRC 
Section 5097.98. Assembly Bill 2641 further clarifies how the land owner should protect the site 
both immediately after discovery and into the future. 

Senate Bill 18 

Because the proposed project would result in an update to the West Hollywood General Plan, it 
is required to comply with Senate Bill 18 (Government Code sections 65352.3, 65352.4), which 
requires that, prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan proposed on or after March 1, 
2005, a city or county must consult with Native American tribes with respect to the possible 
preservation of, or the mitigation of impacts to, specified Native American places, features, and 
objects located within that jurisdiction. Accordingly, the City Community Development 
Department initiated tribal consultation in accordance with the State of California Tribal 
Consultation Guidelines. With the information currently available, no known Native American 
cultural places would be affected by the proposed project. 

Local 

City of West Hollywood Historic Preservation Ordinance 

The City adopted the Historic Preservation Ordinance in 1989 as part of the Municipal Code 
(Title 19, Article 19-4, Chapter 19.58). The ordinance outlines goals to preserve cultural 
resources in the City, including the designation criteria and the establishment of a governing 
commission.  

Historic Preservation Commission 
The Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) updates the City’s Historic Resources Survey and 
recommends to the Planning Commission and City Council the designation of cultural resources. 
The Historic Preservation Commission (formerly Cultural Heritage Commission) was created on 
November 6, 1989, and consists of five members appointed directly by a Council member and 
two members appointed by the Council as a whole (at-large). All members appointed serve a 2-
year term, commencing on June 1 following a general election. Members must have a significant 
interest in the City such as residency, business or residential ownership, economic involvement, 
or some other valid link as determined by the City Council. All members of the HPC have a 
demonstrated interest or competence in, or knowledge of, historic preservation and the cultural 
resources of the City. HPC members are not officers or employees of the City. 

The powers and duties of the HPC are outlined in West Hollywood Municipal Code Section 
2.40.100 et seq. and include periodically updating the City’s Historic Resources Survey and 
recommending to the City Council the designation of cultural resources including structures, 
portions of structures, improvements, natural features, landmarks, sites, objects, historic districts, 
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multiple resources, or thematic groupings of structures sharing common characteristics or uses 
and recommending certificates of appropriateness to the Planning Commission. 

Criteria for Designation of Cultural Resources  
The HPC may approve the nomination and recommend to the City Council the designation of a 
cultural resource or historic district if it finds that the cultural resource meets one or more of the 
following criteria:  

A.  Exemplifies Special Elements of the City. It exemplifies or reflects special elements of the 
City’s aesthetic, architectural, cultural, economic, engineering, political, natural, or social 
history and possesses integrity of design, location, materials, setting, workmanship 
feeling, and association in the following manner:  

1. It embodies distinctive characteristics of a period, method, style, or type of 
construction, or is a valuable example of the use of indigenous materials or 
craftsmanship; or  

2. It contributes to the significance of a historic area by being:  

a.  A geographically definable area possessing a concentration of historic or scenic 
properties; or  

b.  A thematically related grouping of properties that contribute to each other and are 
unified aesthetically by plan or physical development; or  

3.  It reflects significant geographical patterns, including those associated with different 
eras of growth and settlement, particular transportation modes, or distinctive 
examples of community or park planning; or  

4.  It embodies elements of architectural design, craftsmanship, detail, or materials that 
represent a significant structural or architectural achievement or innovation; or  

5.  It has a unique location or singular physical characteristic or is a view or vista 
representing an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood, community, 
or the city; or 

B.  Example of Distinguishing Characteristics. It is one of the few remaining examples in the 
city, region, state, or nation possessing distinguishing characteristics of an architectural or 
historical type or specimen; or  

C.  Identified with Persons or Events. It is identified with persons or events significant in 
local, state, or national history; or  

D.  Notable Work. It is representative of the work of a notable architect, builder, or designer.  

Except as outlined below, the criteria and procedure for designating a historic district are the 
same as for designating individual cultural resources as above.  



 
Page 18 West Hollywood Cultural Resources Assessment 
 09120175 WeHo CR Assessment Report.doc 

A.  Historic Resources Survey. As part of the nomination for designating a historic district, a 
historic resources survey shall be prepared identifying all contributing resources and non-
contributing resources. If not otherwise designated, all cultural resources listed in a 
designated historical district will be considered “contributing.” The survey may also 
identify contributing landscaping, natural features, or sites. The survey shall be reviewed 
in accordance to the designation procedures listed below. The survey shall identify the 
manner in which the proposed district possesses a significant concentration, linkage, or 
continuity of sites, buildings, structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by 
plan or physical development within the period of significance and within the context of 
the district.  

B.  Finding of Contribution. Each cultural resource within a proposed historic district must 
be identified as a contributing resource. If a resource is individually designated, it is then 
automatically considered a contributing resource within the district that includes it. 
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RESEARCH METHODS 
 
 
The investigation for this project involved archival research, including an archival records 
search, a sacred land files check, and other background research to evaluate cultural and 
historical resources. The study area encompassed the entire City. 
 
 
RECORDS SEARCH 
 
Archival research for this project was conducted by James Wallace, M.A., on February 4, 2010, 
at the SCCIC housed at California State University, Fullerton. The research focused on the 
identification of previously recorded cultural resources within or intersecting the City. The 
archival research included review of previous cultural resources investigation reports, cultural 
resources site records, historic maps, and historic property inventories. Historic maps included 
Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps and historic USGS topographic maps. Inventories of the NRHP, 
the CRHR, the California State Historic Resources Inventory (HRI), and California Historical 
Landmarks and Points of Interest were reviewed to identify cultural resources within the study 
area. Additionally, on April 14, 2010, Trina Meiser, M.A., contacted John Chase at the City and 
was provided with a list of designated historical resources within West Hollywood. 
 
Previous Cultural Resources Investigation Reports 
 
The records search revealed that 28 cultural resources investigations were previously conducted 
within the City (Table 1).  
 
 
Table 1. Previous Cultural Resources Investigation Reports 
 
Author Report# (LA-) Title Date 

Anonymous LA 1578 Technical Report Archaeological Resources Los Angeles 
Rapid Rail Transit Project Draft Report 

1983 

Bissell, Ronald M. LA 1968 Cultural Resources Literature Review of the Metro Rail 
Red Line Western Extension Alternatives 

1989 

Casen, George LA 3765 Historic Property Survey NA 

Duke, Curt LA 4401 Cultural Resource Assessment at 8721 Sunset Boulevard 1999 

Duke, Curt LA 4402 Cultural Resource Assessment at 9145 Sunset Boulevard 1999 

Duke, Curt LA 4411 Cultural Resource Assessment at 8300 West Sunset 
Boulevard 

1999 

Duke, Curt LA 4551 Cultural Resource Assessment for Pacific Bell Services 
Facility LA 618-05 

1999 

Duke, Curt LA 4574 Cultural Resource Assessment for Pacific Bell Services 
Facility LA 454-01 

1999 

Duke, Curt LA 5028 Cultural Resource Assessment for AT&T Wireless 
Services Facility C632.1 

2000 
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Author Report# (LA-) Title Date 

Gray, Deborah LA 5090 Cultural Resource Assessment for Pacific Bell Mobile 
Services Facility LA 454-01 

1999 

Duke, Curt LA 5343 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. SM 096-01 

2001 

Maki, Mary K. LA 5355 Negative Phase I Survey of 0.35 acres for Havenhurst 
Senior Housing Project 

2001 

Duke, Curt LA 6123 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. SM 015-02 

2002 

Duke, Curt LA 6128 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. SM 014-01 

2001 

Wlodarski, Robert J. LA 7375 Phase I Archaeological Study Linick-Weisman House 2004 

Duke, Curt, and Judith 
Marvin 

LA 7772 Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. SM 182-02 

2003 

Carmack, Shannon, and 
Judith Marvin 

LA 8095 Cultural Resource Assessment the Melrose Triangle 
Project 

2004 

McKenna, Jeanette LA 8244 Phase I Cultural and Paleontological Investigation for 
Sunset Millennium Project 

1999 

Maki, Mary K. LA 8269 0.3-acre Archaeological Survey for the Sierra Bonita 
Construction Project 

2007 

Bonner, Wayne H. LA 9538 Cultural Resources Records Search for AT&T Mobility, 
LLC Candidate EL0130-01 

2008 

Bonner, Wayne H., and 
Kathleen Crawford 

LA 9555 Cultural Resources Record Search for T-Mobile USA 
Candidate SV11745B 

2009 

Bonner, Wayne H., and 
Kathleen Crawford 

LA 9556 Direct APE Historic Architectural Assessment for T-
Mobile USA Candidate SV11745B 

2009 

Ehringer, Candace, and 
Angel Tomes 

LA 9799 Cultural Resources Assessment for the Proposed 
Movietown Specific Plan Project 

2008 

Ehringer, Candace, and 
Angel Tomes 

LA 9801 Cultural Resources Assessment for the Proposed Sunset 
Time Specific Plan 

2008 

Botkin, Steven G. LA 847 1/4-acre Lot Survey of the Corner of San Vicente Blvd 
and Beverly Boulevard 

1973 

Salls, Roy A. LA 236 Archaeological Recon. Survey of West Hollywood Civic 
Center Esa Project 

1988 

White, Robert S. LA 2271 Archaeological Assessment of the Cedars-Sinai Medical 
Center 

1991 

Ehringer, Candace, and 
Angel Tomes 

LA 9304 Cultural Resources Assessment for the Proposed 
Formosa Specific Plan at Santa Monica Boulevard 

2007 

 
 
Previously Recorded Cultural Resources Site Records 
 
Seventeen properties and structures were identified during the site records search. All of the 
identified site records pertained to historic buildings constructed between the early and middle 
20th century (Table 2). 
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Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources Site Records  
 
Primary 
Number Resource Name Date  Significance 

19-3173 Linick/Weisman House c. 1928 NRHP-eligible 

19-176757 Pacific Design Center Blue and Green Buildings 1975/1987  

19-176772 8720 Sunset Boulevard Classical Revival Temple 1934  

19-176773 Sunset Plaza Commercial District 1934–1936 NRHP-eligible 

19-176871 Craftsman District (Hancock and Palm Avenues) 1911–1931  

19-176909 Sunset Strip District 1935–1939  

19-176911 7155 Santa Monica Boulevard Commercial Building 1928  

19-187323 633 North Almont Drive 1950s  

19-187324 9080 Santa Monica Boulevard 1928 CRHR-eligible 

19-187439 7400-7408 Santa Monica Boulevard Vanetta Building (Property 
# 083531) 

1920s–
1950s 

 

19-188224 7141 Santa Monica Boulevard/1107-1117 Detroit Street    

19-188277 1310 Olive Drive Historic Apartment Complex 1951  

19-188278 8414 Sunset Boulevard Historic Architectural Evaluation 1919  

19-188279 8426/8430 Sunset Boulevard House of Blues 1919, 1992 
remodel 

 

19-188280 8432 Sunset Boulevard    

19-188460 8375 Fountain Avenue Apartments c. 1957  

19-188508 8730 Sunset Boulevard, Sunset Towers    

 
 
National Register of Historic Places 
 

Eight historic properties in West Hollywood were identified as listed in the NRHP (Table 3). 
These resources include the works of famed architects and distinctive examples of architectural 
styles that create West Hollywood’s unique character and are primarily listed under NRHP 
Criterion C. This list does not appear to be comprehensive. 
 
 
Table 3. Historic Properties listed in the NRHP 
 
Primary Number Resource Name Address Year Listed 

19-176742 Lloyd Wright Home and Studio 858 North Doheny Drive 1987 

19-167269 Colonial House 1416 N. Havenhurst Drive 1982 

19-176750 Hacienda Arms Apartments 8439 Sunset Boulevard 1983 

19-176748 Sunset Towers 8358 Sunset Boulevard 1980 

19-180739 N. Harper Ave. Historic District North Harper Avenue between 
Fountain and De Longpre Avenues 

1996 

19-176743 Patio del Moro 8225–8237 Fountain Avenue 1986 

19-176746 Ronda  1400–1414 Havenhurst Drive 1985 

19-176744 R.M. Schindler House 833 North Kings Road 1971 
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California State Historic Resources Inventory 
 
A search of the HRI produced a list of 257 historic resources previously recorded in West 
Hollywood (Attachment B). Of these, 121 were evaluated as having potential local, state, or 
national significance.  
 
City of West Hollywood Designated Historical Resources 
 
The City provided a comprehensive list of 77 resources within the City that are listed in the 
NRHP or CRHR, or are designated as locally significant (Table 4; Attachment B). Of these, 17 
are indicated as listed in the NRHP. Figure 3 indicates designated historical resources in the City.  
 
 
Table 4. Historical Resources Designated by the City of West Hollywood 
 
Resource Name Address  Year Built  Significance 

Villa Italia  1201 Crescent Heights Boulevard 1931  Designated  

Savoy Plaza  1360 Crescent Heights Boulevard 1929  Designated  

The Tuscany  1400 Crescent Heights Boulevard 1925  Designated  

The Granville  1424 Crescent Heights Boulevard 1929  Designated  

La Fontaine  1285–1289 Crescent Heights Boulevard 1928  Designated  

Old Sherman  8914 Cynthia Street 1905  Designated  

First Baptist Church  9025 Cynthia Street 1920  Designated  

Hart House  8341 Delongpre Avenue 1919  Designated  

Lloyd Wright Home and 
Studio  

858 Doheny Drive 1927  NRHP  

 9231–1945-1/2 Doheny Road 1936–1938  Designated  

Crescent Heights Methodist 
Church  

1296/7870 Fairfax Avenue/Fountain Avenue 1924  Designated  

Craftsman  1228 Flores Street 1918  Designated  

Art Deco Apartment 
Building  

1236 Flores Street 1931  Designated  

 1224–1226 Flores Street 1928  Designated  

 1230–1232 Flores Street 1928  Designated  

The Royal Gardens  1255–1263 Flores Street 1927  Designated  

Patio del Moro; Arthur & 
Nina Zwebell (Harper Ave. 
Historic District; Courtyard 
Thematic District)  

8225–8237 Fountain Avenue 1926  NRHP  

Four Gables; Leland Bryant  8250–8262 Fountain Avenue 1927  NRHP  

Beau Sejour  8320–8328 Fountain Avenue 1928  Designated  

Fountain Corridor Group  8352–8356 Fountain Avenue 1926  Designated  

 8415–8423 Fountain Avenue 1941  Designated  

The Villas  8468–8480 Fountain Avenue 1939  Designated  

El Palacio  8491–8499 Fountain Avenue 1931  Designated  
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Resource Name Address  Year Built  Significance 

Adobe House  916 Genesee Avenue 1922  Designated  

Normandie Towers  7219 Hampton Avenue 1925  Designated  

Fire Station 7  958 Hancock Avenue 1929  Designated  

 1013 Hancock Avenue 1915  Designated  

 1017 Hancock Avenue 1913  Designated  

 1009–1011 Hancock Avenue 1931  Designated  

El Pasadero (Harper Ave. 
Historic District; Courtyard 
Thematic District)  

1330 Harper Avenue 1931  NRHP  

Casa Real  1354 Harper Avenue 1931  NRHP  

The Ramona  1236–1246 Harper Avenue 1923  NRHP  

Villa Primavera; Arthur & 
Nina Zwebell (Harper Ave. 
Historic District; Courtyard 
Thematic District)  

1300–1308 Harper Avenue 1923  NRHP  

Romanesque Villas 
(Architect: Leland Bryant) 

1301–1309 Harper Avenue 1926  NRHP  

Harper House (Architect: 
Leland Bryant) 

1334–1336 Harper Avenue 1929  NRHP  

Villa Sevilla (Harper Ave. 
Historic District; Courtyard 
Thematic District)  

1338–1352 Harper Avenue 1931  NRHP  

Colonial House (Architect: 
Leland Bryant)  

1416 Havenhurst Drive 1930  NRHP  

La Ronda  1400–1414 Havenhurst Drive 1928  NRHP  

Hayworth Tower; Leland 
Bryant  

1314 Hayworth Avenue 1930  NRHP  

Spanish Colonial Revival  1440 Hayworth Avenue 1933  Designated  

 1440–1450 Hayworth Avenue 1933  Designated  

 8756 Holloway 1946  Designated  

 8766 Holloway 1937  Designated  

Schindler Buildings  8758 –8760 Holloway 1937  Designated  

 8762–8764 Holloway 1946  Designated  

Schindler House  835 Kings Road 1922  NRHP  

Rootenberg-Markham 
House  

902 Kings Road 1952  Designated  

Lotus Apartments  1216–1224 La Cienega Boulevard 1928  Designated  

English Village  1000–1012-1/2 Larrabee Street 1924  Designated  

 1343 Laurel Avenue 1923  Designated  

Villa D’Este  1355 Laurel Avenue 1928  Designated  

 1334–1342 Laurel Avenue 1927  Designated  

Pacific Design Center Blue 
and Green Buildings 

8687 Melrose Avenue 1975/1987  Designated  

 8954–8956 Norma Place 1921  Designated  

Craftsman District  976 Palm Avenue 1924  Designated  
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Resource Name Address  Year Built  Significance 

Craftsman District  986–988 Palm Avenue 1922  Designated  

Old Sherman  850 San Vicente Blvd (Building at 873 San 
Vicente was moved to 850 San Vicente in 
1999)  

1899  Designated  

Old Sherman  837–841 San Vicente Boulevard 1902  Designated  

Old Sherman  843–845 San Vicente Boulevard 1900  Designated  

Old Sherman  847–849 San Vicente Boulevard 1900  Designated  

Irv's Burgers  8289 Santa Monica Boulevard 1946  Designated  

Emser Building  8431 Santa Monica Boulevard 1926  Designated  

First National Bank of 
Sherman  

8811 Santa Monica Boulevard 1922  Designated  

Gable & Wyant Commercial 
Building  

8851 Santa Monica Boulevard 1926  Designated  

 8701–8713 Santa Monica Boulevard 1928  Designated  

Sunset Tower  8358 Sunset Boulevard 1930  NRHP  

Piazza del Sol  8439 Sunset Boulevard 1927  NRHP  

El Mirador  1302–1310 Sweetzer Avenue 1929  Designated  

Courtyard Thematic District  819–825-1/2 Sweetzer Avenue 1928?  Designated  

Plummer Park Apartment 
Grouping  

1132 Vista Street 1929  Designated  

Plummer Park Apartment 
Grouping  

1140 Vista Street 1933  Designated  

Plummer Park Apartment 
Grouping  

1124–1126 Vista Street 1929  Designated  

Plummer Park Apartment 
Grouping  

1128–1130 Vista Street 1929  Designated  

Plummer Park Apartment 
Grouping  

1144–1146 Vista Street 1933  Designated  

County Library  903 Westbourne Drive 1922  NRHP  

Movie Studio  1041 Formosa Avenue and 7136–7156 Santa 
Monica Boulevard 

1919  Designated  

The Formosa Café  7156 Santa Monica Boulevard 1934 Designated  



Source: City of West Hollywood 2010; USGS 7.5' Quadrangle Beverly Hills, Calif. 1981, Hollywood, Calif. 1981

Figure 3
Designated Historical Resources in the City of West Hollywood
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NATIVE AMERICAN CONTACT PROGRAM 
 
The NAHC conducted a check of its Sacred Lands File for the affected project area on February 
11, 2010. The search failed to indicate “the presence of Native American cultural resources in 
the immediate project area.” However, the absence of specific site information in the Sacred 
Lands File does not preclude the possibility of cultural resources within the project area. Contact 
letters were sent to individuals listed by the NAHC as potentially having an interest in the project 
(see below). No comments have been received to date.  
 
Shoshonean Gabrielino Band of Mission 
Indians 
Andy Salas, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 393 
Covina, CA 91723 
 
Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of 
Mission 
Anthony Morales, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 693 
San Gabriel, CA 91778 
 
Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe 
Bernie Acuna 
501 Santa Monica Blvd. 
Santa Monica, CA 90401 
 
 
Ti’At Society 
Cindi Alvitre 
6515 E. Seaside Walk, #C 
Long Beach, CA 90803 
 
Tongva Ancestral Territorial Tribal Nation 
John Tommy Rosas, Tribal Admin. 
tattnlaw@gmail.com 

Gabrielino-Tongva Tribe  
Linda Candelaria, Chairwoman 
1875 Century Park East, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90067 
 
 
Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California 
Tribal Council 
Robert F. Dorame, Tribal Chair/Cultural 
P.O. Box 490 
Bellflower, CA 90707 
 
Los Angeles City and County Native 
American Indian Community 
Ron Andrade, Director 
3175 West 6th Street, Room 403 
Los Angeles, CA 90020 
 
Gabrielino Tongva Nation 
Sam Dunlap, Chairperson 
P.O. Box 86908 
Los Angeles, CA 90086 
 
 
 

 
 
Senate Bill 18 Consultation 
 
Senate Bill 18 consultation was conducted separately by the City.  
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RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
 
RESULTS 
 
No prehistoric or historic archaeological resources were identified within the planning area. 
However, the planning area is located within the Los Angeles basin, part of the Los Angeles–
Santa Ana prairies, a sensitive setting that was seasonally exploited by indigenous peoples 
prehistorically. While the area has undergone extensive development in the 20th century, the 
planning area possesses a high potential to contain buried cultural resources, including historic 
and prehistoric artifacts and features and human remains. 
 
The NAHC conducted a check of its Sacred Lands File for the affected planning area on 
February 11, 2010. The search failed to indicate “the presence of Native American cultural 
resources in the immediate project area.” However, the absence of specific site information in the 
Sacred Lands File does not preclude the possibility of cultural resources within the planning 
area. Contact letters were sent to individuals listed by the NAHC as potentially having an interest 
in the project. No comments have been received to date. 
 
West Hollywood has a rich developmental history reflected in its array of historical resources. 
Seventy-seven designated historical resources are located within the City, and many more historic 
resources older than 45 years have been identified in the planning area. In 2007, West Hollywood 
was designated as one of the National Trust for Historic Preservation’s Dozen Distinctive 
Destinations, an annual list of unique and preserved communities in the United States. West 
Hollywood’s designated resources include several residential, hotel, and other commercial 
buildings, and historic districts. The R.M. Schindler House, the Lloyd Wright Home and Studio, 
the Savoy Plaza, the North Harper Historic District, and Sunset Tower are all listed in the NRHP 
for their distinctive architectural features. Other historic landmarks include the Sunset Strip, the 
Pacific Design Center, the Pickford Fairbanks Studio, the United Artists Studio, the Cristofelles 
Lace Factory, and several large apartment buildings. These landmarks reflect the significant 
historical development of West Hollywood, particularly from the 1900s through the 1920s. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER WORK 
 
The lack of surface evidence of archaeological materials does not preclude the possibility that 
subsurface archaeological materials may exist. In the event that any archaeological materials are 
encountered during earth-moving activities, the construction contractor shall cease activity in the 
affected area until the discovery can be evaluated by a qualified cultural resources specialist 
(archaeologist) in accordance with the provisions of CEQA Section 15064.5. 
 
In accordance with the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance and General Plan policies, 
inventory and evaluation of the City’s historical resources should be performed periodically to 
further identify West Hollywood’s significant historical resources for proper stewardship and 
perpetuity.  
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 Design + Planning Resume

Education 
MA, Historic Preservation Planning, Cornell University, 2003 
BA, History, Kenyon College, 1998 
 
Professional Affiliations 
Member, National Trust for Historic Preservation 
Member, Society of Architectural Historians  
Member, California Preservation Foundation 
 
 
 

Trina Meiser is a historic preservation specialist and an 
architectural historian with 6 years of experience in 
surveying, documenting, evaluating, and planning for 
historic structures, districts, sites, and cultural resources. 
Her background is based on a solid knowledge of 
architectural history, architectural styles and terminology, 
building materials conservation, and historic preservation 
theory. She has led seminars on architectural styles and the 
history of historic preservation, charrettes for the design 
treatments of historic districts, as well as workshops in 
materials conservation. She has completed cultural resource 
technical reports, National Register of Historic Places 
nominations, historic structures reports, and Federal 
Rehabilitation Tax Credit applications. She has consulted on 
a variety of historic structure rehabilitation plans with 
clients, architects, engineers, and agency representatives 
for regulatory review. Her experience in historic preservation 
planning provides a strong understanding of federal, state, 
and local historic preservation laws. She has a thorough 
knowledge of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties and their functions in 
historic preservation planning. 
 
Ms. Meiser’s areas of interest include urban and landscape 
preservation planning and design, building restoration, 
archaeology, international heritage sites, and historic 
district and neighborhood revitalization projects. She is a 
member of the Society of Architectural Historians, the 
California Preservation Foundation, the National Trust for 
Historic Preservation, and several regional historical 
societies and preservation organizations. 
 

 

Trina Meiser 
Architectural Historian 
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Project Experience 
 
Historic Preservation Projects 
 
NAVFAC Southwest National Register Eligibility Assessment 
for Naval Base Ventura County, Port Hueneme, CA 
As Architectural Historian, recorded and evaluated 18 
buildings at the Naval Construction Training Center at Port 
Hueneme for eligibility to the National Register. Conducted 
research on the Disaster Recovery Training School for 
incorporation into the historical context. Completed DPR 
forms and incorporated findings in a Historic Resources 
Evaluation Report. 
 
TCR Properties Ramona Air Center Environmental Impact 
Report, Ramona, CA 
As Architectural Historian, conducted a survey and historical 
research of structures more than 50 years old to evaluate 
and document historic resources. Results were recorded on 
DPR forms and summarized for inclusion in the project 
Environmental Impact Report. 
 
Exposition Light Rail Authority Transit Phase 2,  
Los Angeles County, CA 
As Architectural Historian, conducted fieldwork to record 
and evaluate historic resources along the Exposition 
Corridor ROW. Completed a Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report for the evaluation of historical resources for eligibility 
to the National Register of Historic Places and the California 
Register of Historical Resources. Provided cultural 
resources portion of Environmental Impact Statement, 
including mitigation measures for the treatment of 
evaluated historical resources. 
 
San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)/Caltrans 
SR-76 Mission to I-15 Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report, San Diego, CA 
As Architectural Historian, conducted fieldwork to record 
and evaluate ranching buildings and residences. Completed 
a Historical Resources Evaluation Report per Caltrans 
standards for the evaluation of historical resources for 
eligibility to the National Register of Historic Places and the 
California Register of Historical Resources. 
 
City of Temecula Main Street Bridge Replacement Project, 
Temecula, CA 
As Architectural Historian, conducted a survey and historical 
research of historic resources in Old Town Temecula 
adjacent to the Main Street Bridge. Results were recorded 

on DPR forms and in a Historical Resources Survey Report 
per Caltrans guidelines. 
  
Allen, Matkins, Leck, Gamble, Mallory & Matsis, LLP 301 
University Avenue Historical Evaluation and Technical 
Report, San Diego, CA 
As Architectural Historian, evaluated the condition and 
integrity of the former supermarket building dating from 
1942. Prepared Historic Resources Evaluation Report and 
survey forms. Summarized findings for inclusion in the 301 
University Uptown Environmental Impact Report. 
 
Department of Veterans Affairs Environmental Assessment 
of Seismic Upgrades, San Francisco, CA 
As Architectural Historian, consulted with architects and 
designers for the rehabilitation and seismic retrofit of the 
1930s-era Art Deco San Francisco Veterans Affairs Medical 
Center buildings. Reviewed plans and rehabilitation 
standards to evaluate design of new additions and 
alterations. Engaged in consultation with the State Historic 
Preservation Office. 
 
City of Del Mar North Torrey Pines Bridge “Sorrento 
Overpass” Restoration, Del Mar, CA 
As Historic Preservation Specialist, consulted with engineers 
for the restoration of the 1933 North Torrey Pines Bridge to 
resolve significant impacts to the National Register-eligible 
resource. Assessed the deterioration of the bridge and 
established the historic character-defining features to be 
preserved. Evaluated restoration plans to suggest mitigation 
measures for its treatment in compliance with the Secretary 
of Interior Standards for Restoration. 
 
National Park Service Jefferson National Expansion 
Memorial, St. Louis, MO 
As Architectural Historian, contributed to the cultural 
resources section of the GMP/EIS. Provided historical 
context for the Native American occupation, the French 
colonial establishment, and the 19th century development of 
the built environment in St. Louis, Missouri. 
 
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation Fort 
Totten Conservation Work Weekend, New York, NY 
As Historic Preservation Specialist, organized a historic 
preservation event to perform restoration work on Officers’ 
Quarters at retired military site along New York’s East River. 
Oversaw the conservation of historic exterior woodwork 
elements. This conservation project was completed prior to 
joining this firm. 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Hurricane 
Katrina Recovery, Disaster 1604-DR-MS, Biloxi, MS 
As Architectural Historian, recorded the condition and 
integrity of multiple properties affected by Hurricane Katrina 
and performed photo documentation. Determined if 
structures were eligible for National Register designation. 
Results were summarized in a report and through a series of 
maps generated in GIS. This conservation work was 
performed prior to joining this firm. 
 
FEMA Hurricane Katrina Recovery, Disaster 1604-DR-MS, 
Biloxi, MI 
As Historic Preservation Specialist, completed Section 106 
review and coordinated with the State Historic Preservation 
Office to ensure that all projects funded by FEMA complied 
with federal regulations and the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Evaluated restoration projects for National 
Register eligibility in compliance with Secretary of Interior’s 
Standards for Restoration and Rehabilitation under 
Programmatic Agreement. This historic preservation work 
was performed prior to joining EDAW. 
 
City of Ithaca Downtown Commercial Historic District 
National Register Eligibility Nomination, Ithaca, NY 
As Historic Preservation Planner, completed research and 
documentation of downtown commercial buildings dating 
from the 1830s to the 1930s. Document included 
architectural descriptions of each building. Successful 
nomination to the National Register. This historic 
preservation planning project was completed prior to joining 
this firm. 
 
City of Ithaca University Avenue Historic District National 
Register Eligibility Assessment, Ithaca, NY 
As Historic Preservation Planner, completed documentation 
included in the survey and nomination of this residential 
historic district with resources dating from the 1860s to the 
1950s. This historic preservation planning project was 
completed prior to joining this firm. 
 
Historic Ithaca’s State Theatre Restoration Project,  
Ithaca, NY 
As Historic Preservation Specialist, evaluated restoration 
designs for compatibility with the historic character of the 
resource and for compatibility with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. Performed 
conservation of textiles, decorative fixtures, plaster, and 
windows. Managed construction projects relating to 

aesthetic and ADA accessibility modifications. This 
restoration work was completed prior to joining this firm.  
 
Historic Ithaca, Inc. The Clinton House, Ithaca, NY 
As Historic Preservation Planner/Specialist, evaluated 
designs for compatibility with the historic character of the 
resource and for compatibility with the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation. Compiled and 
prepared Part 1 of the Federal Rehabilitation Tax Credit 
Application. Oversaw construction management for 
aesthetic modifications to historic elements. This planning 
and conservation project was completed prior to joining this 
firm. 
 
City of Ithaca The Delaware, Lackawanna and Western Train 
Station National Register Eligibility Nomination, Ithaca, NY 
As Historic Preservation Specialist, composed historic 
context statement and architectural description for historic 
train station. Photodocumented building and submitted the 
application to the State Office of Historic Preservation. This 
historic preservation planning project was completed prior 
to joining this firm. 
 
Athens Exchange Hotel Stagecoach Livery Historic 
Structures Report, Athens, PA 
As Preservation Planner, conducted comprehensive 
assessment of exterior and interior spaces of 1860s livery 
structure. Identified character-defining features and 
compiled historic context statement. Photodocumented 
building and developed recommendations for treatment and 
maintenance of deteriorated historic features. This 
conservation project was completed prior to joining this firm. 
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Education 
BA, Anthropology, San Diego State University, 1998 
Minor, American Indian Studies, San Diego State University, 1998 
 
Affiliations 
Society for American Archaeology 
Society for California Archaeology 
 
Publications and Professional Papers 
Dietler, S. 2000.  Protohistoric Burial Practices of the Gabrielino as Evidenced by the 
Comparison of Funerary Objects from Three Southern California Sites.  In Proceedings of 
the Society for California Archaeology, Volume 13.  Judyth Reed, Greg Greenway, and 
Kevin McCormick eds.  Society for California Archaeology.  Fresno. 
 
Strauss, M. and S. Dietler 2006.  Bones, Beads and Bowls: Variation In Habitation And 
Ritual Contexts At Landing Hill.  Oral Presentation at the Society for California 
Archaeology Meeting, Ventura, California, April. 
Dietler, S. 2008.  Digging Deep: Archival Research into the History of Los Angeles’ City 
Cemetery.  Oral Presentation at the Society for American Archaeology (SAA) Meeting, 
Vancouver, B.C., Canada, March. 
 
Dietler, S. 2008.  Digging Deep: Archival Research into the History of Los Angeles’ City 
Cemetery. Oral Presentation at the Society for California Archaeology Meeting, Burbank, 
California, April. 
 
Strauss, M., S. Dietler, and C. Ehringer. 2008. Death Lends a Hand: Archaeological 
Excavations of Los Angeles’s City Cemetery. Oral paper presentation at the Society for 
Historical Archaeology Annual Meeting, Albuquerque, NM. 
 
Ehringer, C., L. Kry, S. Dietler, and M. Strauss, 2008.  After the Bones Have Gone: The 
Role of Personal Effects in Identifying Unmarked Historic Burials.  Poster presentation at 
the Society for Historical Archaeology Annual Meeting, Albuquerque, NM. 
 
Presentations and Lectures 
2005.  Guest lecturer at Santa Monica Community College regarding career opportunities 
in cultural resources management, Santa Monica, CA. 
 
2006.  Guest lecturer at Santa Monica Community College regarding early Los Angeles 
history and cemetery research and excavation, Santa Monica, CA. 

Sara Dietler is a project archaeologist with eleven years of experience 
in cultural resource management and is also a cross-trained 
paleontological monitor.  She has worked for more than six years in the 
Los Angeles area and participated in both historic and prehistoric 
research throughout the county.  Since joining AECOM’s Los Angeles 
office, she has specialized in the development history of downtown Los 
Angeles and co-authored technical reports on numerous projects 
relating to this subject.  
 
Sara manages project tasks for a full range of projects for the cultural 
resources group, covering all phases of work. She coordinates with 
clients, schedules and coordinates with monitors, responds to findings 
on monitoring jobs, leads surveys, manages lab work, and contributes 
to, and completes reports.  Sara also specializes in shell bead 
manufacture and exchange among the Native American groups in 
Southern California. 

 
Project Experience 
 
Central Los Angeles High School #9 
Los Angeles, CA 
Conducted on-site monitoring and investigation of archaeological 
sites exposed as a result of construction activities.  During data 
recovery phase in connection with a 19th century cemetery located 
on-site, participated in locating of features, feature excavation, 
mapping and client coordination. Organized background research on 
cemetery including; genealogical, local libraries, city and county 
archives, other local cemetery records, internet and local fraternal 
organizations.  Advised in lab methodology and set up, as well as 
contributing sections for the in-progress technical report. 
 

Main Street Archaeological/Paleontological Monitoring and 
Assessment 
Los Angeles, CA  

 

Sara Dietler 

Project Archaeologist 

  



           

 
 

Sara Dietler Résumé 

Directed the archaeological and paleontological monitoring of a 
police parking facility in downtown Los Angeles.  Coordinated with 
the client and construction personnel throughout the project. 
Archaeological monitoring resulted in the identification of nineteen 
archaeological features.  Completed the analysis of artifacts recovered 
and is currently producing a technical report. 
 

Metro Universal 
North Hollywood, CA 
Assisted in compiling a compendium of over seventy years of 
archaeological excavation and construction monitoring in and around 
the Campo historic site.  Drafted appropriate mitigation for the 
archaeological resources within the scope of the proposed 
development. At the request of the client a Vision Plan for the 
Universal City property to the east of the project area was peer 
reviewed for consistency and appropriate mitigation to historical 
resources on that property and affects to the historical resources on 
the Metro Universal Project location.   
 

Glassell Park Early Education Center and Affordable Housing 
Project 
Los Angeles, CA 
Conducted a Phase I study for the Glassell Park Early Education 
Center (EEC) and Affordable Housing Project adjacent to the existing 
Glassell Park Elementary School. Prepared a cultural resources study 
with findings and recommendations for further work, pursuant to 
CEQA requirements. 
 

Belmont Primary Care #11 
 Los Angeles, CA 
Conducted on-site monitoring and investigation of a historic trash 
deposit exposed during grading.  Assisted in completing and 
presenting background research on the property in order to 
contextualize the artifact findings.  Conducted historic map research, 
as well as visiting local libraries, and city and county archives. 
 

Olive View Medical Center Emergency Services Expansion 
Los Angeles, CA 
Participated in a Phase I cultural resources evaluation of a portion of 
the Olive View Medical Center campus in Sylmar.   Assisted in 
research to support a California Register eligibility assessment of the 
MacClay Highline, an underground spur of the Los Angeles 
Aqueduct.   
 

Olive View Medical Center Building 403 Cultural Evaluation  
Los Angeles, CA 

Completed the historic architectural survey and assisted the 
architectural historian in evaluating a historic ward building on the 
property of the Olive View Medical Center campus in Sylmar that 
was slated for demolition.  
 

Chevron Station 31 Connection Project 
Fellows, CA  
Directed a Phase I cultural resources evaluation of an undeveloped 
property in Kern County.  Conducted an assessment of resources 
discovered during survey and prepared a Cultural Resources 
Technical Report with findings and recommendations for further 
work, pursuant to CEQA requirements. 
 

Lang Ranch 
El Monte, CA 
Participated in the Phase I archaeological survey of the 46-acre 
project area.  Project work involved the archaeological testing at two 
artifact isolate locations to determine presence of sub-surface 
deposits.   Assisted in the preparation of an Archaeological Resources 
Technical Report and EIR section with findings and 
recommendations for further work, pursuant to CEQA requirements. 
 

Woodland Duck Farm Project 
El Monte, CA 
Completed the Phase I investigation, including a historic structure and 
archaeological survey of the site of the former historic Woodland 
Duck Farm. Researched the history and background of the farm itself, 
assisted the Architectural Historian in the analysis of structures 
related to the duck farm and co-authored the technical report. 

Santa Anita Reservoir 
Los Angeles County, CA 
Completed the Phase I investigation, including a historic structure and 
archaeological survey of the site of the Santa Anita Dam, Reservoir 
and Complex. Researched the history and background of the farm 
itself, assisted the Architectural Historian in the analysis of structures 
related to the dam complex and co-authored the technical report. 
 

Western Bypass Bridge 
Temecula, CA 
Oversaw Phase I investigation including a record search and survey 
of the project area. Completed all documentation required for MND 
document. 
 

Hellman Ranch Monitoring 
Orange County, CA 



           

 
 

Sara Dietler Résumé 

Served as Lab Director for the final monitoring phase of the project, 
cataloging and analyzing artifacts recovered from salvage monitoring 
and test units placed in relation to recovered intact burials. Conducted 
microscopic analysis of small items such as bone tools and shell and 
stone beads. Directed lab assistants and oversaw special studies 
including the photo-documentation of the entire collection.  
Completed a section reporting on the results of the bead and 
ornament analysis in the final report, which was published as part of 
the EDAW technical series.   
 

Home Depot Monitoring – Lake Elsinore 
Riverside County, CA  
Participated in archaeological monitoring of Caltrans road-widening 
in vicinity of historic cemetery.  Assisted in preparing negative report 
of findings.  Coordinated with Caltrans. 
 

Public Safety Facilities Master Plan 
Los Angeles County, CA 
Assisted in research and survey of a Phase I archaeological resources 
evaluation of an approximately five-square block area in downtown 
Los Angeles.  Completed a record search at the South Central Coastal 
Information Center in addition to research on specific historic 
attributes present on the properties and general site history within the 
APE. 

The Grove at Farmers Market Monitoring Project 
Los Angeles, CA  
Served as Lab Director for the analysis of a historic collection 
recovered from the area surrounding the historic Farmers Market and 
the nearby Gilmore Adobe. The project included cataloging and 
analysis of all recovered artifacts, reconstruction of items, photo-
documentation and preparation for display and curation of the entire 
collection. Co-authored the resulting technical report for the project, 
which detailed the results of monitoring. The report included an 
analysis of features and artifacts recovered and a detailed history of 
the property. 
 

San Diego Ballpark Project 
Served as archaeological monitor for the construction of underground 
utility line installation for San Diego, California’s downtown 
ballpark.  Recovered historic artifacts and kept detailed records.  
Handled public relations and dealt with a variety of public officials 
and construction crews effectively, despite the controversial and 
complicated nature of this multimillion dollar project. 
 

SANDAG Regional Beach Restoration Project   

Acted as lead archaeological monitor in the inspection and analysis of 
offshore sediments along a large portion of coastal of San Diego 
County. The monitoring represented an effort to identify inundated 
archaeological sites in sediments representing former coastline. 
Collected samples of sediment, shellfish, and marine mammal 
remains from dredging spoils, and identified and described samples. 
Served as a vital member of a multidisciplinary team in materials 
evaluation.  Job required familiarity with construction methods, and 
an ability to deal with a high level of media and public interest. 
 

Hellman Ranch Monitoring 
Orange County, CA 
Catalogued a portion of the materials from the archaeological 
excavation of over forty test excavation units at six Gabrielino sites in 
Seal Beach, California.  Processed and analyzed in detail all 
invertebrate material recovered from the unit column samples.  
 

Barona Reservation Cultural Center Project 
San Diego County, CA 
Completed an inventory of the recently purchased core collection for 
a new archaeological museum. Identified, inventoried, cleaned, and 
restored the artifacts, including extensive lithic and ceramic 
assemblages.  Transformed the old and poorly packaged collection 
into one professionally sorted, documented, and labeled, and curated 
to Federal standards.  
 

All American Pipeline Conversion Survey 
Led a field crew as a part of a 170-mile long archaeological survey 
for the conversion of a high-pressure gas pipeline in the Mojave 
Desert between the towns of Daggett and Blythe, California.  The 
survey located and updated previously unrecorded resources, 
including 93 archaeological sites and 22 isolated artifacts.  
 

Level Three Long Haul Construction Monitoring.    
Coauthored a technical report concerning the salvage excavation of a 
Chumash multiple human burial exposed during the project, 
researching and analyzing the unique assemblage of stone beads 
associated with the human remains.  Monitored the directional 
drilling, trenching, and clean-up relating to the installation of fiber 
optic cable along the coast of Santa Barbara and Ventura Counties, 
California.  Worked closely with Chumash monitors in the 
identification, boundary and significance testing, and protection of 
prehistoric archaeological sites.   
 

Model Marsh Data Recovery.   



           

 
 

Sara Dietler Résumé 

Excavated and water screened as part of a archaeological data 
recovery project for a buried Late Prehistoric period shell midden site 
(CA-SDI-15,598) in southern coastal San Diego, California.   
Following the excavation of 41 archaeological test units and 23 
shovel test pits, sorted, catalogued, and speciated over 77,000 grams 
of shellfish and other cultural materials.  Wrote the Invertebrate 
Faunal Analysis chapter of the resulting technical report.   
 

 
 
 
MILCON Monitoring and Data Recovery.   
Served as field crew for the emergency salvage treatment of eleven 
flexed human burials on northern MCAS Camp Pendleton, San Diego 
County, California.  Data recovery included the identification of 
burial features during monitoring, exposing, documenting, and 
identifying visible remains, and then pedestalling and removing them 
in blocks.   
 

ARCO Burial Ground Salvage Excavation.   
Assisted in cataloguing and analyzing artifacts following the salvage 
excavation of site CA-LAN-2682, a Protohistoric period Gabrielino 
habitation site and burial ground. Identified, sorted, and catalogued 
archaeological material including artifacts, large numbers of 
invertebrate and vertebrate faunal remains, as well as human remains.  
Conducted extensive research on several similar sites, culminating in 
an analytical paper presented at the 1999 Society for California 
Archaeology Meetings and published the following year in the 
group’s proceedings.   
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