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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA) proposes to develop a new museum building 
on its campus on Wilshire Boulevard (the Project). The Project would involve the removal of the 
1965 complex as well as the 1986 Art of the Americas Building and the accompanying shade 
structure. The Project also includes a parking structure on Ogden Drive. The purpose of this report 
is to determine if the Project would directly or indirectly impact any historical resources within the 
study area. The study area included the Project site and a quarter mile radius. GPA Consulting 
(GPA) was retained to prepare this report as part of the environmental review of the Project in 
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Although archaeological 
sites may be considered historical resources if they are listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, this report was limited to historical resources that are part of the 
built environment.  

GPA concluded that there are no known historical resources on the Project site; however, there 
are six historical resources in the study area. These include one archaeological site designated 
as a California Historical Landmark, three resources designated as Los Angeles Historic-Cultural 
Monuments, and two neighborhoods designated as Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HPOZ). 
Additionally, there are 12 properties that were identified as potential historical resources by 
SurveyLA, the citywide historic resources survey of the City of Los Angeles. These properties were 
not researched or evaluated on an intensive-level by GPA to independently determine their 
eligibility as historical resources. Finally, there is one property that is presumed to be a historical 
resource. 

GPA identified the 1965 complex, which includes the Ahmanson Building, the Hammer Building, 
and the Bing Center, as a potential historical resource because it is over 45 years of age. The 
1965 complex was not evaluated as part of SurveyLA or any other historic resource surveys of the 
area. Thus, GPA evaluated the complex using the criteria for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places, California Register of Historical Resources, and County of Los Angeles Landmarks. 
After careful research and analysis, GPA concluded that it is not eligible for designation under 
the national, state, or county landmark programs. Although the original LACMA complex 
appears to be significant under Criterion A/1 as an important institution directly associated with 
the cultural development of Los Angeles in the postwar period, due to extensive alterations it no 
longer possesses integrity. Therefore, it is not a historical resource as defined by CEQA because it 
is ineligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places or California Register of Historical 
Resources. 

The Project would require minor alterations to two of the potential historical resources in the 
study area: the Wilshire Boulevard street lights and the Pavilion for Japanese Art. The threshold 
for determining significant impacts on historical resources in the State CEQA Guidelines is 
whether the proposed project would cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 
a historical resource, which is defined as demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the 
resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of the historical resource is 
materially impaired. This report concludes that the Project would have a less than significant 
impact on these two resources because they would not be materially impaired. The alterations 
appear to comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties. Furthermore, these two resources would continue to retain sufficient integrity to 
convey their significance.  

Although the Project would have a less than significant impact on the Pavilion for Japanese Art, 
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mitigation measures are recommended to ensure that the alterations comply with the Standards 
as the design evolves from schematic to construction documents, and to ensure that the other 
features related to the Pavilion are not damaged during construction.  

The indirect impacts the Project could have on the other historical resources in the study area 
were also analyzed. In all but four cases, the resources are so far removed from the Project site 
that there is no potential for impact. Most of the historical resources in the study area are 
already visually separated from the Project site by other buildings. The Project has the potential 
for indirect impacts to one known historical resource, the Miracle Mile HPOZ; two potential 
historical resources, the buildings at 5850 and 5950 Wilshire Boulevard; and one presumptive 
historical resource, the Observation Pit. This report concludes that the Project would have a less 
than significant impact on these historical resources. Although the new museum building and 
parking structure would introduce new visual elements to the area, they would be physically 
separated from the nearby historical resources. The integrity of these resources would not be 
compromised by the new museum building or parking structure. They would continue to be 
eligible for listing as historical resources defined by CEQA.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Purpose and Qualifications 

The Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA) is located on Wilshire Boulevard approximately 
half way between downtown Los Angeles and the Pacific Ocean. The approximately 32-acre 
campus is bounded by West 6th Street on the north, Wilshire Boulevard on the south, Ogden Drive 
(vacated) on the west, and South Curson Avenue on the east, and is roughly divided into 
eastern and western portions. LACMA is proposing to redevelop a portion of the eastern side of 
the campus, located in Hancock Park, which is occupied by an interconnected complex of 
three distinct pavilions constructed in 1965, one building and one structure constructed in 1986, 
and one building constructed in 1988. The La Brea Tar Pits and the remainder of Hancock Park 
are not part of the LACMA campus and are not part of the proposed Project. The 1965 complex 
includes the Ahmanson Building, the Hammer Building, and the Bing Center. These three 
pavilions are all connected at the ground level. The proposed Project would involve the removal 
of this complex as well as the 1986 Art of the Americas Building, and the accompanying shade 
structure. The 1988 building, the Pavilion for Japanese Art, would be retained and is not part of 
the Project.1 However, the bridges that connect the Pavilion for Japanese Art to the 1965 
complex would be removed as a result of the Project. A new approximately 387,500 square foot 
museum building would be constructed, which would span Wilshire Boulevard. The portion of the 
Project site south of Wilshire Boulevard is currently occupied by a surface parking lot. In addition, 
there would be a 260-car parking structure constructed on an existing surface parking lot on 
Ogden Drive (see Figure 1 below). 

 

Figure 1: Project site outlined in red 

                                                 
1 The building names listed in this paragraph reflect the current names listed on the LACMA website. Some 
have changed over time as explained in the context and description sections of this report.  
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GPA Consulting (GPA) was retained to identify historical resources on and in the vicinity of the 
Project site in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and to analyze 
the direct and indirect impacts on the identified historical resources. Although archaeological 
sites may be considered historical resources if they are listed or eligible for listing in the California 
Register of Historical Resources, this report was limited to historical resources that are part of the 
built environment. Teresa Grimes, Laura O'Neill, and Amanda Yoder were responsible for the 
preparation of this report. They each fulfill the qualifications for historic preservation professionals 
outlined in Title 36 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 61. Their résumés are attached in 
Appendix A.  

1.2 Methodology 

In preparing this report, the following tasks were performed: 

1. Conducted a preliminary field inspection of the Project site and surrounding area to 
determine the scope of the study. As the proposed Project involves new construction 
that would span Wilshire Boulevard, the study area was established as the Project site 
and a quarter mile radius (see Figure 2 on page 4). 

2. Researched the study area to identify any known or previously surveyed historical 
resources. This involved reviewing a records search conducted by Project consultant 
AECOM at the South Central Coastal Information Center at California State University, 
Fullerton. The records search included a quarter-mile radius around the proposed Project 
site. Information about known and previously surveyed historical resources was also 
collected from the Los Angeles Office of Historic Resources.  

3. Conducted an intensive field inspection of the Project site to ascertain the general 
condition and physical integrity of the buildings over 45 years of age.2 The portion of the 
Project site designed by William L. Pereira & Associates in 1965 was identified as a 
potential historical resource because it is over 45 years of age. Properties less than 50 
years of age are ineligible for designation under federal, state, and county landmark 
programs unless they meet special requirements. The 1986 Art of the Americas Building 
was excluded from consideration as a potential historical resource for lack of sufficient 
age. Digital photographs were taken during this field inspection, which included building 
interiors and exteriors as well as landscape features.  

4. Researched the history of the Project site to establish its original design and appearance 
and how it has evolved over time. Sources consulted included the building plans and 
historic photograph collections. 

5. Researched the Project site at local libraries and archives to establish the general history 
and the contexts in which it should be evaluated. Sources consulted included 
architectural periodicals, Los Angeles Times and New York Times articles, and scholarly 
sources, such as books and journals.  

                                                 
2 The 45-year criterion recognizes that there may be as much as a five-year lag between the identification 
of historical resources and the date planning decisions are made. This criterion is found in the "Instructions 
for Recording Historical Resources," State Office of Historic Preservation, March 1995, 2. It encourages the 
collection of information about properties that may become eligible for listing in the National Register of 
Historic Places or California Register of Historical Resources within the planning period for a development 
project.  
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6. Reviewed and analyzed ordinances, statutes, regulations, bulletins, and technical 
materials relating to federal, state, and local historic preservation assessment processes 
and programs to evaluate the significance and integrity of the buildings on the Project 
site. 

7. Reviewed the conceptual site plan and schematic design for the new museum building 
(prepared by Peter Zumthor, dated July 2017) to analyze potential Project impacts on 
the identified historical resources. 

 

Figure 2:  Project Site and Study Area 
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2. REGULATORY FRAMEWORK 

Generally, a lead agency must consider a property a historical resource under CEQA if it is 
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). The 
California Register is modeled after the National Register of Historic Places (National Register). 
Furthermore, a property is presumed to be historically significant if it is listed in a local register of 
historical resources or has been identified as historically significant in a historic resources survey 
(provided certain criteria and requirements are satisfied) unless a preponderance of evidence 
demonstrates that the property is not historically or culturally significant.3 Historic preservation 
programs and regulations applicable to the Project site and its vicinity, including the National 
Register, California Register, Los Angeles County Historic Preservation Ordinance, and City of Los 
Angeles Cultural Heritage Ordinance and Historic Preservation Overlay Zone Ordinance, are 
discussed below.  

2.1 National Register of Historic Places 

The National Register is "an authoritative guide to be used by federal, state, and local 
governments, private groups, and citizens to identify the nation's cultural resources and to 
indicate what properties should be considered for protection from destruction or impairment."4 

Criteria  

To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property must be at least 50 years of age 
(unless the property is of “exceptional importance”) and possess significance in American history 
and culture, architecture, or archaeology. A property of potential significance must meet one or 
more of the following four established criteria: 5 

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. Yield, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

Context 

To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property must be significant within a historic 
context. National Register Bulletin #15 states that the significance of a historic property can be 
judged only when it is evaluated within its historic context. Historic contexts are “those patterns, 
themes, or trends in history by which a specific...property or site is understood and its meaning...is 

                                                 
3 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 and 14 California Code of Regulations Sections 4850 & 
15064.5(a)(2). 
4 Title 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60.2. 
5 Title 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 60.4. 
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made clear.”6 A property must represent an important aspect of the area’s history or prehistory 
and possess the requisite integrity to qualify for the National Register.  

Integrity 

In addition to possessing significance within a historic context, to be eligible for listing in the 
National Register a property must have integrity. Integrity is defined in National Register Bulletin 
#15 as "the ability of a property to convey its significance.”7 Within the concept of integrity, the 
National Register recognizes the following seven aspects or qualities that in various combinations 
define integrity: feeling, association, workmanship, location, design, setting, and materials. 
Integrity is based on significance: why, where, and when a property is important. Thus, the 
significance of the property must be fully established before the integrity is analyzed.  

Criteria Consideration G 

Certain types of properties are not usually eligible for listing in the National Register. These 
properties include buildings and sites that have achieved significance within the past 50 years. 
Fifty years is a general estimate of the time needed to develop historical perspective and to 
evaluate significance. In addition to being eligible under one of the four criteria listed above, 
these properties must meet a special requirement called a criteria consideration in order to be 
eligible for listing in the National Register. There are seven criteria considerations. Criteria 
Consideration G states "a property achieving significance within the last 50 years is eligible if it is 
of exceptional importance."8 This criteria consideration guards against the listing of properties of 
fleeting contemporary interest.  

2.2 California Register of Historical Resources 

In 1992, Governor Wilson signed Assembly Bill 2881 into law establishing the California Register. 
The California Register is an authoritative guide used by state and local agencies, private 
groups, and citizens to identify historical resources and to indicate what properties are to be 
protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse impacts.9 

The California Register consists of properties that are listed automatically as well as those that 
must be nominated through an application and public hearing process. The California Register 
automatically includes the following: 

• California properties listed in the National Register and those formally Determined Eligible 
for the National Register; 

• State Historical Landmarks from No. 0770 onward; and 

• Those California Points of Historical Interest that have been evaluated by the State Office 
of Historic Preservation (SOHP) and have been recommended to the State Historical 
Resources Commission for inclusion on the California Register.10 

 

                                                 
6 National Register Bulletin #15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (Washington D.C.: 
National Park Service, Department of the Interior, 1997), 7-8. 
7 Ibid., 44-45. 
8 Ibid., 41. 
9 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 (a). 
10 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 (d). 
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Criteria and Integrity 

For those properties not automatically listed, the criteria for eligibility of listing in the California 
Register are based upon National Register criteria, but are identified as 1-4 instead of A-D. To be 
eligible for listing in the California Register, a property generally must be at least 50 years of age 
and must possess significance at the local, state, or national level, under one or more of the 
following four criteria: 

1. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United 
States; or 

2. It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history; 
or 

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values; or 

4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important in the prehistory or 
history of the local area, California, or the nation. 

Properties eligible for listing in the California Register may include buildings, sites, structures, 
objects, and historic districts. A property less than 50 years of age may be eligible if it can be 
demonstrated that sufficient time has passed to understand its historical importance. While the 
enabling legislation for the California Register is less rigorous with regard to the issue of integrity, 
there is the expectation that properties reflect their appearance during their period of 
significance.11 

The California Register may also include properties identified during historic resource surveys. 
However, the survey must meet all of the following criteria:12  

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 
[SOHP] procedures and requirements; 

3. The resource is evaluated and determined by the office [SOHP] to have a significance 
rating of Category 1 to 5 on a DPR Form 523; and 

4. If the survey is five or more years old at the time of its nomination for inclusion in the 
California Register, 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. 

SOHP Survey Methodology 

The California Historical Resource Status Codes are codes that were created by SOHP to classify 
historic resources in the state’s inventory. Status codes are three-digit evaluation codes for use in 
classifying potential cultural resources. Status codes comprise combinations of numbers and 

                                                 
11 Public Resources Code Section 4852. 
12 Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. 
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letters. The first digit indicates the general category of evaluation. The letter code indicates 
whether the resource is separately eligible (S), eligible as part of a district (D), or both (B). The 
third digit is a code that describes some of the circumstances or conditions of the evaluation.13 

The general evaluation categories are as follows: 

1. Listed in the National Register or the California Register. 

2. Determined eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register. 

3. Appears eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register through 
survey evaluation. 

4. Appears eligible for listing in the National Register or the California Register through other 
evaluation. 

5. Recognized as historically significant by local government. 

6. Not eligible for listing or designation as specified. 

7. Not evaluated or needs re-evaluation.  

2.3 Los Angeles County Historic Preservation Ordinance 

The Historic Preservation Ordinance of Los Angeles County seeks to preserve distinctive historical, 
architectural, and landscape characteristics that are part of the County’s overall history, and 
includes criteria and procedures for the designation of landmarks within unincorporated Los 
Angeles County, as well as County-owned properties.14  

A structure, site, object, tree, landscape, or natural land feature may be designated as a Los 
Angeles County Landmark if it is 50 years of age or older and satisfies one or more of the 
following criteria: 

1. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of the history of the nation, State, County, or community in which it is located; 

2. It is associated with the lives of persons who are significant in the history of the nation, 
State, County, or community in which it is located;  

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, architectural style, period, or method 
of construction, or represents the work of an architect, designer, engineer, or builder 
whose work is of significance to the nation, State, County, or community in which it is 
located; or possesses artistic values of significance to the nation, State, County, or 
community in which it is located; 

4. It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, significant and important information regarding 
the prehistory or history of the nation, State, County, or community in which it is located;  

5. It is listed, or has been formally determined eligible by the United States National Park 
Service for listing, in the National Register of Historic Places, or is listed, or has been 

                                                 
13 For a complete list of California Historical Resource Status Codes, please see: State of California, Office of 
Historic Preservation, “Historical Resource Status Codes,” December 8, 2003. Accessed April 17, 2017, 
http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1069/files/chrstatus codes.pdf. 
14 Los Angeles County Historic Preservation Ordinance (Ord. 2015-0033 § 3, 2015). 
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formally determined eligible by the State Historical Resources Commission for listing, on 
the California Register of Historical Resources;  

6. If it is a tree, it is one of the largest or oldest trees of the species located in the County; or 

7. If it is a tree, landscape, or other natural land feature, it has historical significance due to 
an association with an historic event, person, site, street, or structure, or because it is a 
defining or significant outstanding feature of a neighborhood. 

A property less than 50 years of age may be designated as a County Landmark, if it meets one 
or more of the above criteria and exhibits exceptional importance. The interior space of a 
property, or other space held open to the general public, including but not limited to a lobby, 
may be designated as a Landmark or included in the Landmark designation of a property if the 
space qualifies for designation as a Landmark under the applicable criteria.15  

2.4 Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Ordinance 

The Los Angeles City Council adopted the Cultural Heritage Ordinance in 1962 and amended it 
in 2007 (Sections 22.171 et seq. of the Administrative Code). The Ordinance created a Cultural 
Heritage Commission and criteria for designating Historic-Cultural Monuments (HCM). The 
Commission is comprised of five citizens, appointed by the Mayor, who have exhibited 
knowledge of Los Angeles history, culture, and architecture. The four criteria for HCM 
designation are as follows:  

• The proposed HCM reflects the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, 
state or community; or 

• The proposed HCM is identified with historic personages or with important events in the 
main currents of national, state or local history; or 

• The proposed HCM embodies the characteristics of an architectural type specimen 
inherently valuable for a study of a period, style or method of construction;  

• The proposed HCM is the notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose 
individual genius influenced his or her age.16 

Unlike the National and California Registers, the Ordinance makes no mention of concepts such 
as physical integrity or period of significance. Moreover, properties do not have to reach a 
minimum age requirement, such as 50 years, to be designated as HCMs.  

2.5 Los Angeles City Historic Preservation Overlay Zone Ordinance 

The Los Angeles City Council adopted the ordinance enabling the creation of Historic 
Preservation Overlay Zones HPOZs in 1979; Angelino Heights became Los Angeles’ first HPOZ in 
1983.17 HPOZ areas range in size from neighborhoods of approximately 50 parcels to more than 
3,000 properties. While most districts are primarily residential, many have a mix of single-family 
and multi-family housing, and some include commercial and industrial properties. HPOZs are 
established and administered by the Los Angeles City Planning Department (in concert with the 
City Council). Individual buildings in an HPOZ need not be of landmark quality on their own: it is 
                                                 
15 Los Angeles County Ord. 2015-0033 § 3, 2015, Section 22.52.3060. 
16 Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 22.171.7. 
17 Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.20.3. 
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the collection of a cohesive, unique, and intact collection of historical resources that qualifies a 
neighborhood for HPOZ status. On March 25, 2015, the City Council approved two Interim 
Control Ordinances (ICOs). One ICO prohibiting demolitions and substantial alterations of homes 
in five proposed HPOZs, and a second ICO limiting the scale of new construction in 15 additional 
neighborhoods. Both ordinances took effect immediately upon adoption.  

3. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

3.1 History and Description of the Study Area 

The study area is located in the Wilshire Community Plan Area of the City of Los Angeles in a 
neighborhood known as the Miracle Mile. Historically, the Miracle Mile referred specifically to the 
stretch of Wilshire Boulevard between Fairfax Avenue and Highland Avenue, but is now 
generally applied to areas extending north and south of Wilshire Boulevard.18 In the early 1920s, 
Wilshire Boulevard west of Western Avenue was an unpaved farm road, extending through dairy 
farms and bean fields. Developer A. W. Ross saw potential for the area and began to develop 
this stretch of Wilshire Boulevard as a commercial district to rival downtown Los Angeles. 

Ross had, until the early 1920s, a rather uneventful career. However, when the grand 
Ambassador Hotel opened near the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Normandie Avenue 
in 1921, it caught Ross’s attention. He considered that Los Angeles would continue to sprawl 
outwards from downtown, thanks to the rise in automobile travel. As new suburbs like Hancock 
Park and Beverly Hills developed, he also considered that these residents would rather shop 
closer to home than make the trip into congested downtown Los Angeles. His idea was to 
purchase the vacant land along Wilshire Boulevard in speculation of new development.19  

People dismissed the idea as “Ross’s Folly.” Bankers and friends alike tried to convince Ross that 
purchasing open agricultural fields outside the city limits and neighboring foul-smelling, oozing 
tar pits, loud oil derricks and dusty air fields was a terrible investment, citing his past failures as a 
developer. However, Ross felt confident in his calculations: he had decided that approximately 
four miles was a reasonable distance that a shopper would willingly travel, and drew circles four 
miles in diameter on a map around each of these new suburbs. Every place the circles 
intersected, Ross bought up open land.20  

The first lots he sold were on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard, where small commercial 
establishments began to crop up. It was at this time that the stretch was given the name 
“Miracle Mile,” when a friend declared that it was a “miracle” this development was taking 
place at all!21 Ross’s investment was proceeding smoothly until he hit a snag in 1925. That year, 
the city of Los Angeles annexed the Miracle Mile and zoned it residential. Ross lost in his appeals 
to voters and even the California Supreme Court to continue with commercial development, 
coming against powerful interests downtown who started to view Wilshire Boulevard as 
competition. Despite this loss, Ross was able to discover a loophole in the new law that would 
allow for spot-zoning through an arduous process of planning commission and city council 
meetings on a case-by-case basis. However, this method allowed Ross to have greater influence 

                                                 
18 The Miracle Mile commercial corridor was not identified as a potential historic district by SurveyLA or any 
other historic resources surveys of the area conducted within the last five years. 
19 Kevin Roderick, Wilshire Boulevard: Grand Concourse of Los Angeles (Santa Monica: Angel City Press, 
2011), 124-125. 
20 Roderick, 125. 
21 Roderick, 125. 
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of what was constructed, guiding new development towards attractive designs and control the 
density.22   

Wilshire Boulevard took its place as a new shopping destination in Los Angeles as striking Art 
Deco style office towers and department stores began appearing along the stretch, including 
Bullock’s Wilshire, the May Company Wilshire, Coulter’s, Silverwoods, Orbach’s, Myer Siegel, and 
Wilshire Tower.23  

However, after World War II, the same things that made Wilshire Boulevard a success—
automobile travel and suburban sprawl—turned against it. Much in the way that Wilshire 
Boulevard overtook downtown Los Angeles as the city’s retail hub, populations shifted even 
further out and into new suburbs in areas like the San Fernando Valley, where huge new 
shopping malls were being built. Stores on Wilshire struggled to compete, but were forced to 
close their doors or relocate to the suburbs, leaving behind empty storefronts as Wilshire 
Boulevard decayed.24  

It was a new kind of growth that helped to revitalize Wilshire Boulevard. LACMA moved to 
Hancock Park in 1965, attracting thousands of patrons while old department stores found new 
life in new uses: the Orbach’s building became the Petersen Automotive Museum in 1994; the 
May Company Wilshire building was repurposed as LACMA West, and will soon serve as the 
Academy Museum of Motion Pictures. Other institutions like the George C. Page Museum25 and 
Craft and Folk Art Museum would follow. Offices for major publications like Hollywood Reporter 
and Los Angeles Magazine are located along Wilshire Boulevard26 alongside entertainment 
offices and the Screen Actors Guild Foundation National Headquarters. Development is 
continuing along this stretch of Wilshire Boulevard as it begins to reclaim its status as a Los 
Angeles destination. 

3.2 Known and Potential Historical Resources in the Study Area  

As previously stated, the study area for the report included a quarter-mile radius of the Project 
site. Project consultant AECOM conducted a records search of the study area at the South 
Central Coastal Information Center at California State University, Fullerton to identify known and 
previously recorded historical resources. The Information Center collects records on properties 
listed and determined eligible for listing in the National Register, listed and determined eligible 
for listing in the California Register, California Historical Landmarks, Points of Historical Interest, as 
well as some properties that have been evaluated in historic resource surveys and other 
planning activities. GPA conducted additional research on local historic resources surveys and 
landmark designation programs managed by the Los Angeles Office of Historic Resources. The 
records search and additional research identified 19 historical resources and potential historical 
resources within the study area. Historical resources are defined as properties that are listed 
under national, state, or local landmark or historic district programs. Although Hancock Park-La 
Brea Tar Pits is listed as California Historical Landmark #170 in 1935 and determined eligible for 

                                                 
22 Roderick, 130. 
23 Roderick, 122. 
24 Nathan Masters, “How the Miracle Mile Got Its Name: A Brief History of L.A.’s Unlikely Retail District,” KCET, 
accessed September 23, 2015, http://www.kcet.org/updaily/socal_focus/history/la-as-subject/how-the-
miracle-mile-got-its-name-a-brief-history-of-las-unlikely-retail-district.html. 
25 Now called the Natural History Museum La Brea Tar Pits and Museum. 
26 Masters. 



 
 

 
11  Historical Resource Technical Report – Los Angeles County Museum of Art  

the National Register in 1984,27 it is significant as an archaeological and paleontological site. The 
two above ground resources on the site, the Observation Pit and George C. Page Museum, 
were identified as appearing eligible for their historical and/or architectural significance. For 
more information about Hancock Park-La Brea Tar Pits refer to the Cultural and Paleontological 
Resources Technical Report prepared by AECOM, which is available as part of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report for the Project. Potential historical resources are defined as 
properties that have been identified as eligible in historic resources surveys completed within the 
last five years such as SurveyLA, the citywide historic resources survey of Los Angeles. SurveyLA 
covers the period from approximately 1850 to 1980, and therefore includes properties less than 
45 years of age. This extended period was established so that potential historical resources could 
be identified and considered in the City's advanced planning projects such as the Community 
Plan updates. For the purposes of CEQA review, individual properties and districts identified as 
eligible for federal, state, or local historic designation through SurveyLA are presumed to be 
historical resources.28 These properties and districts were not researched or evaluated on an 
intensive-level by GPA to independently determine their eligibility as potential historical 
resources. This report does not refute any previous findings regarding the eligibility of these 
resources. The results of the records search and research are illustrated on Figure 3 and 
summarized below. 

 

                                                 
27 The official name of the California Historical Landmark is “Hancock Park La Brea” and the 1984 eligibility 
determination refers to the site as “Hancock Park-La Brea Tar Pits.”   
28 State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. 
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Figure 3: Historical Resources and Potential Historical Resources in the Study Area 
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1. Carthay Circle HPOZ 

The Carthay Circle neighborhood was designated by the 
City as a HPOZ in 1998, and is roughly bounded by Warner 
Drive to the north, Olympic Boulevard to the south, Fairfax 
Avenue to the east, and Schumacher Drive to the west. The 
neighborhood was developed between 1922 and 1924 by 
J. Harvey McCarthy, who wanted to create a complete 
community with amenities such as a church, school, 
theater, and hotel. The neighborhood was the first 
subdivision in Los Angeles to include underground utilities, 
which allowed for a more attractive streetscape. The 
residences within the neighborhood are a mix of 
Mediterranean Revival and Period Revival styles, including 
Spanish Colonial, French, and Tudor Revival.29 The Carthay 
Circle HPOZ is a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA 
as it is included in the local register of historical resources. 

 

2. Miracle Mile HPOZ  

A portion of the Miracle Mile neighborhood was designated 
by the City as a HPOZ in 2017, and is roughly bounded by 
West 8th Street and Wilshire Boulevard to the north, San 
Vicente Boulevard to the south, La Brea Avenue to the east, 
and Fairfax Avenue to the west. While the properties in the 
HPOZ date from as early as 1921 and as late as 2015, the 
most concentrated periods of development were during 
the 1920s, 30s, and 40s. The properties in the district are a 
mix of period revival styles, including Tudor Revival, French 
Revival, Spanish Colonial Revival, Mediterranean Revival, 
and American Colonial Revival. The district is further 
characterized by its street trees, and consistency of building 
styles, massing, front yard setback, and lot size.30 The 
Miracle Mile HPOZ is a historical resource for the purposes of 
CEQA as it is included in the local register of historical 
resources. 

                                                 
29 Office of Historic Resources, “Carthay Circle,” accessed September 23, 2015, 
http://preservation.lacity.org/hpoz/la/carthay-circle. 
30 Office of Historic Resources, “Miracle Mile” accessed April 24, 2017, http://preservation.lacity.org/miracle-
mile. 
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3. Johnie’s – 6101 Wilshire Boulevard 

Located at the northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and 
Fairfax Avenue, Johnie’s was designed by the renowned 
architecture firm of Armet and Davis. Formerly known as 
Romeo’s Times Square, the coffee shop was completed in 
1956 in the distinctive Googie style. The most eye-catching 
features on the coffee shop are its dramatically 
cantilevered butterfly roof supported by trapezoidal natural 
stone pylons, and the hundreds of flashing light bulbs that 
adorn its bold exterior. The coffee shop was designated by 
the City as HCM #1045 in 2013 as an excellent example of 
Googie architecture and the work of Armet & Davis, as well 
as a representation of the significant postwar shift towards 
car culture.31 Johnie’s is a historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is included in the local register of 
historical resources. 

 

4. May Company Wilshire – 6067 Wilshire Boulevard 

The May Company Wilshire building is located at the 
northeast corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue. It 
was constructed in 1939 as the second location of the May 
Company department store, and one of the earliest 
department stores outside of downtown Los Angeles. This 
store would later become the May Company flagship when 
the downtown store closed.32 The four-story building was 
designed by master architect A.C. Martin in the Streamline 
Moderne style. It features a curved canopy and ribbon 
windows, but is best known for the distinctive golden 
“perfume bottle,” flanked by polished black granite wing 
walls facing the prominent corner of Fairfax and Wilshire. 
The May Company occupied this building until 1993, and 
the property was later acquired by Museum Associates.33 
The May Company Wilshire building was designated by the 
City as HCM #566 in 1992. Prior to this designation, it was 
determined eligible for the National Register as part of the 
federal Section 106 review process and was subsequently 
listed on the California Register in 1983.34 The building is a 

                                                 
31 Alan Hess, “Historic Cultural Monument Application: Johnie’s Coffee Shop Restaurant,” Los Angeles 
Conservancy, 2013, accessed September 23, 2015, 
https://www.laconservancy.org/sites/default/files/files/issues/Johnies Coffee Shop Restaurant HCM 
NARRATIVE ONLY.pdf. 
32 Richard Longstreth, The American Department Store Transformed: 1920-1960 (New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 2010), 131-132. 
33 David Gebhard and Robert Winter, An Architectural Guidebook to Los Angeles (Salt Lake City: Gibbs 
Smith, 2003), 213-214. 
34 ZIMAS, accessed September 23, 2015, zimas.lacity.org. 
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historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is included 
in the California Register as well as the local register of 
historical resources. 

 

 

5. Buck House – 5958 West 8th Street 

The Buck House is a single-family residence designed by 
master architect R.M. Schindler in 1934. It is located on the 
southwest corner of 8th Street and Genesee Avenue. It was 
designed in Schindler’s signature International Style, with 
influences of the Streamline Moderne style that was popular 
at the time. The residence consists of several interlocking 
rectangular volumes with ribbons of clerestory and full-
height windows, but is primarily celebrated for its masterful 
arrangement of interior space.35 It was designated by the 
City as HCM #122 in 1974.36 The Buck House is a historical 
resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is included in the 
local register of historical resources. The Buck House is 
located within the boundaries of the Miracle Mile HPOZ (see 
No. 6 below). 

 

6. Observation Pit - Hancock Park 

The Observation Pit is located in Hancock Park directly north 
of the Ahmanson Building. The Mid-Century Modern single- 
story building opened to the public in 1952, predating 
LACMA and the George C. Page Museum. Designed by 
architect Harry Sims Bent, the design features a round 
shape. Within the building a curved pathway leads towards 
the base of the pit. The original design featured circular 
openings in the ceiling and an open upper section of the 
south-facing wall for outside viewing into the pit. The circular 
openings were later affixed with skylights and the open 
window with didactics to prevent vandalism to the site. The 
building was not identified by SurveyLA, likely because it is 
not visible from the public right-of-way. However, it meets 
the eligibility standards for Mid-Century Modern architecture 
in the Los Angeles Citywide Historic Context Statement. In 
order to provide a conservative analysis of the Project’s 
potential impacts, the Observation Pit is presumed to be a 
historical resource subject to CEQA. 

                                                 
35 Gebhard and Winter, 214. 
36 ZIMAS. 
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7. Carthay Apartments – 6128 Wilshire Boulevard 

The Carthay Apartments is a Period Revival apartment 
house on Wilshire Boulevard, between the intersections of 
Fairfax Avenue and McCarthy Vista. It was completed in 
1925. The building was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as 
appearing to be eligible for HCM designation as an 
extremely rare example of a residential property along 
Wilshire Boulevard’s Miracle Mile. Due to alterations to the 
windows and storefronts, the property was evaluated as 
ineligible for the California or National Registers. The 
Carthay Apartments is a potential historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is identified as potentially eligible in 
a historic resources survey. 

 

8. Mutual Benefit Life Plaza – 5950 Wilshire Boulevard37 

The Mutual Benefit Life Plaza is located on Wilshire Boulevard 
between Ogden Drive and Spaulding Avenue. It was 
designed by master architects William Pereira and Gin D. 
Wong to serve as the Mutual Benefit Life Assurance regional 
headquarters. The complex consisting of a high-rise office 
building, two one-story pavilions, and plaza area was 
completed in 1969. It was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as 
appearing to be eligible for the California Register as an 
excellent example of a Corporate International style 
commercial building on Wilshire Boulevard’s Miracle Mile. 
The complex was also identified as appearing to be eligible 
for the California Register for its association with the Mutual 
Benefit Life Assurance Company. The complex is less than 50 
years old and does not appear to be of exceptional 
importance; therefore, it is ineligible for the National Register 
at this time.38 Nevertheless, the complex is a potential 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified 
as eligible in a historic resources survey. 

                                                 
37 The address range is 5900-56 Wilshire Boulevard. 
38 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 230. 
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9. 724 Genesee Avenue 

724 Genesee Avenue is a multi-story apartment building on 
Genesee Avenue, south of Wilshire Boulevard. It was 
identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible for 
the National Register as an excellent example of an Art 
Deco style apartment building in the Miracle Mile area.39 
The building is a potential historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is identified as eligible in a historic 
resources survey. The property at 724 Genesee Avenue is 
located within the originally proposed and certified 
boundaries of the Miracle Mile HPOZ (see No. 6 above). 

 

10. 5850 Wilshire Boulevard 

5850 Wilshire Boulevard is a three-story office building on the 
southwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Stanley Avenue. 
It was designed by master architect Stiles O. Clements and 
completed in 1951. It was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as 
appearing to be eligible for the California Register as an 
excellent example of a Corporate International style 
commercial building on Wilshire Boulevard’s Miracle Mile. 
The building does not appear to retain sufficient integrity for 
the National Register as a result of alterations to the ground 
floor.40 Nevertheless, the building is a potential historical 
resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified as 
eligible in a historic resources survey. 

 

11. Arthur Murray Dance Studio – 5828 Wilshire 
Boulevard 

The Arthur Murray Dance Studio is a three-story commercial 
dance studio on the southeast corner of Wilshire Boulevard 
and Stanley Avenue. It was designed by master architect 
Stiles O. Clements and completed in 1941. It was identified 
by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible for the 
National Register as an excellent example of a Late 
Moderne style commercial building on Wilshire Boulevard’s 
Miracle Mile.41 The building is a potential historical resource 
for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified as eligible in a 
historic resources survey. 

                                                 
39 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 80. 
40 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 229. 
41 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 229. 
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12. Hancock Park Building - 5820 Wilshire Boulevard 

The Hancock Park Building is a six-story Corporate 
International style office building on Wilshire Boulevard, 
between the intersections of Curson and Stanley Avenues. 
The building was constructed in 1958 and designed by 
architects Jack H. MacDonald and Cejay Parsons. It was 
identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible 
for the California Register as an excellent example of a 
Corporate International style commercial building on 
Wilshire Boulevard’s Miracle Mile. The building does not 
appear to retain sufficient integrity for the National Register 
as a result of alterations to the ground floor. Nevertheless, 
the building is a potential historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is identified as eligible in a historic 
resources survey. 

 

13. Craft and Folk Art Museum - 5814 Wilshire Boulevard 

5814 Wilshire Boulevard is a two-and-a-half-story Period 
Revival commercial building on Wilshire Boulevard 
between the intersections of Curson and Stanley Avenues. 
The building was constructed in 1930; research did not 
reveal the name of the architect or developer. It was 
identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible 
for the California Register as a rare, remaining example of 
early commercial development on Wilshire Boulevard. The 
building does not appear to retain sufficient integrity for the 
National Register. The building was also identified as the 
longtime location of the Craft and Folk Art Museum, which 
has occupied the space since 1973; however, as this 
association is less than 50 years old and does not appear to 
be of exceptional importance, it is ineligible for the 
National Register at this time 42 Nevertheless, the building is 
a potential historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as 
it is identified as eligible in a historic resources survey. 

                                                 
42 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 236. 
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14. Pavilion for Japanese Art – 5905 Wilshire Boulevard 

The Pavilion for Japanese Art is located in Hancock Park 
directly east of the Hammer Building, and west of the 
George C. Page Museum. Architect Bruce Goff began the 
design for the Pavilion in 1978. Following Goff’s death in 
1982, architect Bart Prince oversaw the completion of the 
building, which was finished in 1988.43 The Pavilion consists of 
two main, Japanese-inspired triangular forms featuring 
abstracted shoji screens and references to the flared eaves 
in Japanese architecture. These two forms are 
interconnected by a series of curving stairways and ramps. 
Although the building was constructed after 1980, it was 
identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible for 
the National Register as an excellent example of Organic 
architecture, and as the work of two master architects, Goff 
and Prince. SurveyLA concluded that even though the 
building is less than 50 years old, it appears to be of 
exceptional importance.44 The building is a potential 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified 
as eligible in a historic resources survey. 

 

15. George C. Page Museum – 5801 Wilshire Boulevard 

The George C. Page Museum is located in Hancock Park.45 
The museum was completed in 1976 and designed by the 
architecture firm of Thornton & Fagen.46 The partially below-
grade museum is executed in glass and board-formed 
concrete, and features a concrete, bas-relief frieze of 
prehistoric animals such as mammoths, dire wolves and 
sabre tooth tigers, fossils of which are now on display inside. 
The building was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as 
appearing to be eligible for the National Register as an 
excellent example of Late Modern architecture. Even 
though the building is less than 50 years old, it appears to be 
of exceptional importance.47 The building is a potential 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified 
as eligible in a historic resources survey. 

                                                 
43 Gebhard and Winter, 213. 
44 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 164.  
45 The Page Museum and La Brea Tar Pits are part of the National History Museum (NHM) Family of 
Museums. Furthermore, in 2015 the name was changed to the Natural History Museum La Brea Tar Pits and 
Museum. The George C. Page Museum and La Brea Tar Pits are used in this report for consistency with 
previous reports and documents.  
46 Charles Moore, Peter Becker and Regula Campbell, Los Angeles, The City Observed: A Guide to its 
Architecture and Landscapes (Santa Monica: Hennessy and Ingalls, 1998), 154. 
47 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 164. 
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16. Prudential Square – 5757 Wilshire Boulevard 

The Prudential Square was designed in 1948 by the notable 
architecture firm of Wurdeman and Beckett. It was 
designed in the Corporate International style—the first on 
Wilshire Boulevard—and at the time of its construction, was 
the largest of its type in the city.48 It is characterized by the 
T-shaped intersection of its two office towers, and the large 
plaza with a fountain and landscaping. The building was 
identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to be eligible for 
the National Register as an excellent example of Corporate 
International architecture on Wilshire Boulevard’s Miracle 
Mile.49 The building is a potential historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is identified as eligible in a historic 
resources survey. 

 

17. Western Auto Parts - 5655 Wilshire Boulevard 

5655 Wilshire Boulevard is a two-story commercial building 
on Wilshire Boulevard, between the intersections of Masselin 
Avenue and Hauser Boulevard. It was completed in 1932. A 
former auto parts store, it has been converted into a 
restaurant. It was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as 
appearing to be eligible for the California Register as an 
excellent example of Streamline Moderne architecture. Due 
to alterations to the ground floor, the property does not 
appear to be eligible for the National Register. Nevertheless, 
the building is a potential historical resource for the 
purposes of CEQA as it is identified as eligible in a historic 
resources survey. 

 

18.   Park La Brea – 6200 West 3rd Street 
Park La Brea is a large, planned garden apartment 
community dating from World War II and the postwar 
period. The community is roughly bounded by 3rd Street to 
the north, 6th Street to the south, Fairfax Avenue to the west, 
and Alta Vista Boulevard to the east. It was designed by the 
firm of Leonard Schultze & Associates and Earl T. 
Heitschmidt, with landscape design by Tommy Tomson and 
Thomas Church for the first and second phases, 
respectively. Park La Brea was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 
as appearing to be eligible for the National Register as a 
unique example of multi-family housing complex planning. 
The complex is particularly unusual for its use of both low 

                                                 
48 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 227. 
49 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix A, 227. 
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and high-rise buildings.50 The complex is a potential 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA as it is identified 
as eligible in a historic resources survey. 

 

19. Wilshire Boulevard Street Lights 

The street lights between Highland and Fairfax Avenues 
were installed in 1955. They were identified by SurveyLA in 
2015 as appearing to be eligible for HCM designation as an 
excellent collection of postwar ornamental street lights. The 
collection is a potential historical resource for the purposes 
of CEQA as it is identified as potentially eligible in a historic 
resources survey. 

3.3 Description of the Project Site 

The original LACMA campus was completed in 1965. It has experienced significant change since 
then in the form of additions, alterations, and new construction. As a result, the extant property is 
varied and complex. To provide a solid understanding of LACMA in its current state, this section is 
divided into the following subsections: construction timeline; original design; and 
evolution/current configuration. The construction timeline subsection provides a brief overview 
of the pattern of development on site. The original design and evolution/current configuration 
subsections build upon one another to arrive at a full description of the current property.  

Construction Timeline 

The following timeline outlines the major construction developments in LACMA’s history. It does 
not include all of the interior alterations made over time, only those of particular relevance.  

1961: William L. Pereira & Associates begin designs for the original LACMA complex including 
the Ahmanson Building, the Hammer Building, and the Bing Center. 

1965: Construction complete; LACMA opens to the public. 

1966: The reflecting pool was drained and converted into sculpture gardens. 

1981: William L. Pereira & Associates design additions to the Ahmanson and Hammer Buildings 
(commonly known as the Ahmanson Addition and the Hammer Addition, respectively). 
Hardy, Holzman, Pfeiffer Associates (HHPA) begin designs for the Robert O. Anderson 

                                                 
50 Architectural Resources Group, Appendix C, 986. 



 

 

 
Historical Resource Technical Report – Los Angeles County Museum of Art 22 

Building (now known as the Art of the Americas Building) and Times-Mirror Court (now 
known as LA Times Central Court).51 

1983: The Ahmanson and Hammer Additions open to the public.   

1985: Construction of the Pavilion for Japanese Art breaks ground. Bruce Goff completed the 
designs for the building several years earlier for a site in Oklahoma. He passed away in 
1982. When the benefactor Joe Price decided to move his collection to Los Angeles, 
Goff’s former associate Bart Prince carried out the designs.  

1986: Construction of the Anderson Building and Times Central Court complete. The 
redesigned campus opens to the public. The Space Sculpture was removed at this time. 

1988: Construction of the Pavilion for Japanese Art complete; the new building opens to the 
public.  

1994: LACMA acquires “LACMA West,” the approximately 8-acre parcel bounded by 6th Street 
to the north, Wilshire Boulevard to the south, Ogden Drive to the east and Fairfax Avenue 
to the west, including the May Company Wilshire building (soon to be known as the 
Academy Museum of Motion Pictures). 

2007: Ogden Drive vacated from Wilshire Boulevard to 6th Street and the atrium and entrance 
sequence of Ahmanson Building redesigned to accommodate access from new 
complex of buildings immediately west of the original campus; the Anderson Building 
renamed to the Art of the Americas Building.   

2008: Broad Contemporary Art Museum, designed by Renzo Piano Building Workshop, and 
Urban Light an artwork/installation created by Chris Burden, open to the public. 

2010: The Lynda and Stewart Resnick Exhibition Pavilion, also designed by Renzo Piano Building 
Workshop, opens to the public. 

2011:  Ray’s & Stark Bar, located in the BP Grand Entrance pavilion, opens to the public.  

2012: Levitated Mass an artwork created by Michael Heizer, installed north of the Resnick 
Exhibition Pavilion, opens to the public. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
51 William Pereira himself was not responsible for the design of the additions, as evidenced by the initials 
WMA and EPA listed as designer and project architect, respectively, on the 1981 plan set.  
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Diagrams Illustrating Differences 
Between 1965 LACMA and Present-
Day LACMA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3-D Diagram of LACMA in 1965 (Los Angeles Times) 

 

 

3-D Diagram of LACMA in 2015 (Los Angeles Times) 
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Original Design 

The original LACMA campus consisted of three pavilion-like buildings organized around an 
elevated central plaza. Access to the elevated plaza originated at street level just west of 
Spaulding Drive where a “main entrance causeway” extended north from Wilshire Boulevard 
over a shallow reflecting pool.52 The reflecting pool extended east and west of the causeway 
and provided a curvilinear contrast to the otherwise rectilinear design of the site. Due to faulty 
engineering, the reflecting pool was drained in 1966 and converted into sculpture gardens.  

Aerial of LACMA circa 1965 (Los Angeles Public Library Photo Collection) 

At the center of the causeway was a sculpture titled Space Sculpture. It was situated on a 
pedestal at the center of a fountain. Beyond the sculpture and fountain the causeway 
continued northward leading first to a short set of stairs and then to two more sets of stairs – one 
rising to the west and one to the east. At the top of the stairs was the main plaza. The plaza 
functioned as a large outdoor circulation space connecting the three pavilions. Aluminum and 
plastic canopies traveling between buildings marked the main paths of travel. The plaza was 
paved with square pavers laid in a rigid grid. It extended into colonnaded walkways around the 
perimeter of each pavilion. The walkways were lined with concrete railings with slim, curved 
openings reminiscent of the bottom half of a super ellipse.     

On the 1964 plans for the site, architect William Pereira identified the pavilions as Building A, 
Building B, and Building C. They were later renamed in respective order for major donors Howard 
F. Ahmanson, Armand Hammer (originally Bart Lytton, but renamed for Hammer shortly after 
completion), and Leo S. Bing (Bing’s widow Anna gifted money for Building C in his honor). For 
the sake of clarity, this report will use each building’s current recognized name: the Ahmanson 
Building, the Hammer Building, and the Bing Center.   
                                                 
52 William L. Pereira & Associates. Building Plans for the Los Angeles County Museum of Art. 1961. 



 
 

 
25  Historical Resource Technical Report – Los Angeles County Museum of Art  

LACMA Site Plan, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 

The three pavilions were interconnected at the ground level, out of public view behind the 
stepped plaza and reflecting pool. As a result, the complex was essentially one building with a 
broad base from which three squat towers extended. The interconnected ground floor provided 
convenient access for museum staff and housed most of the property’s support spaces.  

Pereira applied a universal style and materials palette across the site. The style, recognized 
today as New Formalism, consisted of an overall classical composition with full-height 
colonnades made of slender, scalloped columns wrapping each pavilion, a raised podium, a 
mix of smooth wall surfaces and textured tile, and a prominent plaza with an integrated 
fountain. The resulting composition had a Greek temple-like quality, elevated and formal. 
Materials used to render the composition included smooth concrete, smooth stucco, honed 
marble, split-face Cippalino marble tile, and bronzed aluminum. Glazing on each pavilion was 
employed in full-height bays to mark major entrances. Otherwise, it was limited to the ground 
and plaza levels with the upper stories consisting entirely of solid walls.  

The Ahmanson Building, known at the opening as the Ahmanson Gallery of Art, was the largest 
pavilion in the complex. The rectangular plan, four-story structure was located at the west end 
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of the plaza. The plaza and ground levels were recessed from the upper stories by a distance of 
roughly half of one column bay, creating covered, colonnaded walkways around the pavilion’s 
perimeter.  

Internally organized around an approximately 60-
foot tall central atrium, the Ahmanson Building 
had two primary entrance points, one on the east 
elevation and one on the south. Each entrance 
was marked by a recessed wall plane and 
multiple bays of full-height, aluminum-sash 
glazing. The glazing on the east elevation was 
divided into small, narrow, rectangular lights. On 
the south elevation it was still divided, but into a 
larger, more open pattern. Both locations 
featured the same aluminum sheet metal 
spandrels between stories. Each entrance 
consisted of two pairs of double doors located in 
adjacent bays. The doors themselves were glass 
and aluminum with glazing patterns designed to 
match their surrounding divided light patterns. 
The bays to the immediate left and right of the 
doors were filled with large, honed marble panels. 
The rest of the Ahmanson Building exhibited a 
repeated pattern of full-height columns creating 
bays infilled with either marble tile or stucco. The 
ground level included a number of simple plate 
glass windows and secondary entrances 
consisting of either metal, utilitarian doors, or fully 
glazed aluminum doors.  

The interior of the Ahmanson Building housed the 
museum’s permanent collections. The central 
atrium was designed to provide natural light 
throughout the galleries that encircled it. It 
featured a “luminous” ceiling, which simulated 

natural light at night and on cloudy days.53 A grand, open stair located on the south side of 
atrium provided access from the plaza level to ground level below. Circulation to the upper 
floors consisted of an enclosed stair and elevators and was located on the north side of the 
atrium.   

The primary gathering space in the Ahmanson Building was the Great Hall: a double-height 
space extending from plaza level to the third level. The rest of the interior was largely dedicated 
to galleries. The galleries followed a chronological sequence: ground level contained Asian, 
Classical, and medieval collections; the plaza level housed European art from the Renaissance 
through the eighteenth century; the third level offered nineteenth and twentieth century art; 

                                                 
53 “A Notable Contribution to the World of Art,” Los Angeles Times, March 28, 1965, C19. 

 
Ahmanson Building viewed across the 

reflecting pool, 1965 (LAPL) 
 

 
Ahmanson Building, current detail of extant 

scalloped columns and Cippalino marble tile 
(GPA) 
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and the fourth level exhibited costumes, textiles, and the like.54  Freestanding wall panels divided 
the galleries, rather than full-length partition walls, to keep circulation fluid.  

The Hammer Building, originally known as the 
Lytton Gallery, was located at the plaza’s 
northeast corner. It was three stories tall and 
rectangular in plan with a clear east-west 
orientation. The second largest of the pavilions, 
the Hammer Building exhibited many of the 
same characteristics as the Ahmanson 
Building, just in a smaller package. Its ground 
and plaza levels were recessed half a column 
bay from its upper level, and its exterior walls 
consisted mostly of bays created by concrete 
columns with stucco or marble tile infill. 

The Hammer Building’s main entrance was 
located at the center of its south elevation. It 
was identical to the entrance on the 
Ahmanson Building’s east elevation. It featured 
the same configuration of two pairs of double 
doors flanked by honed marble panels and set 
within a recessed wall plane of full-height, 
heavily divided glazing. Secondary doors, as 
on the Ahmanson, included fully glazed and 
solid metal. One significant difference 

between the two buildings was that the Hammer Building featured many more windows at the 
plaza level, indicative of the buildings’ different interior plans. The windows consisted of simple 
aluminum sashes and plate glass. They were arranged in pairs and extended the full height of 
the story.   

The interior of the Hammer Building was dedicated to temporary and traveling exhibitions. Public 
circulation between floors was provided by two elevators, one on either side of the building’s 
central lobby. Enclosed stairs provided additional means of circulation. The ground level of the 
Hammer Building was reserved for support spaces for the museum. The plaza level featured a 
large, open gallery space accessed directly from the central lobby. The gallery had a modular 
ceiling system designed to hold movable wall 
panels that could be reorganized to suit the 
needs of changing exhibits. The third level housed 
two smaller galleries to the east and west of a 
central roof terrace, as well as a restoration studio 
and other private spaces, such as offices and 
conference rooms. The roof terrace created a U-
shaped interior plan for the third level, as opposed 
to the rectangular plan of the plaza level.    

Lastly, the Bing Center was located at the east 
end of the central plaza. It was two-and-one-half 

                                                 
54 Ibid. 

Hammer Building viewed across the reflecting 
pool, Space Sculpture in foreground, circa 1965 

(LAPL) 

Bing Center and Ahmanson Building viewed 
across the tar pits, circa 1965 (LAPL) 
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stories tall and square in plan. It had the same basic design and materials palette as the other 
two pavilions: a rectangular plan; colonnaded perimeter, mix of stucco and marble infill; and 
recessed ground and plaza levels. The pavilion’s entrance configuration, however, was notably 
different from its peers. Instead of a central position within a façade, the main entrance to the 
Bing Center was located at its northwest corner. The entire corner was recessed a full column 
bay and its glazing, though otherwise the same as the entrance glazing on the Hammer Building, 
only extended the height of one story. Like the Hammer Building, the Bing Center exhibited 
several bays of windows and fully glazed double doors elsewhere on its plaza level, as well as on 
its ground level.  

The interior of the Bing Center was designed primarily to house a large theater. The ground level 
included museum support spaces, a small theater, and a library, while the plaza level housed 
the larger theater, as well as a lobby and cafeteria. The lobby and large theater were grand 
spaces featuring wood wall paneling typical of the period. The lobby also featured travertine 
flooring, chandeliers, and an open stair to the theater balcony. 
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LACMA Plaza Study, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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LACMA Elevations, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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 LACMA Elevations, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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LACMA Elevations, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 

 
 

Detail of Ahmanson Entrance, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 

 
 

Detail of Bing Entrance, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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LACMA Section Drawings, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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Evolution/Current Configuration55  

From the original LACMA complex the following components remain to the present day: the 
interconnected ground level podium and the three pavilions. There are three additional 
structures onsite: the Art of the Americas Building, Times Central Court, and the Pavilion for 
Japanese Art. The original plaza has been altered so that its original design is no longer evident.  

In 1986, LACMA added the Robert O. Anderson Building, renamed in 2007 to the Art of the 
Americas Building, and Times Central Court to the property. At the same time the plaza was 
reshaped and repaved to accommodate the new structures. The Art of the Americas Building is 
located at the center of the original complex with no setback from Wilshire Boulevard. A new 
entrance path extends north from Wilshire Boulevard immediately east of the building. It consists 
of a series of concrete steps and a tiered, narrow fountain.   

LACMA Site Plan, Hardy Holzman Pfeiffer Associates, 1984 (LACMA) 

                                                 
55 This section describes only the portion of the LACMA campus that coincides with original complex. The 
LACMA buildings to the west are separate and not directly related to the original campus evaluated in this 
report.  
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Entrance path, viewed from Wilshire Blvd, looking 

northeast (GPA) 
 

 
Entrance path, viewed from central plaza, looking 

south (GPA) 

 
Shade structure, viewed from central plaza, looking 

east (GPA) 

 
Shade structure and central plaza, viewed from the 

Ahmanson Building, looking east (GPA) 

The new entrance path and the much smaller new plaza space between the Art of the 
Americas Building and the Hammer Building are covered by a giant shade structure with a saw 
tooth roof. The area beneath the shade structure, which was originally part of the central plaza 
and open to the sky, is what is now known as the LA Times Central Court. The roof is supported 
by the walls of the Art of the Americas Building, slim columns added to the top of the Bing 
Center, an open-web truss added to the top of the Hammer Building, and an array of stone-
clad columns leading from the Wilshire Boulevard entrance through the court. The saw tooth 
roof itself has a steel structure and is clad with a combination of clear and tinted panels.   

The shade structure terminates near the west end of the Hammer Building. The newly configured 
plaza continues toward the Ahmanson Building and extends south between the Ahmanson and 
Art of the Americas Buildings. This portion of the plaza is open to the sky. Paving throughout the 
plaza consists of square pavers of varying sizes laid on a diagonal. There are places where it 
transitions to the original paving, such as along the original perimeter walkways.  

The Art of the Americas Building creates the dominant face of the museum on Wilshire 
Boulevard, where its broad façade features a large, rectangular opening marking the entrance. 
It has an irregular plan consisting generally of an “L” shape with a protruding, triangular 
extension at its southwest corner. The four-story building is widest at its west end. It gradually 
steps upward one level at a time in an easterly direction.  
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Art of the Americas Building, south elevation, 

viewed from across Wilshire Blvd, looking north. 
(GPA) 

 
Art of the Americas Building, south elevation, 

viewed from the Wilshire Blvd sidewalk, looking east. 
(GPA) 

 
Art of the Americas Building, north elevation, 

entrance from central plaza, looking southeast. 
(GPA) 

 
Art of the Americas Building, west elevation, viewed 

from central plaza, looking southeast.                
(GPA) 

The building employs two different cladding schemes. The primary scheme, visible from the 
street, consists of thick, alternating, horizontal bands of stone and glass block with thin, 
contrasting bands of stone forming the seams between the bands. Walls clad in this scheme 
have thin, vertical protrusions, giving the effect of engaged pilasters, at regular intervals in 
reference to the original pavilions’ 
colonnades. The second cladding scheme 
consists of square, slightly bowed, glazed 
aluminum panels. It is employed on the 
walls facing the LA Times Central Court. 
Windows in both schemes are punched 
openings with aluminum sashes.      

The Pavilion for Japanese Art is located at 
the northeast corner of the original LACMA 
site.56 Bruce Goff completed the designs for 
the building several years earlier for a site in 
Oklahoma. He passed away in 1982. When 
the benefactor Joe Price decided to move 
                                                 
56 Although the building was constructed after 1980, it was identified by SurveyLA in 2015 as appearing to 
be eligible for the National Register as an excellent example of Organic architecture, and as the work of 
two master architects, Goff and Prince. See #13 in Section 3.2 for additional information.  

 
Pavilion for Japanese Art at right, LACMA at left, 

looking west (GPA) 
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his collection to Los Angeles, Goff’s former associate Bart Prince carried out the designs. It is a 
unique composition of sculptural roof forms, Shoji screens, and concrete. The building is 
surrounded by curvilinear exterior ramps and stairs. Its completion in 1988 necessitated the 
addition of two new bridges connecting it to Times Central Court.    

 
LACMA Site Plan, Pereira & Associates, 1981 (LACMA) 

 

 
Additions to the Ahmanson and Hammer Buildings, viewed from central plaza, looking north (GPA) 
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Two of the original pavilions, the Ahmanson and the Hammer, exhibit additions designed by 
Pereira & Associates in 1981. The addition to the Ahmanson Building is located on its north 
elevation. It is connected to the original building by a narrow hyphen. The 35,000-square-foot 
addition has three levels, one short of the main structure. Its walls are clad with rectangular 
recast panels and it has no windows or prominent entrances. The Hammer Addition is a third 
level bridge connecting the Hammer Building to the Ahmanson Addition. Its walls, which were 
originally designed to mimic the heavily divided aluminum glazing patterns found on the three 
pavilions, are currently clad with spandrel glass that is laid within an aluminum grid. Recessed 
beneath the bridge is a partial-width, aluminum and glass box. The additions partially close off a 
corner of the site that was originally completely open, connect two of the original pavilions 
above the plaza level, and alter the original appearance which once presented as three 
distinct buildings. 

While the three original pavilions remain extant, each exhibits alterations. On the Ahmanson 
Building most of the recessed plaza level bays on the east elevation have been pushed forward 
to meet the outermost colonnade. The altered bays have been infilled with tinted glass in 
aluminum frames. In addition, all of the original glazing on the upper stories of the east elevation 
has been replaced. It now consists of spandrel glass in an aluminum grid, similar to the walls of 
the Hammer Addition. The entrance doors have been moved to the outermost colonnade, as 
well, and replaced with clear glass doors with aluminum pull bars. New, identical doors have 
been added in adjacent bays. All are topped with aluminum overhangs and clear glass 
transoms.  

 
Ahmanson Building, east elevation, viewed from central plaza, looking west (GPA) 
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Ahmanson Building, south elevation, upper levels, 

viewed from central plaza, looking northwest (GPA) 
Ahmanson Building, south elevation, ground level, 

viewed from central plaza, looking northwest (GPA) 
 

  
Ahmanson Building, south and west elevations, 

viewed from Wilshire Blvd, looking northeast (GPA) 
Ahmanson Building, detail view of main entrance 

from central plaza, looking southwest (GPA) 

The Ahmanson Building’s south and west elevations have not been significantly altered. On the 
south elevation there were two pairs of glazed doors at the plaza level; these have been 
replaced with windows in the original openings.  On the west elevation a new public entrance 
was created at ground level. The entrance consists of a small addition with fully glazed 
aluminum sash double doors, flanked by sidelights.  

The interior, however, has been extensively altered. It still has an open volume at its center, but it 
no longer functions as an atrium open to the rest of the building. The gallery walls above plaza 
level have been pushed to the edge of the former atrium, taking the place of once open 
walkways. In addition, the grand stair was replaced and relocated in 2007 to better connect the 
new buildings to the west of the original complex. While the original stair was located on the 
south atrium wall, had a light design, and changed direction as it ascended, the current stair is a 
monolithic concrete structure stretching from end to end on the atrium’s east wall. Another 
significant change, the Great Hall is no longer a two-story volume; it has been truncated to one 
story with a new gallery added to the third level. Other changes to the Ahmanson Building 
include the opening of the north wall to connect to the Ahmanson addition and various 
changes in interior finish materials and gallery configurations over time. Limited original finishes 
remain, such as the wood paneling around the elevators.   
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Ahmanson Building, atrium at ground level, 2007 

stairs, looking northeast (GPA) 
Ahmanson Building, corridor at ground level leading 

to the entrance from BP Grand Entrance pavilion, 
looking west (GPA) 

 

  
Ahmanson Building, plaza level entrance from 

central plaza, looking east (GPA) 
Ahmanson Building, atrium at plaza level, formerly 
open walkways infilled, looking southeast (GPA) 

 

  
Ahmanson Building, gallery on plaza level, formerly 
the open, lower half of the Great Hall, looking west 

(GPA) 

Ahmanson Building, gallery on third level, formerly 
the open, upper half of the Great Hall, looking east 

(GPA) 

The Hammer Building has experienced the most substantial exterior alteration: an extension of 
the 1986 Art of the Americas Building covers much of its primary, south-facing façade. It creates 
a whole new entrance to the building within a metal-clad addition. The addition also includes 
an escalator that runs across the façade of the Hammer Building and provides access to the 
third floor from the plaza level. The escalator leads to exterior elevated walkways connecting 
the third floor of the Hammer Building with the Art of the Americas Building. Like on the 



 
 

 
41 Historical Resource Technical Report – Los Angeles County Museum of Art 

Ahmanson Building, the recessed lower story wall planes on both the south and east elevations 
have been pushed out to meet the colonnades and infilled with a mix of clear and spandrel 
glass set within aluminum frames. The only substantially unaltered elevation on the building is the 
rear, north-facing elevation.  

 
Hammer Building, center of the south elevation, covered by 1986 construction associated with the Art of 

the Americas Building, looking northwest (GPA) 
 

  
Hammer Building, west end of the south elevation, 

bridge addition at left, looking northeast (GPA) 
Hammer Building, east end of the south elevation, 
covered by 1986 construction associated with the 

Art of the Americas Building, looking northeast 
(GPA) 
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Hammer Building, east end of the south elevation 

and east elevation, looking northwest (GPA) 
Hammer Building, north elevation, looking west 

(GPA) 

The interior of the Hammer Building remains principally dedicated to flexible gallery space in its 
current configuration. The most notable interior alteration was the conversion of the outdoor roof 
terrace to interior storage space. Otherwise, interior changes are limited to opening the west 
wall to the bridge addition and various changes in interior finish materials.       

  
Hammer Building, plaza level gallery, looking north 

from the entrance (GPA) 
 

Hammer Building, third level gallery, looking east 
(GPA) 

  
Hammer Building, third level gallery in the bridge 

addition, looking west (GPA) 
Hammer Building, ground level service corridor, 

looking west (GPA) 

The Bing Center is the least altered of the three original pavilions. Its corner entrance reflects its 
original design, as does the rest of its west elevation, although its west elevation is barely visible 
behind a donor wall in Times Central Court. Along the south elevation the recessed wall at the 
ground level has been pushed all the way out to the edge of the perimeter walkway. It exhibits 
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square, aluminum windows. At the plaza level several recessed bays have been pushed out to 
the colonnade and infilled with stucco panels. The main alteration to the north elevation occurs 
at the east end where four recessed bays have been pushed to the colonnade and infilled with 
clear glass doors and windows in aluminum frames with clear glass transoms. The glazed infill 
wraps the northeast corner and continues for four bays on the east elevation. Other changes to 
the east elevation mimic those on the south elevation.  

 
Bing Center, north and west elevations, main entrance, viewed from central plaza, looking southeast (GPA) 

 

  
Bing Center, north elevation, viewed from walkway 

to Japanese Pavilion, looking south (GPA) 
Bing Center, south and east elevations, viewed from 

ground level sculpture garden, looking northwest 
(GPA) 
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Bing Center, detail of north end of east elevation, 

looking west (GPA) 
Bing Center, north and west elevations, viewed from 

the third level of the Hammer Building, looking 
southeast (GPA) 

The interior of the Bing Center displays a variety of original and non-original finishes. The lobby is 
the most intact space as it retains the original wall paneling, flooring, chandeliers, and open 
stair. The large theatre retains its wall paneling, but the flooring and upholstery has been 
changed. The cafeteria has been remodeled with all new finishes. Remnants of original finishes 
exist in places like the enclosed stair leading to the ground level. 

  
Bing Center, lobby, looking northwest (GPA) Bing Center, lobby, looking southeast (GPA) 

 

  
Bing Center, theater foyer, looking south (GPA) Bing Center, theater house, looking northeast. 

(GPA) 
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Bing Center, ground level corridor, looking west 

(GPA) 
Bing Center, ground level library, looking east (GPA) 

3.4 Historic Contexts 

LACMA has a complex history involving many different historical trends and individuals. 
Consequently, it is associated with a variety of historic contexts. The contexts explored in this 
report include: the public exhibition of art in twentieth century Los Angeles; the Los Angeles art 
scene in the postwar period; the New Formalism architectural style; the work of William L. Pereira; 
and the lives of major donors Howard F. Ahmanson, Sr., Anna Bing Arnold, Bart Lytton, and 
Armand Hammer, original director Richard F. Brown, original curator of twentieth century art 
Maurice Tuchman, founding chairman of the board Edward W. Carter, and second director 
Kenneth Donahue.  

Public Exhibition of Art in Twentieth Century Los Angeles 

The creation of museums dedicated to the public display of art was largely a post-WWII 
phenomenon in the Los Angeles region. Prior to the postwar period, there were only three 
museums exhibiting fine art: the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, and Art, the 
Huntington Library, Museum, and Gardens, and the Pasadena Art Museum. Other than these, 
opportunities to view important works of art were limited to the private residences of collectors 
and the lobbies of high-end hotels, like the Biltmore and the Ambassador.  

Each of the three early museums had unique origins and areas of focus. The Pasadena Art 
Museum began as a social organization for local residents with a shared interest in art. Its focus 
was reportedly more on hosting parties than on planning high-quality exhibitions until the 1950s. 
The Huntington, like many museums across the country, originated as a private collection that 
was deeded to the public by its wealthy owner. The tradition of founding museums based on 
private collections continued in Los Angeles throughout the twentieth century and to the 
present day, with institutions like the Getty Villa (1974), Hammer Museum (1990), and Broad 
Museum (2015), just to name a few. Even the current iteration of the Pasadena Art Museum, the 
Norton Simon Museum, follows this tradition as it is largely dedicated to displaying Simon’s 
collections. The county museum, by contrast, represents a different tradition in art exhibition. It 
was established specifically as a public institution, and its early collections reflected what it 
received from donors. While it had an art department from its inception, science and natural 
history dominated the institution until the art department branched off into LACMA, its own 
museum. Rather than representing the taste of an individual collector, LACMA engaged a more 
encyclopedic approach with exhibitions spanning the entire history of art, more akin to large 
institutions like the Metropolitan Museum of Art in New York than its regional counterparts.     
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The following subsections provide information on the historical development of the Los Angeles 
region’s art museums in the twentieth century.  

LACMA and its Origins as the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, and Art 

The Los Angeles County Museum of History, 
Science, and Art, the predecessor of both 
LACMA and the Natural History Museum of Los 
Angeles County, opened in 1913 in Exposition 
Park as one of a number of events planned in 
celebration of the completion of the Los 
Angeles Aqueduct.57 The original building still 
stands at the west end of the park’s Rose 
Garden. As the name suggested, it was not 
solely an art museum. In fact, dedicating an 
entire department to art in 1913 was a bit 
premature, as the museum did not possess any 
artworks to exhibit at the time. Its galleries 
remained empty for three years.58  

Plans to expand the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, and Art were initiated in 
the early 1950s. Originally, the museum wanted to keep its three branches in Exposition Park by 
expanding its facilities there.59 In 1956, William Pereira and Charles Luckman were hired to 
prepare a master plan for expansion.60 Meanwhile, an influential group of prospective donors 
advocated for construction of a standalone art museum in Hancock Park, roughly eight miles 
northwest of Exposition Park.61 Recognizing the need to please those who would ultimately fund 
construction, the museum’s Board of Governors approved a site plan for developing the new 
facility in Hancock Park in March 1958.62   

The new location caused significant controversy, because it was already the site of the famous 
La Brea Tar Pits, a paleontological park hailed at the time “as the largest and most complete 
single deposit of Pleistocene fossils known in the entire word.”63 A public battle ensued, involving 
not just local advocates, but national parties, as well. The scientific community strongly opposed 
siting an art museum on the grounds for fear it would jeopardize further research and exhibition 
of the paleontological remains. To quiet concerns, the board of directors agreed to develop a 
site plan for the park that located the art museum outside the area of scientific concern.64 
Ultimately, a site at the intersection of Ogden Drive and Wilshire Boulevard, immediately west of 
the tar pits, was selected and approved in early 1961.65  

                                                 
57 William Hackman, Out of Sight: The Los Angeles Art Scene of the Sixties (New York: Other Press, LLC, 2015), 
16. 
58 Ibid.  
59 Victoria Turkel Behner. “Identity, Status, and Power: The Architecture of Contemporary Art Exhibition in Los 
Angeles.” Ph.D. Dissertation, University of Michigan, 2003, 49.  
60 Ibid.  
61 Ibid.  
62 Ibid.  
63 Behner, 52. 
64 Behner, 54.  
65 Ibid.  

 
Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, 

and Art, no date (LAPL) 
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Master Plan for Hancock Park, Pereira & Associates, circa 1960 (Behner, 69) 

Wealthy Southern Californians provided the bulk of the funding used for the design and 
construction of the new museum, though smaller donations were also important. The first to 
pledge a substantial sum was Norton Simon, president of Hunt Foods and well-known art 
collector. He pledged one million dollars to Richard F. Brown, the chief curator of the art 
department of the county museum, in the mid-1950s before a fundraising campaign had even 
officially begun.66 Doubling Simon’s donation, Howard F. Ahmanson, Sr. donated two million in 
1958, in exchange for which he initially demanded the new museum be named after him. The 
donation contract stipulated that the site would be known as the Ahmanson Gallery of Fine Arts 
and that Ahmanson would have a say in the architect selected for the design.67 These terms 
were more than unpopular with other major donors, and they withdrew pledges in the total 
amount of almost two million dollars.68 Norton Simon, notably, was among those who withdrew. 
To ease the tension and get the fundraising back on track, the museum board, led by board 
president Edward W. Carter, rewrote Ahmanson’s contract, diminishing much of his power. Only 
one building would be named after him, instead of the whole campus. The two other buildings 
planned for construction would eventually be named for Bart Lytton and Anna Bing Arnold, who 
each provided substantial donations.   

                                                 
66 Hackman, 118. 
67 Behner, 57-58. 
68 Behner, 58. 
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With significant funds and the land necessary for a three-building campus secured, the museum 
board decided to hold an invitational design competition to select an architect. The board 
brought in four architects “from the east” to tour the park site initially.69 They eventually met with 
several more, including Phillip Johnson, Eero Saarinen, Edward Durrell Stone, I. M. Pei, Richard 
Neutra, Gordon Bunshaft, Mies van der Rohe, William Pereira, Charles Luckman, Craig Ellwood, 
Edward Larrabee Barnes, and Minoru Yamasaki.70 Edward Carter favored Eero Saarinen, while 
museum director Richard Brown favored Mies van der Rohe.71 Reports vary over whom 
Ahmanson preferred. Some say Millard Sheets, while others cite Edward Durrell Stone. 
Regardless, the short list prepared by Brown, in order of preference, included “Mies, Johnson, 
Bunshaft, Saarinen, Barnes, and Pereira.”72 Pereira was included, allegedly, at the insistence of 
Ahmanson that at least one local architect be on the list.73  Still, the board originally selected 
Mies as their top choice. As a courtesy, the board discussed their selection with Ahmanson prior 
to announcing it. Although there is no official record, there is evidence to suggest that he 
vetoed the choice and pushed for Pereira instead. In the words of Richard Brown, “Bill Pereira 
was a compromise.”74  

Regardless of any controversy over 
selection, Pereira and his associates 
won the commission in 1960 and 
completed the final drawings for 
the new museum in 1961. The site 
plan consisted of three buildings, 
one for each major donor, 
organized around a central plaza 
and reflecting pool. The estimated 
cost at the time was seven million 
dollars, but it quickly escalated to 
an ultimate cost of 11.5 million.75  

Finally completed and opened to 
the public on March 28, 1965, the 
tripartite LACMA campus was organized as follows: Visitors accessed the site via a wide walkway 
stretching from Wilshire Boulevard over the reflecting pool to the central plaza. Beyond the 
plaza, they ascended one of two sets of stairs to access the buildings. The Ahmanson Gallery (on 
the original plans pictured above as Building A), the largest of the three buildings, was located 
west of the plaza and housed the museum’s permanent collections. The Lytton Gallery (Building 
B) was located north of the plaza and offered changing exhibitions, offices, and a conservation 
department. Lastly, the Bing Theater (Building C) was located to the east and housed a theater, 
cafeteria, library, lounge, and an education department. All three buildings were internally 
connected in the private administration and circulation spaces at ground level to facilitate 
movement of staff and objects around the site.  

                                                 
69 Behner, 62. 
70 Behner, 62-63. 
71 Ibid.  
72 Behner, 63. 
73 Ibid.  
74 Behner, 64. 
75 Behner, 70. 

LACMA Site Plan, Pereira & Associates, 1961 (LACMA) 
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LACMA’s opening was an overwhelming 
success in terms of the sheer volume of 
visitors. In its first year attendance surpassed 
that of the Louvre at 2.6 million.76 It signified 
a time when interest in the development of 
arts and cultural institutions in the region had 
reached a critical peak. Furthering this point, 
within the span of a few years, the Los 
Angeles Music Center, including the 
Memorial Pavilion (1964, now Dorothy 
Chandler Pavilion), Mark Taper Forum (1967), 
and Ahmanson Theatre (1967) opened after 
years of private fundraising, the first civic 

performing arts center of its kind in the region. The groundswell of public interest and private 
fundraising for arts institutions from the 1950s through the 1960s helped to legitimize Los Angeles 
as a major metropolitan area on par with New York and San Francisco, and the opening of 
LACMA has been touted by numerous scholars and historians, both at the time and in more 
recent years, as a symbol of a cultural coming of age for Los Angeles.   

Operationally, however, the new museum faced 
many challenges. The museum’s esteemed director 
Richard Brown, who was also one of its earliest 
organizers, was forced to resign within six months of 
the opening due to widely reported bitter disputes 
with the museum board.77 While the board asserted 
that Brown was an incompetent manager, Brown 
asserted that the members of the board constantly 
interfered with the workings of the museum and 
attempted to force their will, despite having no 
museum experience among them. The departure 
was divisive, causing disagreement within the 
County Board of Supervisors and protests by the 
local community.78 Artists, gallery owners, and 
patrons upset by the ouster even formed a “Save the Museum Committee” to organize 
demonstrations and call for reform.79 Norton Simon, whose relationship with Brown began a 
decade earlier, began to pursue plans to develop a new art museum elsewhere to house 
collections, in lieu of deeding them to LACMA.80 Less than six months later, the museum’s chief 
curator James Elliot resigned noting that he was “deeply disturbed” by Brown’s removal.81  

Regardless of the controversy, LACMA continued staging exhibits and welcoming crowds. The 
board reorganized in early 1966, and Kenneth Donahue succeeded Brown as director. Maurice 
Tuchman, the museum’s curator of twentieth century art, planned large, highly publicized 
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exhibits, like a controversial retrospective of Ed Kienholz’s work, and launched an initiative called 
the Art and Technology Program, which married big business and modern art.  

Still, the artistic community became increasingly disillusioned with LACMA in the late 1960s and 
into the 1970s.82 The museum’s refusal to embrace local artists and the contemporary arts, as 
well as its repeated dismissal of the work of women and ethnic minorities, has been well-
documented by scholars and journalists alike.83 In fact, as early as 1968, prominent Los Angeles 
artist Ed Ruscha articulated the resentment of the local art community when he finished his 
unsettling piece Los Angeles County Museum on Fire.84 Plans for a new contemporary art 
museum were initiated in the 1970s, while wealthy collectors began developing their own 
namesake museums in the vein of the Huntington.  

 

Los Angeles County Museum on Fire, Ed Ruscha, 1968 (Hirshhorn Museum and Sculpture Garden) 

Later in the 1970s and early 1980s, LACMA began planning some major changes to its campus. 
The plans resulted in additions to the Ahmanson and Hammer buildings in 1981, construction of 
the Robert O. Anderson Building (renamed the Art of the Americas Building in 2007) and Times 
Central Court in 1986 and the Pavilion for Japanese Art in 1988.85 The Anderson Building and  

Times Central Court, designed by Los Angeles firm Hardy, Holzman, Pfeiffer (now Pfeiffer 
Partners), changed the formal aesthetic for the campus substantially. Inserted into the original 
plaza, between the three original buildings, the new structures changed the entrance sequence 
completely and created a new face along Wilshire Boulevard right at the sidewalk’s edge. The 
Japanese pavilion by architect Bruce Goff, on the other hand, was located northeast of the 
original buildings, close to, but not within the original complex. LACMA retained this late 1980s 
configuration until the twenty-first century, when it expanded with new buildings to the west.    
                                                 
82 For extensive information on the disillusionment of the artistic community, see Hackman, as well as 
Michael Fallon, Creating the Future: Art and Los Angeles in the 1970s (Berkeley: Counterpoint, 2014).  
83 Ibid. Examples of specific pages on which LACMA is discussed include Fallon, 34-37 and 207-208.  
84 Various sources, including the exhibition catalog for the Museum of Modern Art’s 1999 exhibit, The 
Museum as Muse, accessed May 17, 2016, 
http://www.moma.org/interactives/exhibitions/1999/muse/artist_pages/rush_lacma.html.  
85 Behner, 11-13. 



 
 

 
51 Historical Resource Technical Report – Los Angeles County Museum of Art 

Norton Simon Museum and its Origins as the Pasadena Art Museum  

The Pasadena Art Museum incorporated as the 
Pasadena Art Institute in 1924, though it was more of a 
social club than a legitimate art institution until at least 
the mid-1950s.86 The institute’s original home was the 
Reed Mansion in Carmelita Park at the corner of 
Orange Grove and Colorado Boulevards. Its early 
exhibits focused on nineteenth century American and 
European art with additional shows of California artists 
and works from other cultures.87 In the early 1940s, the 
institute relocated to the Grace Nicholson Studios, 
located at 46 North Los Robles Avenue, where it 
remained until the 1969 completion of its current facility, 
ironically located on the site of its original Reed Mansion 
headquarters.88  

In 1953, the institute received a bequest of almost 500 
artworks from the estate of Galka E. Scheyer.89 It 
included the works of important modern artists, such as 
Wassily Kandinsky, Paul Klee, Alexei Jawlensky, Lyonel 
Feininger, and others. The gift marked a major turning 
point in the institute’s direction as its focus shifted from 
general exhibitions to modern art.  A year later, the 
institute changed its name to the Pasadena Art 
Museum. By the early 1960s, it was under the direction of 
modern art advocate Walter Hopps. Hopps turned the 
museum into a burgeoning force in contemporary art 
with shows like New Painting of Common Objects in 
1962 and a widely publicized retrospective of Marcel 
Duchamp’s work in 1963.90  

Despite conflicts within the organization and public 
backlash in response to some of the more controversial 
exhibitions, the Pasadena Art Museum retained its 
modern focus throughout the 1960s. By the end of the 
decade, however, financial troubles related to the 
operational deficiencies and the construction of a new 
building rendered the museum desperate for a steady, 
reliable funding source. The board turned to Norton Simon. Simon agreed to rescue the museum 
from its financial collapse, but demanded that 75% of its galleries be dedicated to showcasing 
his own collections, leaving little space for the museum’s existing collections and even less for 
continuing its modern expansion. The deal was struck in 1974. The following year, the museum 
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reopened as the Norton Simon Museum of Art at Pasadena.91 It continues to operate out of the 
same building to the present day.     

Huntington Library, Museum, and Gardens 

The Huntington was founded by Henry E. 
Huntington as a non-profit institution in 
1919 on the grounds of his extensive 
estate in San Marino. Known for his 
substantial business ventures, Huntington 
was also a dedicated collector of art and 
books, and he had a keen interest in 
gardens. The institution he founded was 
dedicated to protecting and showcasing 
all three of his passions.  

Huntington amassed much of his 
collections between 1910 and his death 
in 1927.92 He opened the library 
component, known as the Main Exhibition 

Hall, a building constructed to showcase his rare books and manuscripts, in 1920.93 In 1928, a 
year after his death, the Huntington institution opened the art collection of 46 paintings to the 
public in accordance with Huntington’s will.94 The paintings represented a significant 
conglomeration of eighteenth century British portraits.95 They were exhibited in Huntington’s 
former residence, renamed the Huntington Art Gallery, so visitors had the simultaneous 
opportunity to view his significant collections of tapestries and French and English furniture.96  

Adding to the appeal of the Huntington was its unique landscape of themed gardens. Prior to 
Huntington’s purchase of the property, it formed a working ranch with citrus, nut, fruit, and 
vegetable crops, a herd of cows, and poultry.97 Huntington and his superintendent William 
Hertrich transformed the ranch into numerous gardens composed of rare and exotic plants.98 As 
a result, visitors to the Huntington could observe rare texts, master works of art, European 
antiques, and a variety of exotic plants, not to mention the stately architecture of the buildings, 
all in one place.   

The Huntington has remained open to the public and in the same location since its inception. 
The art collection has expanded to encompass 650 paintings and 440 sculptures representing 
two distinct genres: European art from the fifteenth to the early twentieth century, and American 
art from the late seventeenth to the mid-twentieth century.99 Some of the buildings have 
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received new uses or additions, new buildings have been added, and the gardens have 
evolved and expanded, but the Main Exhibition Hall, Art Gallery, and original gardens remain. 
Overall, it has experienced a lesser degree of change over time than its pre-WWII 
contemporaries, the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, and Art, and the 
Pasadena Art Museum. 

Other Twentieth Century Los Angeles Museums 

Following the completion of the LACMA campus and the new Pasadena Art Museum building in 
the 1960s, Los Angeles welcomed the addition of several notable new art museums between 
the mid-1970s and the end of the twentieth century. J. Paul Getty opened his replica Italian villa 
in 1974 to showcase his extensive collection of antiquities. In 1979, socialite Marcia Weisman, 
Norton Simon’s sister, and a consortium of wealthy donors, began fundraising for the 
construction of the Museum of Contemporary Art (MOCA). Their efforts sprung from widespread 
disillusionment with both LACMA’s and the Norton Simon Museum’s curatorial choices, such as 
their new aversions to shows dedicated to modern art and local talent. An interim iteration of 
MOCA, known as the “Temporary Contemporary” (now the Geffen Contemporary at MOCA) 
opened in 1983. The permanent MOCA opened three years later in 1986 with the express 
purpose of exhibiting artworks created after 1940. Later in the twentieth century, Armand 
Hammer opened the Hammer Museum to house his personal collection of old masters’ paintings 
and the work of nineteenth century printmaker Honoré Daumier.100 Finally, at the end of the 
century, the Getty Center, a sprawling complex in Brentwood, opened after almost 15 years of 
planning, design, and construction.      

Getty Villa, 1980 (LAPL, Roy Hankey Collection) 
 

Getty Center, 2011 (J. Paul Getty Museum) 

Los Angeles Art Scene in the Postwar Period 

Prior to the postwar period, Los Angeles did not have a widely recognized art scene. The only 
museums in existence were the Pasadena Art Institute, the art department of the county 
museum, and the Huntington. The only galleries were those found in hotel lobbies and in the 
private residences of wealthy collectors. After the war the region changed dramatically. The 
population exploded, construction boomed, and new industries moved in. Powerful people like 
Dorothy Buffum Chandler and Norton Simon sought to transform Los Angeles into a legitimate 
metropolis, complete with the types of cultural venues one expected to find in New York or San 
Francisco. While they donated money and initiated large fundraising campaigns, local artists 
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and gallerists established an array of important new galleries concentrated along La Cienega 
Boulevard.101  

The new galleries showcased local talent, as well as artists from Europe and New York, many of 
whom created distinctly contemporary work. Perhaps the most famous of the galleries was the 
Ferus Gallery, established in 1957 by Walter Hopps. Artists affiliated with Ferus amounted to a 
“who’s who” of important visual artists from the period, such as Wallace Berman, Ed Ruscha, Ed 
Kienholz, Billy Al Bengsten, Larry Bell, Ed Moses, and several others.102 By the early 1960s, the La 
Cienega galleries had instituted a neighborhood tradition of Monday night art walks, attracting 
as many as 2,000 visitors.103 In 1963, the art walks were so popular that Time magazine covered 
the phenomenon and summed them up thusly: “Monday night on La Cienega Boulevard is 
quite possibly not only the best free show in town but also one of the most popular institutions in 
Los Angeles.”104 Furthering the importance of La Cienega’s “gallery row,” influential publication 
Artforum relocated to offices above the Ferus Gallery from San Francisco in 1965.105 

 
Installation of Andy Warhol’s Campbell’s soup can 

paintings at Ferus, 1962 (Hackman, 127) 

 
Ed Kienholz delivers John Doe to Irving Blum at Ferus, 

1962 (Hackman, 129) 

In addition to the private postwar galleries, the City of Los Angeles Department of Cultural Affairs 
established the Los Angeles Municipal Art Gallery in 1954 with a mission to “promote, interpret, 
and present art of emerging, mid-career, and established artists from culturally diverse Southern 
California.”106 The venue, located in Barnsdall Park, provided a public foil to the growing private 
gallery scene, and it became an important outlet for local artists in the late 1960s and 1970s, 
when the private galleries were in decline and many were feeling alienated by the larger 
museums.  

Following a dramatic rise in the 1950s and early 1960s, the burgeoning postwar art scene 
peaked around the middle of the decade. The completion of LACMA under the direction of Dr. 
Richard Brown and the appointment of Walter Hopps as the director of the Pasadena Art 
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Museum were both important markers of the apex, but as quickly as the postwar art scene 
swelled, it shrunk even faster. By 1966, the Ferus Gallery closed for financial reasons, both Brown 
and Hopps were removed from their posts, and a retrospective exhibit of Kienholz’s work at 
LACMA was disappointingly censored.107 A year later, Artforum relocated to New York City.  

The completion of the county museum, while able to garner significant public interest, was not 
able to buoy the region’s postwar artistic community. On the contrary, the organizational 
struggles and the program choices of new leaders disappointed many local artists. As author 
Michael Fallon observed, “By the dawn of the 1970s, L.A.’s bright moment in the national cultural 
and artistic limelight had come to a near-complete end.”108 On the bright side, however, the 
underground art scene that developed in Los Angeles in the 1970s, in part as a reaction to the 
disenchantment of the late 1960s, yielded “a whole slew of new artists, diverse groups, start-up 
galleries, unexpected movements, and new artistic directions perfectly suited to the unsettled 
times.”109 Unlike the all-male, all-white cadre of Ferus artists, the new Los Angeles art scene 
reflected the region’s diversity and the nation’s larger civil rights battles, including the important 
artistic voices of the Mexican Americans, African Americans, Asian Americans, women, and 
street artists.   

New Formalism 

The original LACMA campus was designed in a 
style of architecture known as New Formalism. 
Though it has sometimes been described as Late 
Modern, its features were more characteristic of 
New Formalism. New Formalism developed in the 
mid-1950s as a reaction to modernism’s total 
rejection of historical precedent. A maturing 
modernism grasped the many commonalities with 
classicism, such as emphases on structure and a 
uniform construction grid, a carefully organized 
hierarchy, and clarity of geometric form. Searching 
for symbolic meaning, modernist architects of the 
mid-1950s through the early 1970s embraced 
classical precedents in establishing building 
proportions, in the use of the arch, stylized classical 
columns and entablatures, and in use of the 
colonnade as a compositional device, as well as 
the elevated podium. Historically expensive 
materials such as travertine, marble, or granite 
were used (usually as thin veneers), as were 
manmade materials that mimicked their luxurious 
qualities. However, they were used in a panelized 
way that was non-traditional. On a larger urban 
design scale, grand axes and symmetry were used 

to achieve a modern monumentality. The three primary architects credited with developing 
New Formalism include Edward Durrell Stone, Philip Johnson, and Minoru Yamasaki, all of whom 
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had earlier achieved prominence working within the International Style and other modernist 
idioms. Stone’s well-published American Embassy in New Delhi (1954) is considered by many to 
mark the origin of the movement.  

In California, the style was applied mainly to auditoriums, museums, and educational facilities. In 
these campus settings, buildings were often arranged symmetrically along grand axes and with 
incorporated landscape features to achieve a modern sense of monumentality. It also became 
a popular style for bank buildings, office towers, and even some department stores and 
shopping centers. In these commercial iterations the buildings often featured ground level 
plazas and water features.   

Typical character-defining features of New Formalism include: symmetrical plans; references to 
classical motifs; flat rooflines with heavy, overhanging entablatures; full height colonnades and 
elevated podiums used as compositional devices; repeating arches and rounded openings; 
large screens of perforated cast stone or concrete or metal grilles; smooth wall surfaces; tile 
accents; and entrance plazas, often with integrated planters and water features.  

Extant examples of New Formalism are abundant in the Los Angeles region, though the quality 
of the works varies widely from high style to imitation. It was applied to banks, performance 
venues and arenas, office towers, civic buildings, and college campuses. Prominent 
practitioners of the style included Millard Sheets, Edward Durrell Stone, Welton Beckett & 
Associates, Charles Luckman Associates, and William L. Pereira & Associates, among others. 
Examples of each of their work include: Sheets’s Home Savings and Loan (currently Chase) Bank 
building (1968) at the intersection of Sunset and Vine in Hollywood; Stone’s Beckman Auditorium 
(1963) at Caltech and his Wilshire Colonnade (originally the Ahmanson Center, 1978) at Wilshire 
and Serrano; Luckman’s Forum (1967) in Inglewood; Beckett’s Music Center buildings, including 
the Dorothy Chandler Pavilion, Mark Taper Forum, and Ahmanson Theatre (1964-1967) in 
downtown Los Angeles; and Pereira’s LACMA complex (1965) and Pomona Civic Center (1969).  

The Work of William L. Pereira  

The original LACMA campus was designed by the architecture firm William L. Pereira & 
Associates. He was born and educated in Chicago before moving to Los Angeles in the 1930s. 
He worked on his own as an architect and as an art director for several Hollywood films. In 1949, 
he became a professor at the University of Southern California (USC) where he connected with 
Charles Luckman. The two formed Pereira & Luckman in 1950. The firm was remarkably 
successful and designed numerous noteworthy buildings in Southern California, such as CBS 
Television City (Los Angeles, 1953), the Disneyland Hotel (Anaheim, 1958), and parts of Los 
Angeles International Airport (1958). In 1959, Pereira started his own firm, William L. Pereira & 
Associates. He continued with the firm until his death in 1985.  
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Pereira’s design style evolved over time from 
minimal and rigid in the 1950s and early 1960s, 
though he was never as dogmatic as 
contemporaries Frank Lloyd Wright and Richard 
Neutra, to more sculptural and expressive in the 
1970s and 1980s. His earliest work mixed 
elements of the International and Mid-Century 
Modern styles as evidenced by his designs for 
CBS Television City, the Southern California 
Institute of Technology (Claremont, 1956), Santa 
Rosa Hall (1954) at the University of California, 
Santa Barbara, and the Beckman Helipot 
building (Newport Beach, 1958).  

With Pereira & Associates the architect became more heavily involved with master plans. He 
had done some planning work with Luckman, including an unrealized master plan for 
expanding LACMA’s predecessor, the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, and Art, 
in Exposition Park in 1956, but his work in the field dramatically increased in the 1960s with 
projects like the University of Southern California Master Plan (1960) and Irvine Ranch Master Plan 
(1961), which evolved to include the University of California Irvine campus (1964). Although small 
by comparison with many of his plans from the period, Pereira’s LACMA design essentially 
formed a mini-master plan, executed as a collection of three similarly styled buildings around an 
organized central plaza and circulation system. His list of projects from 1960 through 1985 
contains nearly 70 master plans in geographical locations ranging from Hawaii to Qatar. Some 
of his notable individual buildings from the period include the University of California San Diego 
Central Library (1965) and the Transamerica Corporate Headquarters Tower (San Francisco, 
1973). These buildings, with their sculpted concrete forms, exhibit expressive qualities much 
different from the architect’s earlier minimalist work. 

  
Santa Rosa Hall at UC, Santa Barbara, no 

date (Steele, 203) 
Transamerica Tower, no date  

(Steele, 155) 

 
Southern California School of Technology, no date 

(Steele, 197) 
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The remarkable number of commissions completed by Pereira’s firm reveals what James Steele 
called his “decidedly anti-Modernist willingness to delegate.”110 Rather than designing every 
detail of a project himself or micro-managing his employees, Pereira was known for delegating 
work to others and guiding them. He was also known to assign the same project to multiple 
designers at once, using competition as a means of arriving at the best design.111 This 
managerial style, indicative of the corporate future of the architecture profession, yielded 
customer satisfaction and numerous repeat clients, but it also resulted in a lack of a definitive 
Pereira style.112 

Regardless of this lack of a singular style, Pereira’s contributions to the fields of architecture and 
planning cannot be overlooked. Steele defines him as a man of “matchless vision and countless 
innovations.”113 His importance during his own time is obvious based not on the number but on 
the prestige of the commissions he received – universities, museums, major corporation 
headquarters, large-scale land developments, etc. In his 1985 Los Angeles Times obituary, writer 
Michael Seiler called Pereira’s body of work “an architectural and planning honor roll of livable 
and workable Southern California places.”114 He also noted that the architect was praised by 
critics for “his ability to combine form and function in an optimistic and congenial body of 
work.”115 Further evidencing Pereira’s far-reaching influence, he was one of a select few 
architects ever to be featured on the cover of Time magazine (September 6, 1963 issue).116  

 
UC San Diego Library, no date (Steele, Cover Photo) 
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Although some of Pereira’s work has generated controversy among critics, his status as a master 
architect and planner is undeniable. As Seiler pointed out, “…as much as any other one man, 
[Pereira] was responsible for the artistic topography of (Los Angeles] and exurbs,” and his 
influence was not just local.117 His forward-thinking designs landed him commissions all over the 
U.S. and internationally. While Pereira designed a number of iconic individual buildings, like the 
Transamerica Tower, for example, James Steele explains that many of the architect’s most 
notable contributions have come in the form of larger master plans consisting of multiple, 
related buildings connected by plazas, walks, and landscaping.118    

Howard F. Ahmanson, Sr. 

Howard F. Ahmanson Sr. was born in Omaha, Nebraska in 1906. He attended the University of 
Nebraska and the University of Southern California, earning a Bachelor of Arts degree in 
Economics in 1927. Before graduating, he founded H.F. Ahmanson & Co, a casualty insurance 
company, in 1925. This venture became successful enough for him to acquire the Home Savings 
and Loan Association in 1947, which served as a holding company for other assets, including the 
National American Insurance Company of Omaha and the Southern Counties Title Insurance 
Company. His vast wealth—a conservative estimate pegs his net worth around $200 million, 
while other sources suggest it could have been as great as $700 million—enabled him to 
become a generous philanthropist, financier, and art collector. 119 

In 1958, Ahmanson pledged two million dollars towards the construction of LACMA; as a result, 
one of the permanent collection galleries was named in his honor. Ahmanson also founded the 
Ahmanson Foundation, which conducts medical research. He served on multiple boards, 
including the board of trustees at USC, the Otis Art Institute of Los Angeles County, and the 
Performing Arts Council of The Music Center. One of the theaters in the Los Angeles Music 
Center also bears his name, as does the Center for Biological Research on the USC campus. 120 
Ahmanson died suddenly at the age of 61 in 1968, suffering a heart attack while on vacation 
with his family in Belgium.  

Anna Bing Arnold 

Anna Bing Arnold was born in New York around 1904.121 As a child, she was raised in a family with 
meager resources, and worked at a box factory as a teenager. In the late 1920s, she became a 
Broadway theater actress for a brief time before marrying her first husband, Leo S. Bing. Bing was 
a real estate mogul in New York, and nearly 30 years her senior. The Bings frequently vacationed 
in California with their son before deciding to move there from New York City. Anna soon 
became interested in the budding LACMA.122  

When her husband died, she gifted $750,000 in his memory towards the construction of the Bing 
Theater in 1961.123 She joined the museum board in 1965,124 and would go on to donate 
hundreds of gifts of art and money. Some her most notable gifts were a seventh-century 
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limestone statue from Cyprus, Standing Male Figure,125 and a set of ninth-century BC Assyrian 
stone panels.126 Arnold was deeply involved at USC, Children’s Hospital, and Planned 
Parenthood. She also gave to institutions like Harvard, Caltech, and UCLA, among many others, 
during her life.127 

After Bing’s death, Anna married Aerol Arnold, was a Shakespearean scholar.128 At the time of 
her death in 2003, Arnold left a considerable sum to LACMA for off-site arts education; while the 
exact amount was never disclosed, LACMA said it was the single-largest endowment ever 
received.129  

Bart Lytton 

Bart Lytton was born Bernard Kaplan in Youngstown, Ohio in 1912. His widowed mother pushed 
him towards a career in law, and he rebelled. Instead, he moved to Los Angeles, where he tried 
his hand at Hollywood screenwriting and joined the Communist Party, from which he was later 
expelled. He found some success as a screenwriter—a few of his scripts made it to the movie 
screen—but eventually writing was not proving lucrative, and he sought a career change. In 
1956, Lytton entered the savings and loan business. He purchased the Canoga Park Savings and 
Loan Association and changed the name to “Lytton Savings.” In the course of about a decade, 
Lytton’s empire expanded to holdings worth more than $750 million.130  

Bart Lytton was one of the first major donors to the construction of LACMA, gifting several 
hundred thousand dollars towards its construction. The present-day Hammer Building was 
originally named in Lytton’s honor;131 however, long-term conflicts with the museum 
management team resulted in Lytton withdrawing a portion of his initial donation in 1966. In light 
of this, the Lytton Gallery was renamed after Frances and Armand Hammer in 1968.132 Although 
the full amount was not received in the end, Lytton’s donation was still generous, and the 
second-floor galleries in the Hammer Building were named “The Lytton Halls” in order to 
recognize his efforts.133   

Lytton was known for donating to many political and charitable organizations during his lifetime; 
however, he ran into financial trouble near the end of his career. He lost control of Lytton Savings 
& Loan Association and his other company, Lytton Financial Corp., in 1968. His name was 
removed from his businesses when they were eventually merged with other companies. While 
Lytton was never destitute, his final net worth was far less than the approximately $15 million 
fortune of his heyday; Lytton passed away in 1969 at the age of 56.134 
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Armand Hammer 

Armand Hammer was born in New York in 1898. His father was a small businessman and a 
physician, and Hammer followed in his footsteps by attending medical school at Columbia 
University. Though he would never go on to practice medicine, he assisted with his family’s 
pharmaceutical business; he amassed a small fortune before graduating college by purchasing 
large amounts of whiskey just before Prohibition, then selling it to pharmacies as medicine. This 
would be one of many interesting business ventures in his lifetime.135 In the 1920s and 1930s, 
Hammer would find himself in a variety of occupations, including managing trade between 
Russia and the United States, running a pencil factory, breeding cattle, distilling whiskey, and 
dealing in Russian art and valuables through department stores in New York.136  

In 1956, Hammer moved to Los Angeles and paid $50,000 for two oil wells owned by a then-
failing oil company, Occidental Petroleum. Hammer was more interested in a tax shelter than an 
investment, but when the wells produced oil, he quickly formed a partnership with the drilling 
company, which, over the next few decades, would become one of the world’s largest—and 
most controversial—corporations. The company was successful in discovering an impressive 
amount of oil throughout the globe, and would eventually branch out into chemicals, coal, and 
agriculture.137   

Although his ties with Russia and potentially unscrupulous business practices raised eyebrows and 
caused controversy, Hammer was a major philanthropist, donating millions to things like the arts 
and cancer research. Hammer served as a board member of the Eleanor Roosevelt Cancer 
Foundation for several decades and established cancer research centers at the Jonas Salk 
Institute and Columbia University through grants and endowments. He was a major donor to 
LACMA and served on its board of trustees. When Bart Lytton’s name was removed from one of 
the gallery buildings, it was renamed in honor of Armand, and his wife Frances.138 

Before his death, Hammer initially arranged to donate his massive art collection to LACMA; 
however, after a series of disagreements over Hammer’s increasingly bizarre demands and 
conditions, he rescinded his offer in 1987. Instead, Hammer announced plans to establish the 
Hammer Museum of Art and Cultural Center, which opened in 1990. Less than a month after his 
museum opening, Armand Hammer died at the age of 92, leaving behind a legacy of industry, 
art, and philanthropy.139  

Richard F. Brown 

Richard “Rick” Fargo Brown was born in New York in 1916. His father was an artist and an 
importer, which would influence Brown’s love of art from an early age. As a young man, he 
initially began to pursue a career as a painter before turning towards art history and museum 
curatorship.140 Completing undergraduate school in 1940, he went on to pursue a Master of Arts 
degree in Art History at the Institute of Fine Art, New York University. He enlisted in the U.S. Navy at 
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the onset of World War II, and completed his studies at Harvard after being discharged in 1946; 
he earned his Ph.D. in 1952.141  

In 1955, he was hired as chief curator for the Los Angeles County Museum of History, Science, 
and Art, while plans were underway for the County to split the art collection into its own 
museum. He helped put Los Angeles on the map, curating two “blockbuster exhibitions” of 
Renoir and Van Gogh as well-established museums on the East Coast began offering traveling 
art shows to Los Angeles over San Francisco.142 Working closely with Norton Simon, Brown helped 
to develop plans for the new LACMA museum, and was subsequently named its first director in 
1962. In 1964, he hired Kenneth Donahue to be his assistant director.143  

In 1966, less than a year after the opening of the new LACMA campus, Brown resigned from his 
post due to a series of disagreements with the board of trustees. Sources suggest that the 
relative disorganization of the board and the ill-defined roles of each member resulted in 
Brown’s opinion often going ignored.144 Brown became the director of the Kimball Art Museum in 
Fort Worth, Texas, where he was able to collaborate with the renowned architect Louis Kahn in 
its design.145 Brown passed away in 1979 at the age of 63 after a distinguished career as director 
of two major museums of art.146  

Maurice Tuchman 

Maurice Tuchman was born in 1936 in Jacksonville, Florida, to Jewish parents who fled Poland 
during the rise of the Nazi Party. The family later relocated to the Pelham Parkway district of the 
Bronx, where Tuchman was raised. As a teenager, he wanted to become a comic strip artist, but 
agreed to attend college to please his mother. After completing his undergraduate studies at 
the City College of New York, Tuchman started to feel unsure about his potential as a cartoonist 
and sought the help of a career guidance counselor. His counselor suggested the field of art 
history, which Tuchman enthusiastically pursued.147  

He attended a ten-week crash course in art history at the University of Mexico before returning 
home to New York and enrolling in the graduate program at Columbia University. During 
college, he learned of family members that were lost in the Holocaust; he felt that the only way 
to cope with this knowledge was to go to Germany and confront it head-on, and applied for a 
Fulbright grant to study in Berlin. After returning to New York, Tuchman accepted a position as a 
research fellow at the Guggenheim, where he became interested in a career as a museum 
curator.148  

In 1964, at the young age of 27, he was offered a position as the first full-time curator of modern 
art LACMA. He accepted the position, and during his 30-year tenure in the job, curated a 
number of memorable shows. One of his earliest shows, an Edward Kienholz retrospective, was 
nearly shut down by the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors over the piece Backseat 
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Dodge ’38, in which a sculptural element depicted an abstracted romantic encounter in the 
back of a real car, and was perceived by some to be pornographic. Tuchman also hosted The 
New York School in 1965, which explored New York Abstract Expressionism—before anyone in 
New York thought to do the same. In 1971, he revealed the Art and Technology exhibition, in 
which artists were paired with corporations to explore the differences between “corporate 
types” and artists, but it fell flat with critics. After this, the modern art department at LACMA was 
quiet for some time until the 1980s when shows such as The Avant-Garde in Russia were again 
met with high praise.149  

In March of 1993, as part of a cost-savings effort under new director Michael E. Shapiro, three 
senior curators—including Tuchman—were reclassified under a different position and their pay 
reduced. Tuchman filed a suit with the Los Angeles Superior Court over the demotion and the 
relocation of his office, which was perceived as an attempt to force him to resign. Shapiro 
himself resigned, and Tuchman was reinstated and received an out-of-court settlement.150  

Retiring by choice in 1994, his legacy at the museum continues in the permanent modern art 
collection and the new generation of notable curators he brought on, including Stephanie 
Barron, Jane Livingston, Howard Fox, and Carol Eliel.151 His papers, chronicling his influential and 
controversial career, were recently donated to the Getty Research Institute.152 Tuchman is still 
living at the time of writing this report. 

Edward W. Carter 

Edward William Carter was born in Cumberland, Maryland in 1911. He moved to Los Angeles 
with his mother and sister as a child, and had his first job at the age of ten in a printer’s workshop. 
He went on to work as a tailor for Silverwood's, a chain of menswear shops. It was here that he 
noticed how much money the salesmen made, and set out to become one himself. After 
graduating from Hollywood High School, he enrolled at UCLA while maintaining a full-time job at 
Silverwood's as a salesman—in 1932, he was responsible for almost 25% of sales for the entire 
store.153 

In 1937, he graduated magna cum laude from Harvard Business School and began climbing the 
ladder at a number of retail chains, including May Company. In 1947, he was named chief 
executive president of the Broadway chain of department stores. As president, Carter was 
responsible for one of the nation’s first suburban shopping centers, the Crenshaw Center, and 
the ambitious merger between the Broadway Department Stores and the Hale Bros. Stores 
based out of San Francisco. A series of significant acquisitions would follow, including Neiman 
Marcus, Waldenbooks, and Bergdorf Goodman. In 1972, when Broadway-Hale was operating 
over 50 department stores in the southwest region, Carter gave his position to a man named 
Phillip M. Hawley and became chairman. He retired as chairman in 1979, a few years after the 
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corporation was renamed “Carter Hawley Hale Stores” to recognize his and Hawley’s 
contributions.154 

A millionaire by age 40, Carter was involved in a number of philanthropic endeavors, especially 
in the arts and education. His experience as a salesman made him a natural fundraiser, and it 
was Carter who agreed to raise the money for LACMA if the County of Los Angeles would 
donate the land. He was a major donor for the museum, and served as its founding president. 
He promised his priceless collection of seventeenth century Dutch paintings to the museum, 155 
which were donated in 2003.156 

Carter was also a founding member of the Los Angeles Music Center, where he served on the 
board of the Music Center Foundation, the Opera Board, and the Performing Arts Council. He 
was both a trustee and president of the Southern California Symphony-Hollywood Bowl 
Association. He was also on the board of trustees at Occidental College and director for the Los 
Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce, the California Retailers Association, Northrop Aircraft 
Corp, and California Bank, among others. He transferred two acres of Japanese Gardens to 
UCLA, now known as the UCLA Hannah Carter Japanese Garden.157 Carter died in 1996 at the 
age of 84.158 

Kenneth Donahue 

Kenneth Donahue was born in Louisville, Kentucky, and attended the University of Louisville and 
Institute of Fine Art of New York, where he earned a Master of Arts degree in Fine Art. Following 
graduation, he worked as a staff lecturer at the Museum of Modern Art until 1943, when he 
served in the military during World War II. After the war ended, he lived in Italy for two years 
where he was a research fellow for the American Council of Learned Societies. He cited his time 
in Italy as the beginning of his love for Baroque art.159  

Donahue began his tenure at LACMA in 1964 when director Richard F. Brown hired him as his 
assistant director.160 Brown resigned in 1966. Donahue served as acting director in the interim 
before he was given a permanent appointment in June of that year. Throughout his career, he 
was highly regarded by his peers, and is credited for implementing the high standards of 
professionalism and quality at the museum that it is known for today.161 

During his years as director, he was deeply involved in acquisitions—such as a Georges de la 
Tour and a portion of the internationally renowned Heeramaneck collection of Asian art—as well 
as curation. One of his last major projects at the museum was organizing the 1979 The Golden 
Century of Venetian Painting, the first major exhibition of Venetian Renaissance art in the 
country. Fulfilling a lifelong dream, Donahue’s show featured works by Renaissance masters 
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Titian, Bellini, El Greco, and more.162 Failing health forced Donahue to retire after his show in 
1979, and he succumbed to complications in 1985 at the age of 70.163 

4. EVALUATION OF POTENTIAL HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

4.1 National Register of Historic Places 

Criterion A 

To be significant under Criterion A, the property must be associated with events or trends that 
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history. The original LACMA 
complex appears to be significant under Criterion A because it is part of an important institution 
directly associated with the cultural development of Los Angeles in the postwar period. It is 
significant within the contexts of the exhibition of art in twentieth century Los Angeles and the 
Los Angeles arts scene in the postwar period. In conjunction with the Music Center in downtown, 
it represented the city’s long overdue “cultural coming of age.”  

The 1960s was a pivotal period for L.A.’s art world. It was the decade in which the greater Los 
Angeles region established itself as an important center for artistic endeavors. New galleries 
sprang up in abundance along La Cienega Boulevard to showcase the work of up-and-coming 
modern artists; the publication Artforum relocated to the city and emerged as a prominent 
critical voice; and several local boosters and philanthropists raised substantial funds in support of 
the arts and culture. LACMA, as the largest art museum constructed in the U.S. in 20 years, 
embodied the artistic energy of the era and quickly became a major cultural institution in the 
region. By the end of the 1960s, however, the vibrancy of the local art scene had faded and 
disillusionment with LACMA was evident. The original, highly regarded director Richard Brown 
had been acrimoniously removed by 1966, and chief curator James Elliott left soon after. During 
the same period, the prominent Ferus Gallery closed its doors and Artforum relocated to New 
York. Artists and philanthropists alike sought alternatives to the county establishment and 
LACMA’s influence and importance diminished. Thus, the period of significance for the original 
museum complex under Criterion A extends from 1965, when it opened to the public, to 1969, 
coinciding with the end of the 1960s, arguably the most critical decade of cultural development 
in twentieth century Los Angeles.     

Criterion B 

To be eligible under Criterion B, a property must be associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past. As the original LACMA complex has continuously functioned as a public 
art museum since 1965, it has been associated with numerous philanthropists, board members, 
directors, curators, administrators, staff members, and artists over time. As National Register 
Bulletin #15 explains, “For properties associated with several community leaders…, it is necessary 
to identify specific individuals and to explain their significant accomplishments.”164 The bulletin 
further explains that for a property associated with numerous individuals to be significant, “the 
significance of one or more specific [individuals must be] explicitly justified.”165 It goes on to 
clarify that if the significance of the historic property is related to “the cumulative importance of 
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prominent [persons],” then the property would not be eligible under Criterion B; but rather, it 
might be eligible under Criterion A.166  

National Register Bulletin #32 provides additional guidance on applying Criterion B to a property 
like LACMA, which has been associated with so many prominent people over its history, through 
an example involving a historic district associated with a large number of prominent or influential 
merchants, professionals, civic leaders, politicians, and the like. It states, “When it is difficult to 
pinpoint the specific significance of individual residents because significance rests more in the 
cumulative importance of the collection of many prominent citizens, Criterion A is more 
appropriate because the district reflects a ‘broad pattern’ of community development…”167 
Similar reasoning is appropriately applied to LACMA. Its significance rests in the cumulative 
contributions of the important individuals who were instrumental in its founding and early 
development, rather than the specific contributions of one, or even a few, individuals. The 
cumulative efforts of the philanthropists, board members, directors, curators, administrators, staff 
members, and artists who turned LACMA into an important public institution contributed to the 
broad pattern of cultural development of Los Angeles in the postwar period, as discussed above 
under Criterion A. Although some individuals may have been more well known in the community 
than others, more well off, or more successful in their daily work, the creation of LACMA and its 
place within Los Angeles’s cultural history cannot be appropriately attributed to any specific 
individuals. That is not to say that some of the individuals associated with LACMA were not 
significant individuals; it is to say that LACMA was the product of many and that its manifestation 
does not represent the productive life of one individual above any others. The following 
paragraphs outline the contributions of the four namesake donors (Ahmanson, Lytton, Hammer, 
and Bing Arnold) and how their contributions combined with not only each other’s, but also the 
work of the board and staff to yield LACMA’s significance under Criterion A, rather than Criterion 
B.  

All four of the namesake donors are aptly considered important community leaders in the Los 
Angeles region, as well as generous philanthropists; however, it would be difficult to conclude 
that LACMA best represents any one of their productive lives individually. Ahmanson, Lytton, and 
Hammer were all significant businessmen first and foremost. Properties associated with their 
working lives within their respective industries, rather than their financial donations, would more 
accurately represent their significance. In addition, all three engaged in a wide variety of 
philanthropic endeavors, and there is no evidence to suggest that the original LACMA complex 
was more important or more directly associated with them than their other causes. In fact, 
Lytton withdrew a portion of his donation as early as 1966, and Hammer rescinded his plan to 
donate his extensive art collection in 1987, opting to open his own namesake museum instead.  

Ahmanson’s widespread interests in giving are evident in the many buildings named for him in 
the Los Angeles area, as well as in the legacy of the Ahmanson Foundation, which he founded 
with his wife in 1952. Properties associated with the foundation and properties for which he was 
primarily responsible would more appropriately represent his philanthropic work than LACMA, 
which was truly the result of the work and donations of many, rather than Ahmanson’s singular 
effort. While his attempts to influence the choice of architect and his naming of one building are 
well documented, his preferred architect was not selected, and his influence on the buildings 
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themselves was limited. Rather than through the building complex, Ahmanson’s individual 
contribution and legacy at LACMA over the decades, which has been continued and 
expanded by the Ahmanson Foundation and his successors, Robert Ahmanson and William 
Ahmanson, is better represented through the acquisition of major works of European art for 
LACMA’s collection. 

Anna Bing Arnold dedicated much of her time and money to philanthropy. While she remained 
involved with LACMA for several years after her initial capital gift and continued to donate 
toward acquisitions, she was heavily involved with many other charitable organizations, as well, 
most of which were related to healthcare, children’s services, and education. Significant in the 
context of philanthropy, properties associated with her productive life would include her 
residence and potentially properties for which she was principally responsible. In the case of 
LACMA, Arnold was one of multiple donors and responsible for a smaller building designed for 
purposes other than the display of art. There is no evidence to suggest that she was any more 
involved in the construction of the campus than the other donors and board members. Her 
individual generosity to the museum and her lasting philanthropic legacy at LACMA are better 
represented by the acquisition of numerous important artworks and the establishment of an 
education endowment that bears her name than in the buildings themselves.  

After a thorough examination of many individuals associated with LACMA at its inception and 
over time, it is clear that many people were instrumental in the forming of LACMA and its early 
development, and like the four donors outlined above, their contributions are best understood 
collectively. Someone like Edward W. Carter, for example, was chairman of the LACMA Board of 
Trustees and gave substantial monies, even though no buildings were named after him. Like 
Ahmanson, Lytton, and Hammer, he was a businessman in his working life and a philanthropist in 
his personal life. He gave to many causes in his lifetime and served on many boards. The history 
of LACMA includes many community leaders like these, as well as many curators, administrators, 
artists, staff members, and even volunteers. The basic fact that so many people could be 
analyzed for their associations with LACMA furthers that point supported by National Register 
Bulletins 15 and 32 that the cumulative contributions of the important persons associated with 
LACMA are best understood under Criterion A within the contexts of the public exhibition of art 
and the postwar Los Angeles art scene. Their collaborative efforts were part of the larger 
historical trends in the Los Angeles region at the time. As a result, the original LACMA complex 
does not represent a particular individual’s productive life and it does not appear to be eligible 
under Criterion B. After all, the museum’s original donors and board members rejected the 
naming of the public institution, as a whole, after a single person when the naming of the 
buildings on the campus was first determined. 

Criterion C 

Properties significant under Criterion C are those that embody the distinctive characteristics of a 
type, period, or method of construction; represent the work of a master; possess high artistic 
values; or represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack 
individual distinction. The contexts considered under this criterion include the New Formalism 
style of architecture and the work of William L. Pereira. The period of significance considered is 
1965, the year the original LACMA complex was completed.168 Architect William Pereira 
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designed the original LACMA campus in the New Formalism style. Its formal entrance sequence, 
plaza, arrangement of buildings, colonnades, and broad entablatures were reminiscent of a 
Greek temple complex, while its boxy forms, modern materials, curtain walls, and minimalist 
detailing reflected some aspects of the International Style.  

Historically, the original LACMA complex has not been popular with architecture critics and 
historians. It has been both deliberately ignored and criticized over time. As an example, Robert 
Winter remembered intentionally omitting it from his and David Gebhard’s seminal book An 
Architectural Guidebook to Los Angeles in 1965, because it was “so ugly.”169 When they later 
included it in their 1977 edition, they made their criticism clearer by commenting that the 
architecture is “not much.”170 Admittedly, the New Formalism style would have been new in the 
1960s and 1970s and critics during the period would not have had a broader scholarly context in 
which to evaluate LACMA. Through today’s lens, it appears that the original LACMA complex 
embodied the distinguishing characteristics of the New Formalism style in its original form and 
likely would be considered significant under Criterion C as a representative example of the style 
if it had not been so substantially altered. The alterations began in 1966 with the draining of the 
reflecting pools, which was central to the idea that the museum was a refuge from the city. 
Typically, the evaluation of a property’s significance is separated from the analysis of its integrity; 
however, in this case, the alterations to the property make such a separation impracticable. 
While portions of the individual pavilions still resemble their New Formalism origins, the site plan as 
a whole was too heavily altered in the 1980s to be evaluated as such. The total reorganization of 
the entrance sequence and plaza and the incompatible intrusions of the Art of the Americas 
Building and Times Central Court created a completely new composition for the site and 
rendered the original design intent difficult to recognize.  

In addition to the significant changes and additions to the site plan, the original pavilions 
themselves have been altered, as explained in detail in Section 3.3 (Description of the Project 
Site) above, and in the Integrity Analysis subsection of Section 4.1 (National Register of Historic 
Places Evaluation) below. The Ahmanson Building has a large addition to its north, and all of the 
glazing on its east elevation is non-original. The Hammer Building has additions on both its west 
and south elevations. The south elevation addition covers much of its original primary façade. 
Both the Ahmanson and the Hammer Buildings have been heavily altered on their interiors. The 
Bing Center has experienced the fewest alterations, but is altered nonetheless: several open 
bays along its open colonnade have been infilled with either solid panels or new glazing, and 
new walls were added at its ground level on the south and east elevations, beneath what was 
originally an overhanging walkway. The changes to the pavilions combine with the more 
dramatic changes to the site plan, yielding an amalgam of styles and materials that no longer 
embodies the distinctive characteristics of New Formalism.171 As acknowledged by Gebhard 
and Winter in the 2003 edition of their guidebook series, the “dull” architecture of the original 
complex has “all been lost” behind the 1980s alterations.172 As a result, in its current state the 
original LACMA complex does not appear to be eligible under this aspect of Criterion C as a 
representative example of New Formalism.       
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As the product of William L. Pereira, the original portions of the original LACMA complex are the 
work of a master architect; however, for the same reasons outlined above and detailed in the 
integrity analysis, the property is too altered to be considered an important or distinctive 
example of his work. It no longer reflects his original vision of a formal, temple-like complex with a 
grand entrance sequence, a unified architectural style, and an emphasis on the plaza and 
outdoor spaces. In a 1966 Architectural Record article, Pereira stated, “The final design of the art 
museum represents the results of an attempt to create a ‘sense of place’ by emphasizing the 
void defined by the buildings, rather than the structures themselves, with the design character 
established by the open plazas and promenades.”173 This description of the architect’s intention 
for the campus hardly applies today with the heavily altered plaza, infilled colonnades, and 
dominant new structures. The original LACMA complex does not appear to be eligible under this 
aspect of Criterion C.    

Properties possessing high artistic values are those that fully articulate a particular concept of 
design and that express an aesthetic ideal. This aspect of Criterion C is often applied to 
sculptures, murals, and buildings with ornamentation and detailing impressive enough to be 
considered works of art. The original LACMA buildings were designed to house works of art, not 
to be works of art themselves. Pereira’s own description of the final design quoted above 
indicates that the emphasis of the design was on the outdoor spaces and not the pavilions 
themselves. He also stressed in interviews that his designs for the complex were meant to be 
logical and functional, not ostentatious. The simple, repetitive quality of the campus reflects the 
architect’s words. In addition, due to the extensive alterations, the campus would not have the 
ability to convey a particular concept of design or express any aesthetic ideal at this point in 
time, even if it had originally. The original LACMA campus does not appear to be eligible under 
this aspect of Criterion C.   

The last aspect of Criterion C regarding a distinguishable entity whose components may lack 
individual distinction generally applies to historic districts. While the three original LACMA 
structures are commonly referred to as “buildings,” they are actually all connected at ground 
level, so they are more like squat towers rising from a single building plinth than individual 
buildings making up a potential district. Furthermore, while the complex in its original form 
created a distinguishable entity, that unified entity no longer exists due to the 1980s alterations. 
The Art of the Americas Building, Times Central Court, and the completely altered plaza interrupt 
the former cohesiveness. Thus, the original LACMA complex does not appear to be eligible 
under this aspect of Criterion C.  

In summary, in its original form the 1965 LACMA complex embodied the distinctive 
characteristics of the New Formalism style; however, it has been heavily altered and no longer 
represents its original design. The complex was also the work of master architect William Pereira, 
but it cannot be considered a representative example of his work due to its substantial 
alterations. The property does not possess high artistic values as it lacks the detail and 
ornamentation to do so. Lastly, the complex does not constitute a distinguishable entity whose 
components lack individual distinction as it is no longer a cohesive, unified entity. Overall, the 
original LACMA complex does not appear to be significant under Criterion C in its current state.     
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Criterion D 

Criterion D was not considered in this report, as it generally applies to archeological sites. As 
previously stated, this report is limited to historical resources that are part of the built 
environment. Please refer to the Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report 
prepared by AECOM, for information on archaeological sites, including those that are 
considered historical resources under CEQA for their archaeological value. 

Integrity Analysis 

To be eligible for listing in the National Register, a property must possess significance and 
physical integrity from its period of significance. The original LACMA complex appears to be 
significant under Criterion A within the contexts of the exhibition of art in twentieth century Los 
Angeles and the Los Angeles arts scene in the postwar period. Its period of significance is 1965 to 
1969. While some factors of integrity are more important than others depending on the property, 
a majority of the seven recognized aspects should be retained. Following is an analysis of the 
integrity of the LACMA campus based on the seven aspects. 

Location 

The original LACMA complex retains integrity of location. It has not been moved since its 
completion in 1965. 

Setting 

The original LACMA complex does not retain integrity of setting. Its original immediate setting 
included a deep setback from Wilshire Boulevard, a formal, stepped entrance sequence, a 
large, centrally organized plaza, and extensive outdoor promenades.174 The three original 
pavilions were oriented around the central plaza as essentially squat towers rising from a broad 
plinth. The relationships among the elements were clear and definite. In 1981, additions to both 
the Ahmanson and Hammer Buildings started to erode the original setting by connecting the 
pavilions and closing off the originally open plaza at the northwest corner. 

With completion of the Art of the Americas Building and LA Times Central Court in 1986, the 
original setting all but disappeared. The new structures were inserted right into the middle of the 
plaza, creating a new entrance with no setback from Wilshire Boulevard. The larger setting 
around the original LACMA complex has also been altered, but because the original design was 
fairly inward-looking, the new construction in the vicinity, such as the Pavilion for Japanese Art, 
changes to the surrounding sculpture gardens, the Broad Contemporary Art Museum, and the 
Resnick Pavilion, has not had a significant impact on the historic setting of the original buildings.  

Design 

The original LACMA complex was designed in the New Formalism style as a single large building 
at ground level with three separate building components above ground level, organized around 
a central plaza and surrounded by reflecting pools. The unified original design has been altered 
to the degree that the property no longer retains integrity of design. Certain design elements 
remain intact, such as the overall massing, use of some materials, elevation rhythms, and 
patterns of openings, of the Ahmanson Building and Bing Center, but on the whole the dramatic 
changes to the property dominate and outweigh the remnants of the original design. The site 

                                                 
174 It also included reflecting pools, but they were drained during the period of significance.  
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plan was such a crucial component of the original design that its total transformation alone is 
enough to consider the property as lacking integrity of design. In addition, the 1980s designs of 
the Art of the Americas Building and Times Central Court are not compatible with the 
architecture of the original complex, and the original pavilions have experienced their own 
alterations. The alterations to the Hammer Building are the most significant in terms of design, as 
they have covered much of its primary façade, but the less glaring alterations to the Ahmanson 
Building and the Bing Center contribute to the property’s overall loss of design integrity. 
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LACMA axonometric site plan depicting progression of additions and new buildings (LACMA) 

Materials 

The original LACMA complex retains some of its original materials, such as the split-face marble 
tiles, stucco panels, concrete columns, and bronzed aluminum-framed glazing. Some of these 
have been removed or altered, such as the removal of the original glazing on parts of the 
Ahmanson Building and the Bing Center. Many of the Hammer Building’s materials have been 
covered by the 1986 addition to its primary façade. The materials of the original plaza have 
been removed and replaced. Overall, the property’s integrity of materials has been 
compromised, but not to the degree that they do not convey its significance under Criterion A.  

Workmanship 

The primary display of craftsmanship on the original LACMA buildings was the hand-laid marble 
tile on the elevations. The tile remains intact and visible. Thus, the property retains integrity of 
craftsmanship. 
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Ahmanson Building: Examples of non-original 

glazing, altered main entrance and colonnade, 
impacting design and materials (GPA) 

 
Hammer Building: Examples of addition, non-original 
glazing, and altered colonnade, impacting design 

and materials (GPA) 
 

 
Plaza: Examples of new buildings, configuration, 

and paving, impacting design and materials (GPA)  

 
Hammer Building: Examples of new buildings and 

altered main entrance, impacting design and 
materials (GPA) 

 
Bing Center: Examples of altered colonnade and 

addition with new windows at ground level, 
impacting design and materials (GPA) 

 
Bing Center: Examples of altered colonnade and 

non-original glazing, impacting design and materials 
(GPA) 

Feeling 

The original LACMA complex does not retain integrity of feeling, which is defined in National 
Register Bulletin 15 as "a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time."175 Its original feeling was that of a late postwar, New Formalism-style art museum. 

                                                 
175 National Register Bulletin 15, 45.  
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It had a distinct formal quality, similar to several other public institutions from the postwar period. 
The current informal composition and dominant new structures from the 1980s substantially 
impacting the property’s ability to convey its original feeling from the 1960s.   

Association  

According to National Register Bulletin #15, “A property retains association if it is the place 
where the event or activity occurred and is sufficiently intact to convey that relationship to an 
observer. Like feeling, association requires the presence of physical features that convey a 
property's historic character.”176 In other words, retaining integrity of association does not simply 
mean that a property is still associated with its original owner or use. For the original LACMA 
complex, this means that the fact that the county museum continues to occupy the property is 
not enough to conclude that the property retains integrity of association. The campus would 
have to retain sufficient integrity to convey its relationships to its historic contexts for the period of 
1965 to 1969, and it does not do so for all of the reasons outlined above. Just like it no longer 
conveys the feeling of a late postwar, New Formalism-style museum, it no longer adequately 
conveys its associations with the contexts of twentieth century art exhibition and the postwar arts 
scene in Los Angeles from 1965 to 1969. 

Summary of National Register Eligibility 

The original LACMA complex appears to be significant under Criterion A as an important 
institution directly associated with the cultural development of Los Angeles in the postwar 
period. It is significant within the contexts of the exhibition of art in twentieth century Los Angeles 
and the Los Angeles arts scene in the postwar period. The period of significance for the museum 
under Criterion A extends from 1965, when it opened to the public, to 1969, coinciding with the 
end of the 1960s, arguably the most critical decade of cultural development in twentieth 
century Los Angeles. 

However, for a property to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, it must possess 
both significance and integrity from its period of significance. Due to extensive alterations, 
LACMA no longer possess integrity from the period of 1965 to 1969. Thus, it does not appear to 
be eligible for listing in the National Register.   

4.2 California Register of Historical Resources 

The criteria for listing in the California Register mirror the National Register criteria. As a result, the 
original LACMA complex appears to be significant under Criterion 1 for the same reasons 
outlined above. Regarding integrity, the California Register requires an eligible resource to 
reflect its appearance from its period of significance. As explained in detail above, LACMA does 
not reflect its appearance from the period of 1965 to 1969. Therefore, it does not appear to be 
eligible for listing in the California Register.  

4.3 Los Angeles County Landmark 

The first four criteria for Los Angeles County Landmark eligibility mirror the National and California 
Register criteria. As in those evaluations, the original LACMA complex appears to be significant 
under Criterion 1 for the same reasons outlined above. The fifth criterion deals with properties 
that are already listed or formally determined eligible for listing in either the National or California 
Registers. LACMA has not been listed or formally determined eligible for listing in either register, 
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so it does not satisfy this criterion. The last two criteria relate to trees and landscape features, 
rather than buildings, so these criteria do not apply to this evaluation. Furthermore, the research 
did not reveal any trees or landscape features directly associated with any historic events or 
persons. A survey of the project site included as Appendix IS -1 in the Initial Study  did not identify 
any trees that could be described as one of the largest or oldest of the species located in the 
County.  

The County addresses integrity in its detailed publication How to Nominate a Landmark or 
Historic District. The publication accompanies the ordinance and provides additional guidance 
on what properties qualify for designation as County Landmarks. On page 2, it clearly states that 
in addition to significance under at least one of the seven criteria, “Integrity must also be evident 
through historic qualities including location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or 
association. This means whether or not the landmark or district as a whole retains enough of its 
physical characteristics to convey its historical appearance from the period of significance.”177 
In other words, County Landmarks must possess integrity as defined by the same seven aspects 
defined by the National Register. As explained in detail above, the LACMA complex does not 
possess integrity. It does not convey its historic appearance from its period of significance. 
Therefore, it does not appear to be eligible for listing as a Los Angeles County Landmark.  

5.  PROJECT IMPACTS 

5.1 Determining the Significance of Impacts on Historical Resources 

The State CEQA Guidelines set the standard for determining the significance of impacts to 
historical resources in Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(b), which states: 

A project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on 
the environment. 

Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(b)(1) further clarifies “substantial adverse 
change” as follows: 

Substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource means physical 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate 
surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource would be materially 
impaired.  

Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15064.5(b)(1) in turn explains that a historical 
resource is “materially impaired” when a project: 

Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics that 
convey its significance and that justify its inclusion in or eligibility for inclusion in the 
California Register, local register, or its identification in a historic resources survey.  

As such, the test for determining whether or not a proposed project will have a significant 
impact on an identified historical resource is whether or not it will materially impair the physical 
integrity of the historical resource such that it would no longer be eligible for listing in the 

                                                 
177 County of Los Angeles Department of Regional Planning, How to Nominate a Landmark of Historic 
District, accessed December 14, 2015, http://planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/apps/hp_nomination-
instructions.pdf.  
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National or California Registers or other landmark programs such as the list of Los Angeles 
County Landmarks. 

Although the County of Los Angeles is the lead agency for this project, the City of Los Angeles is 
a responsible agency. A lead agency is the public agency that has the primary responsibility for 
approving the project. A responsible agency has discretionary approval authority over a portion 
of the project. The following factors are set forth in the City of Los Angeles' “L.A. CEQA Thresholds 
Guide,” which states that a project would normally have a significant impact on a historical 
resource if it would result in a substantial adverse change in the significance of the historical 
resource. A substantial adverse change in significance occurs if the project involves:  

• Demolition of a significant resource; or 

• Relocation that does not maintain the integrity and (historical/architectural) significance 
of a significant resource; or 

• Conversion, rehabilitation, or alteration of a significant resource which does not conform 
to the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for 
Rehabilitating Historic Buildings; or 

• Construction that reduces the integrity or significance of important resources on the site 
or in the vicinity. 

5.2 Secretary of the Interior's Standards 

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation (Standards) are codified at 36 Code of 
Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 67.7. The Standards are designed to ensure that rehabilitation 
does not materially impair the significance of a historical resource. Thus, the Standards are 
usually relevant in assessing whether there is a substantial adverse change under CEQA. The 
CEQA Guidelines state: 

Generally, a project that follows the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, 
and Reconstructing Historic Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1995), Weeks and 
Grimmer, shall be considered as mitigated to a level of less than a significant impact on 
the historic resource.178 

The definition of “rehabilitation” assumes that at least some repair or alteration of the historic 
building will be needed in order to provide for an efficient contemporary use; however, these 
repairs and alterations must not damage or destroy materials, features, or finishes that are 
important in defining the building’s historic character. 

The Standards are as follows: 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires minimal 
change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of 
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that 
characterize a property will be avoided. 

                                                 
178 14 CCR Section 15064.5(b)(3). 
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3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding conjectural 
features or elements from other buildings, will not be undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will be 
retained and preserved. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the severity of 
deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature will match 
the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials. Replacement of missing 
features will be substantiated by documentary and physical evidence. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest 
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used. 

8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project will be protected and 
preserved. If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures shall be undertaken. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy historic 
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the 
old and will be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to 
protect the historic integrity of the property and its environment. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a 
manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

The Standards are not intended to be prescriptive, but instead provide general guidance. They 
are intended to be flexible and adaptable to specific project conditions to balance continuity 
and change, while retaining materials and features to the maximum extent feasible. Their 
interpretation requires exercising professional judgment and balancing the various opportunities 
and constraints of any given project. Not every Standard necessarily applies to every aspect of 
a project, nor is it necessary to comply with every Standard to achieve compliance. For a 
project to comply with the Standards, it must achieve a balance of continuity and change.  

5.3 Project Description 

Museum Associates, a private nonprofit public benefit corporation organized under California 
law and doing business as LACMA, manages, operates and maintains the LACMA buildings 
under the authority of the County of Los Angeles. Museum Associates proposes to construct the 
LACMA Building for the Permanent Collection (Museum Building) within the LACMA East Campus 
and adjacent properties. The proposed 387,500-square-foot Museum Building would replace 
four buildings within LACMA East collectively comprising approximately 392,871 square feet. 
These include the original LACMA complex as well as the Art of the Americas Building. Overall, 
the Project would result in a decrease in the square footage of museum buildings by 
approximately 5,371 square feet. As designed by Peter Zumthor, the Museum Building would be 
comprised of seven semi-transparent pavilions with an organically-shaped and translucent main 
exhibition level elevated above the pavilions and extending over Wilshire Boulevard to the 
property on the southeast corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Spaulding Drive (known as the 
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Spaulding Lot). The Project design would also increase park space within Hancock Park to 
include new outdoor landscaped plazas, public programming and educational spaces, 
sculpture gardens, and native and drought tolerant vegetation that would be integrated with 
the Museum Building and existing uses within Hancock Park. Approximately 148,000 square feet 
of covered outdoor space would also be provided. In addition, a new parking facility providing 
approximately 260 parking spaces would be developed southwest of the intersection of Ogden 
Drive and Wilshire Boulevard on three contiguous parcels owned by Museum Associates and 
referred to as the Ogden Lot (Ogden Parking Structure). The Ogden Parking Structure would 
replace the surface parking area on the Spaulding Lot and would provide the same number of 
spaces currently located on the Spaulding Lot. The Museum Building and the Ogden Parking 
Structure, together, comprise the Project.   

5.4 Analysis of Project Impacts 

The original LACMA complex to be removed is not a historical resource defined by CEQA, 
because it is ineligible for listing in the National Register or California Register. Therefore, only the 
potential impacts the Project may have on the historical resources in the study area are 
analyzed below. Potential impacts on Hancock Park-La Brea Tar Pits are discussed in the Cultural 
and Paleontological Resources Technical Report prepared by AECOM. 

There are 19 known, potential, and presumptive historical resources in the study area, which 
encompasses a quarter mile radius of the Project site. However, all but six are so far removed 
from the Project site that there is no potential for impact, direct or indirect. The physical 
characteristics that convey their significance would not be altered in any way by the Project. 
These historical resources are already physically and visually separated from the Project site by 
other buildings in the study area. 

The Project would require minor alterations to two of the potential historical resources in the 
study area, the Wilshire Boulevard street lights and the Pavilion for Japanese Art. While 
compliance with the Standards results in a less than significant impact on historical resources 
under CEQA, noncompliance does not necessarily equal the material impairment of historical 
resources. Historical resources can continue to retain sufficient integrity to convey their 
significance, even if they are altered in a manner that does not comply with the Standards. Thus, 
the analysis of potential Project impacts below is based on whether the Project complies with 
the Standards and whether the Project would affect the integrity of the Wilshire Boulevard street 
lights and the Pavilion for Japanese Art to the degree they would no longer qualify as historical 
resources defined by CEQA.  

The Project has the potential to indirectly impact one known historical resource, the Miracle Mile 
HPOZ; two potential historical resources, the buildings at 5850 and 5950 Wilshire Boulevard; and 
one presumptive historical resource, the Observation Pit. However, as more fully described 
below, the new Museum Building and Ogden Parking Structure would not affect the physical 
integrity of these resources. As the Project does not involve any changes to these resources, the 
Standards do not directly apply. 

The following paragraphs reflect the analysis of the conceptual site plan and schematic design 
for the new Museum Building (prepared by Peter Zumthor, dated February 2017) and Ogden 
Parking Structure as it relates to the identified historical resources. 
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Wilshire Boulevard Street Lights 

As previously stated, the street lights between Highland and Fairfax Avenues were identified by 
SurveyLA as appearing to be eligible for HCM designation as an excellent collection of postwar 
ornamental street lights. Two of the street lights in this collection would be affected by the 
Project. These two street lights are located in the area where the Museum Building would extend 
over Wilshire Boulevard, one on the north and one on the south. The street lights would be 
removed, stored, and reinstalled at new locations deemed appropriate by the City's Bureau of 
Street Lighting. 

Although the Standards are intended to address all types of historical resources including 
buildings, structures, and objects, they do not provide much guidance on historic street lights. 
Standard #2 is perhaps the most relevant for the analysis. It states: 

The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of 
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that 
characterize a property will be avoided. 

It is apparent from visual observation that the street lights were spaced at fairly regular intervals 
when they were installed in 1955. Development along the boulevard, and specifically within the 
Project site, since 1955 has required their relocation to accommodate loading zones, driveways, 
and pedestrian ramps. The removal of two street lights in a large collection of street lights that 
stretch from Fairfax to Highland Avenues would comply with the Standards. The removal of two 
street lights would not be a perceptible "alteration of the spatial relationships that characterize 
the property." Individual street lights in the collection have already been moved so they are no 
longer evenly spaced. Furthermore, as the street lights are so thin in profile and share the public 
space with a variety of street trees, they do not have a strong visual presence. Therefore, the 
impact of the Project on the Wilshire Boulevard street lights would be less than significant.  

Pavilion for Japanese Art 

As previously stated, the Pavilion for Japanese Art was identified by SurveyLA as appearing to be 
eligible for listing in the National Register as an excellent example of Organic architecture, and 
as the work of two master architects, Bruce Goff and Bart Prince. The Project would require the 
removal of two bridges that connect the Pavilion to Times Central Court. The Pavilion was first 
designed by Goff for a location in Oklahoma and redesigned as a wing of the Metropolitan 
Museum of Art in New York. However, the building and the collection it contains would 
eventually find a home near the original LACMA campus on a site east of the Hammer Building 
and north of the Bing Center. By this time Goff had died so his former associate Prince was 
engaged to complete the plans and supervise the construction. As a practical matter, a ramp 
on the south elevation, which was envisioned to read similar to the existing ramp that leads to 
the entrance at the north elevation, was redesigned as a bridge to provide direct access to the 
Pavilion from Times Central Court for museum visitors. Another bridge was added to the west 
elevation of the Pavilion for museum staff. 
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Bridge from south elevation of Pavilion to Times 

Central Court (GPA) 
Bridge from west elevation of Pavilion used by 

museum staff (GPA) 

In concept, the removal of these two bridges, which were not part of the original Goff and 
Prince design, would comply with the Standards. The bridges are not primary character-defining 
features of the Pavilion. The south bridge would be replaced with a ramp that would be similar in 
design to the existing ramp on the north elevation. Replacing the south bridge with a ramp 
would not fundamentally alter the historic character of the property. The west bridge would not 
be replaced. It currently leads to a pair of hollow metal doors that are painted to match the 
surrounding stucco. These doors would be removed and the opening would be filled and 
finished with stucco to match the surrounding wall surface.   

Removing the two bridges and adding a ramp would not diminish the integrity of the Pavilion to 
the degree it would no longer qualify for listing in the National Register. Of the seven factors of 
integrity, the most relevant for architecturally significant buildings is design. The Pavilion was 
originally designed as a freestanding gallery on the estate of Joe and Etsuko Price. The building 
was also designed from the inside out for the display of Japanese art. It was Price's collection of 
art and Goff's unique vision that influenced the design of the building more than the site in 
Hancock Park. While the bridges are original to the completed building, they are not key design 
features. 

Setting is also among the seven factors of integrity and is relevant to the analysis of Project 
impacts. The new Museum Building would introduce a new visual element to the setting of the 
Pavilion. However, the site plan for the Museum Building is an improvement on the current spatial 
relationship between the Pavilion and the adjacent Hammer Building and Bing Center. The 
Pavilion is currently rather boxed in by these two existing buildings. While this is the condition that 
has existed since the Pavilion was constructed, it was designed as a freestanding building that 
could be viewed from all angles. The curvilinear design of the Museum Building is also more 
complimentary to the Pavilion than the hard edges of the Hammer Building and Bing Center. Yet 
the Museum Building would be differentiated from the existing building by its contemporary 
design and materials. 
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Present setting of Japanese Pavilion (GPA) 

 

Proposed setting of Japanese Pavilion (GPA) 

Thus, the Project would not result in a substantial adverse change to the Pavilion or its immediate 
surroundings. It would continue to possess all aspects of integrity, including design and setting. 
The Pavilion would still convey its significance in the context of Organic architecture and the 
work of Goff and Prince. The setting of the Pavilion would be enhanced by the Project.  

Although the Project would have a less than significant impact on the Pavilion, mitigation 
measures are recommended to ensure that the design of the proposed ramp complies with the 
Standards as the design evolves from schematic to construction documents, and to ensure that 
the other features related to the Pavilion are not damaged during construction.  

Miracle Mile HPOZ 

The Miracle Mile HPOZ is characterized by properties dating from the 1920s through the 1940s in 
period revival styles, such as Tudor Revival, French Revival, Spanish Colonial Revival, 
Mediterranean Revival, and American Colonial Revival. The district is further characterized by its 
street trees, and consistency of building styles, front yard setbacks, and lot sizes. The HPOZ is 
located generally south of the proposed Museum Building and Ogden Parking Structure; neither 
of the proposed Project components are located within the district boundary. As the Project 
does not involve any changes to the subject district, the Standards do not directly apply. Of the 
seven factors of integrity, the only relevant factor is setting because once again the Project 
does not involve any changes to the subject historical resource. 

The Museum Building would be located within a block that has been excluded from the HPOZ 
boundary completely, because none of the properties within the block would be considered 
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contributing to the district. They are either surface parking lots or too recently constructed to 
contribute. The nearest district contributor to the Museum Building would be located to the 
building’s southwest, across Spaulding Avenue. All other contributors in the vicinity would be 
buffered from the new construction either by existing non-contributors or by vacant parcels. As a 
result, the Museum Building would have very little visual interaction with the district and impact 
on its setting would be less than significant.  

The Ogden Parking Structure would be located within a block that is excluded from the HPOZ 
boundary. To the east, the HPOZ boundary extends to include the parcels that would be directly 
across Ogden Drive from the Parking Structure; however, these parcels consist of a surface 
parking lot and a non-contributing apartment building from 1978. Again, these non-contributing 
buildings would create a substantial buffer between the new Parking Structure and the 
contributing buildings in the district. Because the Ogden Parking Structure would have no visual 
interaction with any contributors to the HPOZ and because it would be buffered by non-
contributors and new construction in nearly all directions, the Parking Structure would have less 
than significant impact on the Miracle Mile HPOZ’s setting.    

Neither the Museum Building nor the Ogden Parking Structure would result in a substantial 
adverse change to the district or its immediate surroundings. The district would continue to 
possess all aspects of integrity, including setting. Accordingly, it would continue to convey its 
significance and impact would be less than significant.  

 

Miracle Mile HPOZ and Ogden Parking Structure (GPA and Office of Historic Resources) 
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5850 Wilshire Boulevard 

The new Museum Building would be located directly west of 5850 Wilshire Boulevard, a three-
story office building designed in the Corporate International style. The primary elevations of the 
existing building face Wilshire Boulevard on the north and Stanley Avenue on the east. The 
Museum Building would be located on the same block as the building at 5850 Wilshire 
Boulevard. However, there would be more than 100 feet between the Museum Building and the 
existing building. The west elevation of the existing building is a blank wall, essentially turning its 
back on the Museum Building. Furthermore, the existing building steps up in height on the west 
elevation, likely the overrun for the vertical circulation. The Project does not involve any changes 
to the existing building; therefore the Standards do not directly apply. Of the seven factors of 
integrity, the only relevant factor is setting because once again the Project does not involve any 
changes to the existing building. The Museum Building would introduce a new visual element to 
the setting of the building at 5850 Wilshire Boulevard. Given the physical separation between the 
existing building and Museum Building, the Project would not affect the integrity of setting. 
Setting is the physical environment of a historical resource, within the exact boundaries of the 
property but also the surroundings. The Museum Building is actually lower in height than many of 
the office buildings along this stretch of Wilshire Boulevard, such as the Mutual Benefit Life Plaza 
building to the west, and at a maximum height of 74 feet above ground level is compatible with 
the scale of the existing building. As the west elevation of the existing building has no 
architectural features, there is nothing for the Museum Building to respond. Thus, the Project 
would not result in a substantial adverse change to the building at 5850 Wilshire Boulevard or its 
immediate surroundings. It would continue to possess all aspects of integrity, including setting. 
Accordingly, it would continue to convey its significance and impact would be less than 
significant.  

5950 Wilshire Boulevard 

The building at 5950 Wilshire Boulevard (the address range is 5900-56) was historically known as 
the Mutual Benefit Life Plaza. It is a complex including a high-rise office building designed in the 
Corporate International style. It would be located west of the new Museum Building across 
Spaulding Avenue and east of the Ogden Parking Structure across Ogden Drive. As the Project 
does not involve any changes to the existing buildings in the complex, the Standards do not 
directly apply. Of the seven factors of integrity, the only relevant factor is setting because once 
again the Project does not involve any changes to the existing complex. The Museum Building 
would introduce a new visual element to the setting of the Mutual Benefit Life Plaza. However, 
this stretch of Wilshire Boulevard is developed with buildings constructed in various periods and 
styles, ranging from one to 32 stories in height. Thus the setting is not one of consistency but 
rather diversity. Furthermore, the high-rise building portion of Mutual Benefit Life Plaza is much 
larger than either the proposed Museum Building or Ogden Parking Structure. Therefore, the 
Project would not result in a substantial adverse change to the existing complex or its immediate 
surroundings. It would continue to possess all aspects of integrity, including setting. Accordingly, 
it would continue to convey its significance and impact would be less than significant.  

Observation Pit 

The new Museum Building would be located southeast of the Observation Pit. Although the 
Observation Pit was not identified by SurveyLA, it is presumed to be a historical resource for the 
purposes of this report to provide a conservative analysis of the Project’s potential impacts. It is a 
Mid-Century Modern single-story building with a round shape. As the Project does not involve 
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any changes to the existing building, the Standards do not directly apply. Of the seven factors of 
integrity, the only relevant factor is setting because once again the Project does not involve any 
changes to the existing building. The Museum Building would introduce a new visual element to 
the setting of the Observation Pit. However, the site plan for the Museum Building is an 
improvement on the current spatial relationship between the Observation Pit and the Ahmanson 
Building. An addition to the rear (north) of the Ahmanson Building has encroached on the open 
space that once surrounded the Observation Pit. Furthermore, the south elevation of the 
Ahmanson Building addition has solid walls without any architectural features. It is very utilitarian 
in design. The site plan for the Museum Building would provide more open space around the 
Observation Pit. In addition, the Museum Building would be more complimentary in design to the 
Observation Pit than the Ahmanson Building as it will be approachable from all sides; the 
architectural treatment is continuous. Thus, the Project would not result in a substantial adverse 
change to the Observation Pit or its immediate surroundings. It would continue to possess all 
aspects of integrity, including setting. Accordingly, it would continue to convey its significance in 
the context of Mid-Century Modern architecture. The setting of the Observation Pit would be 
enhanced by the Project.  

 

Present setting of Observation Pit (GPA) 

 

Proposed setting of Observation Pit (GPA) 
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Summary 

The Project would not negatively affect the integrity of the aforementioned historical resources 
or their immediate surroundings. The Museum Building and Ogden Parking Structure would be 
approximately 74 feet and 50 feet in height, respectively, which is comparable, if not lower, than 
some of the individual historical resources. While the Pavilion for Japanese Art, Observation Pit, 
and contributing buildings in the HPOZ are typically lower than the proposed new buildings 
would be, they would be buffered by open space or existing buildings of similar 74- to 50-foot 
heights. The Museum Building and Ogden Parking Structure would be physically separated from 
all of the historical resources. All of the potential historical resources would continue to convey 
their significance that justified their listing or evaluation as eligible for listing under national, state, 
or local landmark or historic district programs. Therefore, the Project would have a less than 
significant impact on historical resources.  

5.5 Mitigation Measures 

CEQA requires the Lead Agency to examine and impose mitigation measures that would avoid 
or minimize any impacts or potential impacts to historical resources. The two bridges that 
connect Times Central Plaza to the Pavilion would be removed and a ramp would be added. In 
concept, this aspect of the Project would not result in a substantial adverse change in the 
Pavilion as a historical resource. As the architectural details of the ramp have not yet been 
determined, there is still a potential for impact. Therefore the following mitigation measures are 
recommended:  

• Prior to the issuance of any grading permits for the Project, the Los Angeles County 
Museum of Art (LACMA) shall retain a qualified historic preservation professional meeting 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for architectural history 
or historic architecture to review construction and landscape plans related to the 
removal and replacement of the two bridges leading to the Pavilion for Japanese Art 
and any landscape plans that may affect its setting. The plans shall be reviewed by this 
professional for compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties (Standards). If the construction and landscape plans do 
not comply with the Standards, the professional shall make recommendations for 
changes to the plans so they comply.  The review shall be summarized in a 
memorandum, and submitted to the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) for Los Angeles 
County for concurrence. Grading permits may be issued after the CEO has concurred 
the plans comply with the Standards. 

• The qualified historic preservation professional shall monitor construction activities that 
may affect the Pavilion for Japanese Art, including removal and replacement of the two 
bridges connecting to this building.  This professional shall meet with the construction 
contractor on site to discuss minimizing collateral damage, at least five days prior to the 
removal of the bridges and when construction of the new ramp is 50 percent, 90 
percent, and 100 percent complete.  Within five days after each meeting, this 
professional shall prepare a memorandum summarizing the findings, making 
recommendations as necessary to ensure compliance with the Standards, and 
documenting construction with digital photographs.  The memorandum shall be 
submitted to the CEO for Los Angeles County for concurrence. If the CEO does not 
concur, all activities shall cease within the bridge areas until conformance with the 
Standards is resolved and concurrence is obtained. 
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5.6 Conclusion 

The Project was analyzed for direct and indirect impacts on six historical resources in the study 
area: the Wilshire Boulevard street lights, the Pavilion for Japanese Art, the buildings at 5850 and 
5950 Wilshire Boulevard, the Miracle Mile HPOZ, and the Observation Pit. These historical 
resources are near the Project site. The Project would involve relatively minor alterations to the 
Wilshire Boulevard street lights and the Pavilion for Japanese Art. The direct and indirect impacts 
the Project would have on these two historical resources are less than significant, and would be 
minimized even further by the implementation of mitigation measures. Indirect impacts on the 
other four historical resources were also analyzed. The Project would have a less than significant 
impact on these historical resources. Although it would introduce a new visual element to the 
area, the Museum Building and Ogden Parking Structure would be physically separated from 
the nearby historical resources. The Project would not result in a substantial adverse change to 
the immediate surroundings of these resources such that their eligibility as resources would be 
materially impaired. The integrity of these resources would not be compromised by the Project. 
They would continue to be eligible for listing as historical resources defined by CEQA.  
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1.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND 
 
Museum Associates, a California nonprofit public benefit corporation that operates the Los 
Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA) pursuant to a delegation of authority from the 
County of Los Angeles, proposes to construct a new LACMA Building to house LACMA’s 
Permanent Collection (Project). The Project will require demolition of four existing buildings, 
including the Ahmanson Building, the Bing Center, the Hammer Building, and the Art of the 
Americas Building, and construction of a new building and a new parking structure. Demolition 
of existing buildings and construction of the new LACMA facility will involve ground 
disturbance with potential to directly or indirectly affect archaeological, historical, and 
paleontological resources, including the famed Hancock Park La Brea Tar Pits, which is 
designated as California Historical Landmark (CHL) No. 170 (“Hancock Park La Brea”), 
archaeological site CA-LAN-159 (“La Brea Tar Pits”), archaeological resource P-19-171007 
(“Rancho La Brea Fossil Deposits”) and National Natural Landmark (NNL) “Rancho La Brea” 
(Figure 1). The County of Los Angeles will serve as the lead agency for the Project under the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
The new construction would involve the building of an “S”-shaped structure (when seen from the 
air) on property at the current LACMA site north of Wilshire Boulevard and then span Wilshire 
Boulevard to occupy the property at the southeast corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Spaulding 
Avenue (the “Spaulding Lot”), all on land owned or leased by the County of Los Angeles. There 
is currently a surface parking lot on the Spaulding Lot. The new proposed building will be 
approximately 387,500 gross square feet and will replace the four existing buildings with a 
collective building area of approximately 392,871 gross square feet, resulting in a net decrease in 
building area (Figure 2).  The majority of the proposed building would present as a horizontal 
structure elevated approximately 20 feet above ground level with seven vertical core “Pavilions” 
rising from ground level to the horizontal structure above.  Two basements would collectively 
comprise approximately 70,000 square feet.  Construction will occur in previously disturbed 
areas, though new excavation will be necessary for the basement and building footings.     
 
In addition, a new parking facility providing approximately 260 parking spaces would be 
developed on Ogden Drive about 160 feet southwest of the intersection of Ogden Drive and 
Wilshire Boulevard on property owned by Museum Associates (the “Ogden Lot”).  The new 
parking structure on the Ogden Lot would include up to five above-grade parking levels and up 
to two below-grade parking levels in previously disturbed and excavated areas, though new 
excavation will be necessary for the building footings.  There is current construction staging by 
Metro (pursuant to a temporary construction easement) on the Ogden Lot. 
 
This report examines the potential impacts of construction and/or operation associated with the 
Project on archaeological and paleontological resources. The proposed Project site is currently 
fully developed. To identify cultural and paleontological resources that may exist within the 
Project area, a records search for previous cultural resources studies and recorded resources was 
conducted at the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) South Central 
Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University (CSU) Fullerton and a search 
for information on paleontological localities was conducted at the Natural History Museum of 
Los Angeles County (Natural History Museum). Resumes of key personnel contributing to this 
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report are provided in Appendix A. Additionally, AECOM conducted archaeological and 
paleontological monitoring of geotechnical borings undertaken to assess the condition of below-
ground geologic conditions (Appendix B). 
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Figure 1. Project Location 

 
Source: USGS Hollywood Topographic Quad. Courtesy of Google Maps. 
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Figure 2. Conceptual Plan 
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2.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
 
2.1 Natural Setting 
 
The study area is located near the northern edge of the Los Angeles Basin (Basin), a short 
distance southwest of the Elysian Park Hills. The Elysian Park Hills, along with the Repetto Hills 
to the north and east of the study area, comprise a group of low hills at the northern edge of the 
Basin. The highest point in this line of hills is Mount Washington, at an elevation of 846 feet. 
These hills and adjacent lowlands currently include a heavily populated portion of metropolitan 
Los Angeles (Lamar 1970).  
 
2.1.1 Geologic Setting 
 
The study area (encompassing the Project area) is situated within the Los Angeles Basin at the 
northern edge of the Peninsular Ranges Physiographic Province, and just outside the southern 
edge of the Transverse Ranges Physiographic Province. The Santa Monica Mountains define the 
northern edge of the study area. Like other parts of the Transverse Ranges, these mountains run 
east-west, which is dissimilar to most mountain chains in western North America. These 
mountains are of recent origin and are the result of north-south compression and shortening of 
the region. The Santa Monica Mountains have been described as an uplifted peneplain. The 
complex interplay of fluctuating global sea level and progressive uplift of coastal California has 
resulted in considerable variations in what parts of the Basin were inundated or emergent at any 
given period. Even into early Pleistocene times, much of the Los Angeles Basin was an 
embayment of the Pacific Ocean. 
 
The La Brea Plain forms a slightly elevated surface at the foot of the Santa Monica Mountains 
along their southern edge. Its uppermost sediments are alluvial fans resulting from the erosion of 
these mountains. Ballona Creek drains this area. Complex tectonic forces have warped parts of 
the Los Angeles Basin upward, and other parts downward. These interactions have produced 
petroleum traps. Those most exploited in the study area are the Beverly Hills, Cheviot Hills, San 
Vicente, and Salt Lake oil fields. The last of these includes petroleum seeps that produced the 
Rancho La Brea Tar Pits, discussed below. (Biddle 1990) 
 
The presence of oil sands, shale, and sandstones underneath the Pleistocene strata, located at the 
historic Rancho La Brea property is the reason that the petroleum is created and subsequently 
uplifted into pools; forming sticky asphaltum or tar pools. This is currently known as the La Brea 
Tar Pits and sits directly adjacent to the Project area. The irregularity of the landscape could have 
also played a role in the increased amount of the fossiliferous petroleum filling in depressions 
and creating pools 6 or 7 feet square at the current La Brea Tar Pits site. There are no active 
seeps at either site today but it is not known whether there are any buried inactive prehistoric tar 
seeps. 
 
The Basin is underlain by a thick (several thousand feet) sequence of Tertiary age sedimentary 
rocks. From oldest to youngest, these rocks are represented by the Topanga Formation, Puente 
Formation (also known as the Monterey Formation), and Fernando Formation (Dibblee 1989). 
Each formation is composed of rock layers alternating between sandstone, conglomerate, and 
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siltstone. Tertiary marine sedimentary rocks are exposed in the Elysian Park Hills and Repetto 
Hills. (Yerkes et al. 1965) 
 
Younger Quaternary (Holocene) alluvial fan deposits cover the bedrock formations in many 
areas, such as the study area. These deposits consist predominantly of sand and silt, along with 
smaller amounts of gravel and clay. Descriptions of materials encountered in most test boreholes 
conducted for unrelated previous projects at various locations throughout the Los Angeles 
Quadrangle report loose to moderately dense sand. Where saturated within 40 feet below the 
ground surface, these sedimentary units are considered susceptible to liquefaction. These young 
Quaternary units underlie the Project area, as described in further detail below. Most soils within 
the Project area have been modified and disturbed by grading and earthmoving associated with 
previous land uses (CDMG 1998). The geotechnical borings for this project show that there is 
some artificial fill of varying depths in the project area with some native soils below in the 
Spaulding lot (AECOM 2016b).  Available maps and reports suggest that most alluvial material 
in the Project area is predominantly sand and silt. Smaller amounts of gravel and clay are also 
known, along with cobbles and boulders. The high percentage of granular material and low clay 
content of these deposits and associated soils are not generally suggestive of significant unstable 
geologic conditions (Figure 3).  
 
2.1.2 Geologic Units within the Study Area 
 
This section relies on the mapping of the surficial geologic units within the study area published 
by Yerkes (1997). Figure 4 provides their geologic mapping of the Project area. Older alluvium 
of Pleistocene age is mapped throughout all of Hancock Park. 
 
Younger Alluvium 
The lithologic distinction between Younger Alluvium and Older Alluvium is rather subtle. The 
Younger Alluvium consists of silts, sands, clays, and gravel. The Younger Alluvium tends to be 
less consolidated than the Older Alluvium. The Younger Alluvium is of Holocene age (less than 
10,000 years). Remains of less than 5,000 years are generally not considered significant 
paleontological resources because they more closely reflect current climate conditions and lack 
the information potential of the older fossils, which can tell us about climate change and past 
species and biotas (SVP 2010). Younger Alluvium is mapped along Wilshire Boulevard from 
Western Avenue to Norton Avenue and from a bit west of Fairfax Avenue to Santa Monica 
Boulevard. 
 
Older Alluvium 
The Older Alluvium consists of silts, sands, clays, gravel, and asphaltic sands. It tends to be 
more consolidated than the Younger Alluvium. Within the study area, the Older Alluvium is a 
nonmarine unit. However, it can have a basal layer of marine fossiliferous sand in and near sea 
cliffs (McGill 1989). The Older Alluvium is dated from the Holocene/Pleistocene boundary 
(approximately 10,000 years ago) to over one million years. Older alluvium is mapped 
throughout Hancock Park. It produces Pleistocene vertebrate fossils, mostly of mammals. 
However, in the vicinity of Hancock Park Rancho La Brea Tar Pits), it has produced more than 
one million vertebrate fossils and perhaps two million invertebrate fossils. This general locality  
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Figure 3. Physiographic Provinces of California 
 

 
Source: Physiographic provinces modified from the National Atlas, with geology modified after the Geologic Map of California by Jenning, 
C.W., 1997, California Dept. of Mines and Geology. 
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Figure 4. Geologic Map of the Project Area 
 

 
Source: Yerkes 1997; well borings used to develop this source map are indicated by numbered icons. 
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is unique within the world in that it preserves fossils of essentially an entire Pleistocene biome 
within a major city. The Rancholabrean North American Land Mammal Age was named after it. 
 
The site is a registered National Natural Landmark. Appendix C provides more than 500 
scientific papers published on the paleontological resources produced by these asphaltic deposits. 
The fossil deposits in the Older Alluvium do not extend deeper than 45 feet below the surface. 
Vertebrate fossils have been found in Older Alluvium beneath, as well as south of, Wilshire 
Boulevard. Thus, the Project will possibly encounter fossils on the south side of Wilshire 
Boulevard. As the Project will replace some existing structures, disturbed sediments below those 
structures, as well as undisturbed sediments, could contain paleontological resources. Older 
Alluvium will certainly be impacted by the Project. This impact could include discovery of entire 
tar pit deposits (generally cone-shaped) in any or all locations except those that have been 
previously disturbed. 
 
San Pedro Sand 
The San Pedro Sand is not exposed at the surface anywhere within the study area, but in the 
subsurface along the study area, its lithology is primarily of fine-grained sand and silty sand, 
some interbeds of medium- to coarse-grained sand, some asphaltic sand, and local areas of 
gravely sand and shell fragments. A number of marine units less than 1 million years old (ma) 
have been identified in borings within Hancock Park. The latest marine sediments in the 
sequence are thought to be correlatives of the Bent Springs Amino-Acid Assemblage Zone, dated 
at approximately 320 thousand years old (ka) (Quinn et al. 2000). Also identified below that 
zone are the Lava Creek Ash (665 ka), the Bishop Ash (770 ka), the Brunhes/Matuyama 
boundary (780 ka), and the Jaramillo paleomagnetic chron (0.986–1.053 ma) (Quinn et al. 2000). 
All these are treated here as parts of the San Pedro Sand. The lowest San Pedro Sand unit in the 
Hancock Park area rests directly on sediments of the Puente Formation (5.5–7.45 ma) (Quinn et 
al. 2000). In the study area, the San Pedro Sand has produced horse, coyote, turtle, fish, shark, 
and invertebrate fossils. Within Hancock Park, the San Pedro Formation has produced numerous 
gastropod and bivalve species, as well as rare scaphopods, polyplacophorans, and echinoderms 
(Quinn et al. 2000). The San Pedro Sand has a high sensitivity for producing significant 
paleontological resources. It is possible that the San Pedro Sand will be impacted by the Project. 
 
Fernando Formation 
The Fernando Formation is a marine unit and is not exposed at the surface anywhere within the 
study area. If the Fernando Formation is understood to be of Pliocene age, it does not occur in 
the subsurface below LACMA but is recorded approximately 1.5 miles to the south, outside of 
the project area (Quinn et al 2000). It was identified more than 35 feet below ground in an area 
slightly south of Interstate 10 (Quinn et al. 2000). Its lithology there consists predominantly of 
massive silts. It has not produced any paleontological resources in the study area; however, 
elsewhere in the Los Angeles Basin, it has produced numerous invertebrate species, several fish 
species, and a few birds and mammals. The Fernando Formation in the sense of Pliocene marine 
sediments will not be impacted by the Project. The Fernando Formation has a high sensitivity for 
producing significant paleontological resources.  There are, however, early Pleistocene marine 
sediments older than the San Pedro Formation lying unconformably on Miocene strata beneath 
LACMA, and these are what the geotechnical report (AECOM 2016) referred to as Fernando 
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Formation. These Pleistocene marine sediments probably will not be impacted by the Project. 
The sensitivity of these Pleistocene marine sediments for paleontological resources is unclear.  
 
Puente Formation 
The Puente Formation is not exposed at the surface anywhere within the study area. The Project 
will not impact the Puente Formation. The top of the Puente Formation beneath Hancock Park lies 
at depths of 20 feet or more. Those strata fall within an interval dated at 5.5–7.45 ma (Quinn et al. 
2000). The Puente Formation has produced numerous significant paleontological resources, 
ranging from plants to invertebrates to vertebrates, including numerous types of fish and a few 
reptiles, birds, and mammals. The Puente Formation has a high sensitivity for producing 
significant paleontological resources. 
 
2.1.3 Climate 
 
The temperature in and around Rancho La Brea during the Pleistocene seems to be similar to the 
present-day climate, described below. A lack of fossilized evidence of animals from more 
extreme cold weather climates and desert or tropical environments suggests a place suitable for a 
broad range of animals. A wide variety of fish and smaller herbivore remains suggest an 
ecosystem capable of sustaining the large carnivores that have subsequently been located in the 
local tar pits. The similarity of the types of species alive today and those that have been 
fossilized perpetuates the theory that the climate was comparable to today. Not many plants have 
been preserved but those that were indicate that winters were most likely similar to modern 
winters, and the summers were milder with possibly a higher humidity than the dry heat that is so 
typical of Los Angeles today (Stock 2001). 
  
Present-day Los Angeles is most akin to a Mediterranean climate and averages approximately 
320 days of sun each year. There is very little precipitation, averaging around 40 days of rainfall 
each year, approximately 15 inches annually. Rainfall usually happens during the spring and 
winter months. From November through April, temperatures are much milder, and rain can be 
expected during that time. Average highs range from the high 60s and low 70s, with the average 
lows ranging from the high 40s to the low 50s. Winter can bring temperatures as low as 40 
degrees or as high as 80 on occasion. 
 
Temperatures can vary significantly from the coast to inland areas, sometimes as much as 18 
degrees, and thus the Los Angeles region is composed of microclimates. In late spring and early 
summer fogginess in the morning is typical, but by mid-day it usually burns off and the sun 
comes out. Because of the diverse nature of Los Angeles environments, a wide variety of plant 
species are present. The mountains, along with the wetlands and the beaches, make for a myriad 
of vegetation. Coastal sage scrub is the predominant environment, made up of primarily 
chaparral. California poppy, coast live oak, toyon, matijila poppy, and giant wildrye are some of 
the native plants found in and around the Los Angeles area. 
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2.2 Cultural Setting 
 
2.2.1 Regional Prehistory 
 
Archaeological research in the Los Angeles County area has resulted in the development of a 
temporal scheme for regional prehistory. The temporal periods include Early Man Horizon, 
11,000 to 6,000 years before present (B.P.), the Milling Stone Horizon, ranging between 6000 
and 1000 B.P., and the Late Prehistoric Horizon, A.D. 750 to A.D. 1769. 
 
Although specific dates are given, the beginning and end dates for each period are not rigid 
because technological innovations occurred at different times within this region. The native 
ecological environment consisted of a large basin surrounded by the San Gabriel Mountains and 
river and stream drainages, which were prime locations for Native American food processing and 
village sites. Prehistoric archaeological sites are often covered by 3 or more feet of topsoil, often 
protecting sites even after an area has become highly urbanized, particularly in areas with 
shallow building foundations, parks, parking lots, and roads. However, prehistoric sites 
occasionally can be found on the surface in urbanized areas that have not been extensively 
disturbed. The following is a cultural chronology of the Native American habitation of Southern 
California. Various chronologies suggested for several regions of California have been 
published. However, all of these regional chronologies were based on William Wallace’s 
version, with only minor changes. Wallace’s 1955 chronology remains a standard cultural 
chronology for the prehistoric habitation of Southern California. (Wallace 1955) 
 
2.2.1.1 Early Man Horizon (ca 11,000 to 6000 B.P.) 
 
From the end of the Pleistocene (approximately 11,000 years ago) to approximately 6000 B.P., 
archaeological assemblages attributed to this horizon area are characterized by large projectile 
points and scrapers. The limited data available suggest that prehistoric populations focused on 
hunting and gathering, moving from region to region in small nomadic groups. 
 
2.2.1.2 Milling Stone Horizon (ca. 6000 to 1000 B.P.)  
 
The nature of the transition from the Early Man Horizon to the Milling Stone Horizon is unclear. 
This horizon is characterized by the appearance of hand-stones and milling stones and dates 
between approximately 6000 B.P. to 1000 B.P. Artifact assemblages during the early Milling 
Stone Horizon reflect an emphasis on plant foods and foraging subsistence systems. Inland 
populations generally exploited grass seeds, which became the primary subsistence activity. 
Artifact assemblages are characterized by choppers and scraper planes but generally lack 
projectile points. The appearance of large projectile points in the latter portion of the Milling 
Stone Horizon suggests a more diverse subsistence economy. 
 
2.2.1.3 Ethnography 
 
The ethnographic composition of the study area consists of the Tongva/Gabrielino Band of 
Mission Indians (Figure 5). This generally encompasses the time period of 1000 B.P. to the 
present. 
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Figure 5. Native California Languages and Tribes 

 
Source: Courtesy of the California Native American Heritage Commission www.nahc.gov. 
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The Tongva/Gabrielino 
 
The Tongva/Gabrielino are a Native American people who inhabited the area in and around Los 
Angeles, which they shared with the Tataviam people. Tongva means “people of the earth” in the 
Tongva language, a language in the Uto-Aztecan family. The Tongva are also often referred to as 
the Gabrieleño/Tongva or Gabrielino/Tongva tribe. Following the Spanish custom of naming 
local tribes after nearby missions, they were called the Gabrieleño, Gabrieliño, or San Gabrieleño 
in reference to Mission San Gabriel Arcángel. In this discussion, Tongva is used to refer to the 
pre-contact indigenous population; Gabrieleño will be used to refer to the missionized post-
contact population.  
 
These Native Americans known as the Gabrieleño spoke a language that falls within the Cupan 
group of the Takic subfamily of the Uto-Aztecan language family. This language family is 
extremely large and includes the Shoshonean groups of the Great Basin. Given the geographic 
proximity of Tongva/Gabrieleño and Serrano bands living in the area and the linguistic 
similarities, ethnographers have suggested that they shared the same ethnic origins (Kroeber 
1925). Correspondingly, these groups are collectively referred to as the Gabrieleño here. The 
Gabrieleño are considered one of the most distinctive tribes in all of California, occupying a 
large area that was bordered on the west by Topanga and Malibu, the San Fernando Valley, the 
greater Los Angeles Basin, and the coastal strip south to Aliso Creek, south of San Juan 
Capistrano. Gabrieleño territory extended from the San Bernardino Mountains to the islands of 
Catalina, San Clemente, and San Nicolas and occupied most of modern-day Los Angeles and 
Orange Counties, which is incredibly fertile land (Bean and Smith 1978).  
 
Very little is known about early Tongva social organization because the band was not studied 
until the 1920s and had already been influenced by missionaries and settlers. Kroeber’s (1925) 
work indicates that the Tongva were a hierarchically ordered society with a chief who oversaw 
social and political interactions both within the Tongva culture and with other groups. The 
Tongva had multiple villages ranging from seasonal satellite villages to larger more permanent 
villages. Resource exploitation was focused on village-centered territories and ranged from 
hunting deer, rabbits, birds, and other small game to sea mammals. Fishing for freshwater fish, 
saltwater mollusks, and crustaceans and gathering acorns and various grass seeds were also 
important. Fishing technology included basket fish traps, nets, bonefish hooks, harpoons, and 
vegetable poisons, and ocean fishing was conducted from wooden plank canoes lashed and 
asphalted together. 
 
Tongva houses were large, circular, thatched and domed structures of tulle, fern, or carrizo that 
were large enough to house several families (Johnston 1962). Smaller ceremonial structures were 
also present in the villages and were used in a variety of ways. These structures were earth-
covered, and different ones were used as sweathouses, meeting places for adult males, menstrual 
huts, and ceremonial enclosures (yuva’r). 
 
The coastal Tongva are among the few New World peoples who regularly navigated the ocean. 
They built seaworthy canoes, called ti'at, using planks that were sewn together, edge to edge, and 
then caulked and coated with either pine pitch or, more commonly, the tar that was available 
either from the La Brea Tar Pits or asphaltum that had washed up on shore from offshore oil 
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seeps. The ti'at was used to travel along the coast and between the Channel Islands. The ti’at was 
large and could hold as many as 12 people, including gear, and trade goods as it made its way 
between communities. 
 
The Tongva canoed out to greet Spanish explorer Juan Cabrillo when he arrived off the shores of 
San Pedro in 1542. Modern place names with Tongva origins include Pacoima, Tujunga, 
Topanga, Rancho Cucamonga, Azusa, and Cahuenga Pass. The name of their creation deity, 
Quaoar, has been used to name a large object in the Kuiper belt. A 2,656-foot summit in the 
Verdugo Mountains, in Glendale, has been named Tongva Peak. The Gabrieleño Trail is a 32-
mile path through the Angeles National Forest. 
 
In the 1990s, Kuruvungna Springs, a natural spring located on the site of a former Tongva village 
on the campus of University High School in West Los Angeles, was revitalized due to the efforts 
of the Gabrieleño/Tongva Springs Foundation. The spring, which produces 22,000 gallons of 
water each day, is considered by the Tongva to be one of their last remaining sacred sites and is 
regularly used for ceremonial events. 
 
2.2.2 Historic Setting 
 
2.2.2.1 Colonial Period (1542 to 1824) 
 
Exploration of California first occurred in 1540 when a land expedition under the command of 
Hernando de Alarcon traversed inland along the Colorado River in an attempt to meet up with 
the party of Francisco Vasquez de Coronado, who was searching the Southwest for the legendary 
Seven Cities of Cibola (Gold). Two years later, Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo was commissioned by 
the Spanish government to investigate the western shores of the newly acquired territory. His 
investigation was restricted to the Southern California coast, with only brief stops onshore to 
gather water and supplies. The first documented description of Los Angeles County comes from 
Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo in 1542. Apparently, his ship made landfall at what is today San Pedro, 
taking on fresh water and other supplies. He did not explore the area, but sailed on. 
 
During the early decades of the 19th century, independence groups sprang up throughout the 
Spanish Empire. Like the American colonists, the citizens of these Spanish colonies thought it 
was time for self-rule and abolition of the Viceroy system. At that time, California was considered 
a province of Mexico. Throughout the Spanish Period, California remained largely unsettled. 
 
The Spanish arrival on the west coast of North America had one primary purpose: the search for 
the elusive “Northwest Passage” that would enable European merchants a quick route to markets 
of the Far East. In 1771, the San Gabriel Arcángel mission, located in the area that would later be 
called Los Angeles, was constructed to link the missions in Monterey, the capitol of Alta 
California, and San Diego. 
 
Los Angeles started out as a small farming town in an area inhabited by friendly Native 
American Indians. Under the orders of King Carlos III of Spain, a “pueblo” was founded in 1781 
to grow food for soldiers guarding this far off territory of Spain as well as to establish a 
settlement at the Tongva/Gabrielino Indian Village of Yang-na to convert the indigenous people 
to Catholicism. This “pueblo” was named “Nuestra Señora de la Reina de Los Angeles” 
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meaning, Our Lady Queen of the Angeles, now known as Los Angeles. By the end of the 
colonial period, Los Angeles had nearly 850 residents, composed mostly of Gabrielinos, 
Africans, and mestizos. 
 
By 1810, Anglo-Americans had established settlements throughout the middle of the continent 
and were encroaching on the Spanish colony of Mexico. In 1819, Spain and the United States 
opened formal negotiations to arrange delineation of their borders in the Americas. As a 
component of this treaty, known as the Adams-Onis Treaty, the 42nd parallel was used as a 
demarcation line between U.S. territory to the north, and Spanish territory to the south. The 42nd 
parallel remains the northern boundary of present-day California. 
 
2.2.2.2 Mexican Independence (1821 to 1848) 
 
In 1821, as various Anglo-American insurgents attempted to wrest control of the Texas territory 
from Spain, a Spanish-Mexican officer, Agustin de Iturbide, led a successful coup over the 
Spanish-controlled government in New Spain. Mexico, a new independent country, spanned 
from Alta California to Texas and south to Guatemala. By the mid-1830s, the missions of 
California had been secularized and systems of land grants, known as the rancho system, were 
established to promote Hispano-Mexican settlement. Mexican control of Texas and California 
lasted for only 20 years. In 1845, the United States annexed Texas and acquired California after 
the successful invasion of Mexico in 1846 to 1848. Through the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
the United States also acquired all Mexican territory west of the Rio Grande and north of the 
Gila River, which included Alta California. 
 
Combined, Spain and Mexico controlled California for nearly 70 years, yet the population 
composition of California was quite mixed at the time of annexation. Californian cities, such as 
Los Angeles were composed of a mixed, or mestizo, population of Native Americans, African 
slaves, mulattos and Spanish-Mexicans. These populations were commonly referred to as 
“Californios,” while native Spaniards were rarely seen in the urban areas of Alta California. 
 
2.2.2.3 Early California Period (1848 to 1880) 
 
In 1850, only 2 years after California was acquired by the United States, it was admitted as the 
31st state mainly due to the discovery of gold in 1848 by the American James Marshall. 
Although gold had been discovered in California by 1842, Marshall’s discovery led to one of the 
greatest “gold rushes” in American history. Upon discovery of gold, California was transformed 
from a Hispanic backwoods frontier to the new Anglo- American “Golden State.” The settlement 
of northern California reflected this new influx of “gold-diggers,” while Southern California 
remained sparsely settled, mostly by rural agriculturalists and herders. Along with the admittance 
of California to the Union, Los Angeles was incorporated as a city on April 4, 1850, and was 
also made the county seat of Los Angeles County. 
 
2.2.2.4 Los Angeles Urbanization (1880 to 1950) 
 
The period of 1880 to 1950 is probably the most formative period in Los Angeles history. It is 
marked by its growth from a small town to one of the largest cities in the United States. This 
transition can be attributed to several factors. First, the construction of a transcontinental railroad 
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appears to have been the key for the large population movement to the west coast. The Central 
Pacific, later renamed the Southern Pacific, first arrived in San Francisco in 1869; by 1876, a line 
had been constructed to connect with Los Angeles. The railroad, combined with an expanding 
orange-growing industry, supported tremendous growth in the population of Los Angeles. By 
1889, more than 13,000 acres were planted in citrus, which included portions of the proposed 
Project site. By 1900, the population of Los Angeles had jumped to 100,000 from just 2,300 in 
1860. As Los Angeles and the rest of California moved farther away from its Spanish origins, a 
Hispano-revivalism took place. In fact, the population composition shifted from one dominated 
by “Californios” to one where Anglo-Americans were the majority. From the 1880s to the 
beginning of the 20th century, new architectural styles arose throughout California, particularly 
in Southern California where so-called “Mission Revival” was becoming quite popular. 
 
By 1900, the population in Los Angeles had grown beyond its capacity of safe drinking water. In 
1904, water bureau superintendent William Mulholland devised a plan to create an aqueduct 
system to carry water from Owens River Valley, located 230 miles northeast of the city. In 1913, 
construction of the aqueduct was complete and carried nearly 26 million gallons of water per day 
into the city. 
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3.0 ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
3.1 Introduction 
 
This section assesses the potential impacts to archaeological resources associated with the 
proposed Project under CEQA. Construction activities required to implement the Project could 
result in potential disturbance or destruction of known or unknown archaeological resources.  
Under CEQA, both archeological resources and built environment resources that meet the 
eligibility criteria for listing on local, state or federal registers are considered significant 
“historical resources.” Potential adverse impacts to both archaeological and built environment 
historical resources must be assessed during the CEQA environmental review process.  This 
report specifically addresses the potential impacts the Project may pose to archaeological 
resources. Potential impacts to built environment historical resources (e.g., register-eligible 
buildings, structures, railroads, objects, and streetscapes) are addressed in a separate Historic 
Resource Report for the Project. 
 
3.2 Regulatory Framework 
 
3.2.1 State 
 
3.2.1.1 California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines 14 CCR 15000 – 1538715064.5  
 
Subdivision (c) of CEQA Guidelines Section 14 CCR 15064.5, “Determining the Significance of 
Impacts to Archaeological and Historical Resources,” requires that: 
 

• When a project will impact an archaeological site, a lead agency shall first determine 
whether the site is an historical resource. 

• If a lead agency determines that the archaeological site is an historical resource, it shall 
refer to the provisions of Section 21084.1 of the Public Resources Code, and this section, 
Section 15126.4 of the Guidelines, and the limits contained in Section 21083.2 of the 
Public Resources Code do not apply. 

• If an archaeological site does not meet the criteria defined in subdivision (a) for historical 
resources, but does meet the definition of a unique archaeological resource in Section 
21083.2 of the Public Resources Code, the site shall be treated in accordance with the 
provisions of Section 21083.2. The time and cost limitations described in Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.2 (c-f) do not apply to surveys and site evaluation 
activities intended to determine whether the project location contains unique 
archaeological resources. 

• If an archaeological resource is neither a unique archaeological nor an historical resource, 
the effects of the project on those resources shall not be considered a significant effect on 
the environment. It shall be sufficient that both the resource and the effect on it are noted 
in the EIR, but they need not be considered further in the CEQA process. 

 
In addition, Section 15064.5(d) addresses the process of treatment of Native American human 
remains and the general prohibition of disinterring, disturbing, or removing human remains from 
any location other than the dedicated cemetery. 
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3.2.1.2 California Penal Code, Section 622.5 
 
Section 622.5 of the California Penal Code establishes a misdemeanor penalty for injuring or 
destroying objects of historical or archaeological interest located on public or private lands, but 
specifically excludes the landowner. 
 
3.2.1.3 California Public Resources Code, Section 5097.5 
 
Section 5097.5 of the California Public Resources Code (PRC) establishes a misdemeanor 
penalty for the unauthorized disturbance or removal of archaeological, historical, or 
paleontological resources located on public lands. 
 
3.2.1.4 California Public Resources Code Sections 21074 and 21080.3.1 et. seq. 
 
Assembly Bill (AB) 52 added new PRC Section 21074, providing the definition of “California 
Native American Tribes,” and the definition of “tribal cultural resources” as a resource type 
requiring consideration during CEQA environmental review. AB 52 also added new PRC 
Section 21080.3 et seq., initiating formal lead agency-California Native American tribal 
consultation requirements for projects subject to a negative declaration, mitigated negative 
declaration or environmental impact report, including discussions of project alternatives and 
mitigation measures for impacted tribal cultural resources. 
 
3.2.1.5 California Register of Historical Resources 
 
The California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) is used as a guide by state and local 
agencies, private groups, and citizens to identify the state’s cultural and historical resources, 
including archaeological resources, and to indicate which properties are to be protected, to the 
extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change. The CRHR, as instituted by the 
California PRC, automatically includes all California properties already listed in the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and those formally determined eligible for the NRHP. The 
CRHR also may include various other types of resources that meet the criteria for eligibility, 
including the following: 
 

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

2. It 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; 

3. It is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; or, 

4. It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
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3.2.1.6 State Historic Resources Commission and the Office of Historic Preservation 
 
In accordance with state law (California PRC Section 5020.4), the primary responsibility of the 
State Historic Resources Commission (SHRC) is to review applications for listing historic and 
archaeological resources in the NRHP, the CRHR, and the CHL and California Points of 
Historical Interest registration programs. 
 
The SHRC is also charged with the responsibilities of conducting a statewide inventory of 
historical, including archaeological, resources and maintaining comprehensive records of these 
resources; and establishing policies and guidelines for a comprehensive statewide historical, 
including archaeological, resources plan, among others. The Office of Historic Preservation 
(OHP) is the governmental agency primarily responsible for the statewide administration of the 
historic preservation program in California. The chief administrative officer for the OHP is the 
State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO). The SHPO is also the executive secretary of the 
SHRC. The mission of the OHP and the SHRC, in partnership with the people of California and 
governmental agencies, is to preserve and enhance California’s irreplaceable historic heritage as 
a matter of public interest so that its vital legacy of cultural, educational, recreational, aesthetic, 
economic, social, and environmental benefits will be maintained and enriched for present and 
future generations. 
 
The OHP is responsible for carrying out its mission by meeting the following goals: 
 

• Identifying, evaluating, and registering historic properties, including archeological sites. 

• Ensuring compliance with federal and state regulatory obligations. 

• Cooperating with traditional preservation partners while building new alliances with 
other community organizations and public agencies. 

• Encouraging the adoption of economic incentives programs designed to benefit property 
owners. 

• Encouraging economic revitalization by promoting a historic preservation ethic through 
preservation education and public awareness, and, most significantly, by demonstrating 
leadership and stewardship for historic preservation in California. 

 
3.2.2 Regional 
 
Archaeological resource (cultural resource) regulations are articulated in both regional and local 
plans. The following is provided to facilitate lead agency and jurisdictional information for the 
proposed Project. 
 
3.2.2.1 Los Angeles County 
 
The County of Los Angeles is serving as lead agency for this Project, since LACMA and the 
adjacent Hancock Park La Brea Tar Pits are both County facilities. The County defines an 
historic resource as “district, structure, site, place, object, tree, landscape, or natural land feature 
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significant in American archeology, architecture, culture, engineering, or history, that is either 
designated or eligible for designation as an historic landmark, natural landmark, historic district, 
or comparable designation under County, State, or federal law or regulation” (Los Angeles 
County Code of Ordinances 22.52.3020). Criteria for the designation of landmarks and historic 
districts within the County are codified in the Los Angeles County Code of Ordinances Section 
22.52.3060.A. As described in the Los Angeles County Draft Preliminary General Plan, cultural 
resources are important parts of the built and natural environments of the County, and the County 
recognizes the importance of these nonrenewable and irreplaceable resources. (Los Angeles 
County 2007:137). 
 
3.2.2.2 City of Los Angeles 
 
The Los Angeles Municipal Code identifies cultural resource objectives and programs within the 
City of Los Angeles and the Office of Historic Resources (OHR). It describes the City of Los 
Angeles Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HPOZs), and City-designated Historic Cultural 
Monuments (HCMs). The HPOZ provision of the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 12.20.3 
contains procedures for the designation and protection of areas that have structures, natural 
features, or sites of historic, architectural, cultural, or aesthetic significance. There are 30 areas 
of the city that are currently classified as HPOZs, and 15 other areas are under study (Office of 
Historic Resources).  The project area, however, is not located within a designated HPOZ, and 
HPOZ procedures and authorities do not extend to archaeological and paleontological resources.   
 
3.2.2.3 Specific Plans 
 
No Specific Plans within the Project area address cultural or historic resources.  
 
3.3 Methodology 
 
3.3.1 Previous Investigations 
 
A records search was conducted on October 2, 2015, at the SCCIC at CSU Fullerton by Laurie 
Solis, MA, DRS. A 0.25-mile radius of the Project location was checked for previous 
archaeological and architectural, surveys, known sites, and resources listed in the NRHP, CRHR, 
CHLs and the City of Los Angeles HCMs List. 
 
A number of archaeological and historic resource surveys have previously been conducted of the 
proposed Project area as well as within 0.25 mile of the study area. Previously conducted surveys 
are listed in Table 1. 
 
The SCCIC records search identified several previously recorded cultural resources within the 
0.25-mile radius of the Project area as well as within the Project area; the majority of these are 
built environment resources (Table 2). One CHL was identified within the Project area, 
identified as Hancock Park La Brea (commonly known as the La Brea Tar Pits). The CHL, listed 
in 1935, is described as:  
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• CHL #170: Hancock Park La Brea. The bones of thousands of prehistoric animals that 
had been entrapped during the Ice Age in pools of tar that bubbled from beneath the 
ground were exhumed from this site. First historic reference to the pools, part of the 1840 
Rancho La Brea land grant, was recorded by Gaspar de Portolá in 1769 - first scientific 
excavations were made by the University of California in 1906. The site was presented to 
the County of Los Angeles in 1916 by Captain G. Allan Hancock to be developed as a 
scientific monument.  

 
The La Brea Tar Pits are also archaeologically known as both CA-LAN-159 and P-19-171007. 
In 1949, the La Brea Tar Pits were recorded by Heizer as archaeological site CA-LAN-159/P-19-
000159. The site was described as “asphalt seeps with faunal and floral remains.” A “human 
skull and other human parts” were identified between 6 and 9 feet below surface in Pit 10. Other 
human-related artifacts were identified, including wooden bunt foreshafts, possibly for atlatls; 
dart shafts; and a stone “cog” (Heizer 1949). In 1984, a Determination of Eligibility Notification 
Form was submitted for the park, documenting it as eligible for listing in the NRHP under 
Criteria D; at this time the resource was issued a new Primary (P-) number, P-19-171007 (Stout 
1984). As the resource has deemed eligible for the NRHP, it is automatically listed on the CRHR 
and considered an historical resource under CEQA. Most recently, the site was surveyed in 2011 
for the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit Project which did not result in the identification of any 
additional surficial archaeological features (ICF 2011).  
 
Table 1. Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted within 0.25-Mile of the Study Area 
 

Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

Hollins, Jeremy. Final Historic Resources Technical Report for 
the Metro Westside Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2010 Not Assigned Hollywood, Beverly Hills 

Solis, Laurie. Final Cultural Resources Technical Report for 
the Metro Westside Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2010 Not Assigned Hollywood, Beverly Hills 

Wessel, Richard. Letter Report: Survey of Tract 34961, 2.239 
acres at 602 Masselin Avenue, Wilshire. On file at SCCIC. 

1984 LAN-1334 Hollywood 

Singer, Clay. Archaeological Monitoring at 1234 Granville, 
W.L.A. On file at SCCIC.  

1984 LAN-1371 Hollywood 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report Archaeological 
Resources Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit Project “Metro 
Rail”. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-1578 Hollywood 

Michael Brandman Associates. Park La Brea EIR No. 88-347-
2C (GPA) State Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1989 LAN-1932 Hollywood 

Bissell, Ronald M., RMW Paleo Associates, Inc. Cultural 
Resources Literature Review of Metro Rail Red Line Western 
Extension Alternatives, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

1989 LAN- 1968 Hollywood 

Salls, Roy. The La Brea Cogged Stone. On file at SCCIC. 1978 LAN-2331 Hollywood 
Salls, Roy. The La Brea Atlatl Foreshafts: Inferences for the 
Millingstone Horizon. On file at SCCIC. 

1986 LAN-2360 Hollywood 

King, Chester. Letter Comments Concerning a Report. 
Prepared by Ron Bissell for the La Vina Property. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1991 LAN-2501 Hollywood 

Farnsworth, Laure, et al. The Shinen’Kan Site: Excavations at 1992 LAN-2737 Hollywood 
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Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

the Historic Hancock Ranch House. On file at SCCIC. 
Michael Brandman Associates. Park La Brea Supplemental 
Draft EIR No. 88-347-ZC (GPA) (SUB) (CUB) State 
Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at SCCIC. 

1991 LAN-2881 Hollywood 

Gipsman, Jacob. Special Study/Analysis: Epic Discoveries I 
made at La Brea. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3465 Hollywood 

Frost, David. Special Study/Analysis: A Delineation of My 
Experiences at Rancho La Brea. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3466 Hollywood 

Gilden, Eugene. Special Study/Analysis: The Rancho La Brea 
Project. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3468 Hollywood 

Turner, Robin, and Mark Selverston. Monitoring of Median 
Improvements, Wilshire Boulevard from Fairfax Avenue to La 
Brea Avenue. On file at SCCIC. 

1996 LAN-3471 Hollywood 

Anonymous. Draft Environmental Impact Report: Metro Rail 
Transit Corridor Specific Plan, Park Mile Specific Plan 
Amendments. On file at SCCIC. 

1985 LAN-3496 Hollywood 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report: Archaeological 
Resources Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit Project “Metro 
Rail”. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-3510 Hollywood 

Buckman, Bonnie. The Los Angeles Basin and Vicinity: A 
Gazetteer and Compilation of Archaeological Site Information. 
On file at SCCIC. 

1974 LAN-3583 Hollywood  

City of Los Angeles. Historic Property Survey: 6th Street 
Between Gramercy Place and Bronson Avenue. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1977 LAN-3730 Hollywood 

Rockey, David. The Miracle Mile of Wilshire Boulevard. On 
file at SCCIC. 

1999 LAN-4518 Hollywood 

Duke, Curt. Cultural Resource Assessment for AT&T Wireless 
Services Facility Number R307.1 County of Los Angeles, CA. 
On file at SCCIC. 

2000 LAN-5072 Hollywood 

Messick, Peter. Greenwood and Associates. The Grove at 
Farmers Market Phase I Archaeological Monitoring. On file at 
SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6442 Hollywood 

Greenwood, Roberta, and Peter Messick. Archaeological 
Monitor Report: Three Parcels at Park La Brea, Los Angeles, 
CA. On file at SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6444 Hollywood 

Duke, Curt. Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. Sm 139-02 Los Angeles County, California. On 
file at SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6453 Hollywood 

Gust, Sherri, and Mary Hickson. Final Archaeological 
Mitigation Monitoring Report for the Park La Brea, Parcel B 
Project, Los Angeles, CA. On file at SCCIC. 

2003 LAN-7359 Hollywood 

Bonner, Wayne H. Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for T-Mobile Candidate SV11560A (Wilshire 
Medical RT), 6221 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California. On file at SCCIC. 

2007 LAN-9226 Hollywood 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report - Historical/ 
Architectural Resources - Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit 
Project “Metro Rail” Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and Environmental Impact Report. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-10507 Hollywood 

Cogstone Resource Management Inc. Westside Subway 
Extension Historic Property Survey Report and Cultural 
Resources Technical Report. On file at SCCIC. 

2010 LAN-11005 Hollywood 
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Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

Daly, Pam, and Nancy Sikes. Westside Subway Extension 
Project, Historic Properties and Archaeological Resources 
Supplemental Survey Technical Reports. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-11642 Hollywood 

Sly, William. Natural Scientific Landmark Program National 
Park Service Department of Interior, Rancho La Brea Tar Pits-
Hancock Park California. On file at SCCIC. 

1963 LAN-11732 Hollywood 

Rogers, Leslie. Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final 
Environmental Impact Report for the Westside Subway 
Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-11785 Hollywood 

Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. Cultural Resources 
Records Search and Site Visit Results for AT&T Mobility, 
LLC. Candidate LAR307 (La Brea Tar Pits/Wilshire 
Boulevard) 5820 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California. CASPR No 3551015303. On file 
at SCCIC. 

2013 LAN-12404 Hollywood 

George, Joan, Nicholas Hearth, Josh Smallwood, and Keith 
Warren. Archaeological Survey for SSRP H11Burnside and 
Wilshire Secondary Sewer Renewal Program BOE WO 
SZC12518. On file at SCCIC.  

2013 LAN-12405 Hollywood 

Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. Cultural Resources 
Records Search and Site Visit Results for T-Mobile West, 
LLC. Candidate SV00216A (SM130 South Park Group) 5657 
Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-12164 Hollywood 

 
 
Table 2. Previous Cultural Resources Identified within 0.25 Mile of the Study Area 
 

Primary Number Trinomial Site Description** 
Quadrangle 
(7.5-Minute) 

Year 
Recorded 

Archaeological Resources 

19-000159 LAN-159 La Brea Tar Pits: Asphalt seeps with 
flora and fauna remains. Range from 
Pliocene to present day. (CHL 170)* 

Hollywood 1949 

19-171007  HANCOCK PARK – La Brea Tar 
Pits. Eligible for listing in the 
NRHP. (CHL 170)* 

Hollywood 19821984 

19-001261 CA-LAN-
1261H 

A historic filled-in open pit asphalt 
mine of the Civil War Period.  

Hollywood 1986 

Built Environment Resources 

19-171000  5371 Wilshire Blvd. Constructed in 
1928. Not NRHP or CRHR eligible. 

Hollywood 2012 

19-171006  MUSEUM SQUARE – 5757 
Wilshire Blvd. LACMA built in 
1964 by William Pereira & Assoc. 

Hollywood 1982 

19-171010 LAN-2392 5828 Wilshire Blvd. 1930s Art Deco 
Building. 

Hollywood 1982 

19-173051 LAN-2386 6067 Wilshire Blvd. May Company 
Bldg. 1939. 

Hollywood 1982 

19-173810  Miracle Mile Historic District: 5318-
5514 & 5519-5353 Wilshire Blvd. 

Hollywood 1983 
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Primary Number Trinomial Site Description** 
Quadrangle 
(7.5-Minute) 

Year 
Recorded 

Eligible for the NRHP. 
19-175235  5410 Wilshire Blvd. 1931 Art Deco 

Bldg. District 19-173810 NRHP. 
Hollywood 2010 

19-175263  408 S. Fairfax Ave. Hancock Park 
School. 1937 Moderne Style Bldg. 

Hollywood 1995 

19-186732  5657 Wilshire Blvd. 1948 
International Style. 

Hollywood 2002 

19-186734  5579 Wilshire Blvd. No built date. 
Modern Contemporary. 

Hollywood 2002 

19-187963  6263 Santa Monica Blvd. 1925 
Neoclassical. 

Hollywood 2005 

19-188461  425 S. Fairfax Avenue. Ca. 1963 
Modern Style. 

Hollywood 2009 

19-189263  6101 Wilshire Blvd. 1956 Futurist-
Googie Style Restaurant Building 
(Johnnie’s Coffee Shop) eligible for 
listing in the NRHP and CRHR 

Hollywood 2010 

19-190068  6221 Wilshire Blvd. Ca. 1957 
Modern Style. 

Hollywood 2007 

*within project area 
** Archaeological site location information is sensitive and usually not divulged in public documents.  In this case, the La Brea 

Tar Pits are a publically known resource and protection of the locational information does not apply.   
 
3.3.2 Native American Heritage Commission 
 
A Sacred Sites/Lands File Search was conducted by the California Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) for the proposed Project on October 6, 2015 (Appendix D). The results of 
the Sacred Sites/Lands File search indicated the presence of a designated Sacred Site/Land 
within or directly adjacent to the Project area: 
 

• The La Brea Tar Pits: Archaeological Site # CA-LAN-159 is listed in the Sacred Lands 
File based on the discovery of human remains and associated prehistoric archaeological 
resources.   

 
The NAHC recommended early communication with Native American tribes in order to avoid 
unforeseen archaeological discoveries once the Project has started and provided a list of tribal 
representatives to contact for additional information. All tribal representatives identified by the 
NAHC were notified of the proposed Project. Copies of correspondence received from the 
NAHC and tribal representatives are on file with the County. In compliance with AB 52, the 
County of Los Angeles, as CEQA lead agency, will undertake separate government-to-
government consultation with appropriate Tribal representatives to identify any tribal cultural 
resources that may be impacted by the proposed Project.   
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3.3.3 Field Investigations 
 
Archaeological monitoring was conducted by Laurie Solis, MA, DRS, and Joe Stewart, PhD, on 
October 15, 16, 23; 24, and November 2, and 20, 2015 to observe geotechnical boring samples 
removed from the Project site (Appendix B) (Figure 6). No archaeological resources were 
identified within the boring samples. 
 
3.4 Environmental Impacts 
 
3.4.1 Identification of Impacts of Significance 
 
Based on the previous identification of archaeological resources within a 0.25-mile radius as well 
as directly adjacent to the proposed Project site, the proposed Project may impact NRHP- and 
CRHR-eligible archaeological resource CA-LAN-159/P-19-171007 (also listed as CHL #170) 
and previously unidentified cultural or archaeological resources.  
 
3.4.2 CEQA Determination 
 
Pursuant to CEQA, the proposed Project would pose a significant impact to archaeological 
historical resources if it has the potential to: 
 

• Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. See below. 

• Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. 
 
While no archaeological resources were identified during previous archaeological monitoring of 
the Project site, the CRHR- and NRHP-eligible La Brea Tar Pits site (CA-LAN-159/P-19-
171007) is located in areas where construction-related activities are proposed. Although the 
boundary is not well defined, project activities may have the potential to alter CA-LAN-159’s 
scientific potential to contribute significant information to our understanding of prehistory. 
Given the nature of the Project site’s development and high archaeological sensitivity, other 
previously undiscovered subsurface archaeological resources eligible for a local, state or federal 
register, and qualifying as historical resources, may also be encountered. As such, the proposed 
Project may result in a significant direct impact to unknown subsurface archaeological resources 
(PRC Sections 5020.1[q], 21041.1; CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5[b]). Further, indirect 
effects could result from increased access to any exposed archaeological resources, resulting in a 
higher likelihood of vandalism or illegal collection. However, implementation of recommended 
mitigation measure CUL-1 (which lays out steps to evaluate unanticipated discoveries and 
mitigate impacts to significant resources) below would reduce impacts to less than significant.  
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Figure 6. Geotechnical Boring Sites 
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While no human remains have been previously identified in the Project site, the Project area is 
considered highly sensitive for buried resources as prehistoric human remains belonging to a 
single individual at site CA-LAN-159 have been discovered in the Project area.  Therefore, 
Project grading activities could potentially encounter buried human remains, which may result in 
significant impacts. However, implementation of recommended mitigation measure CUL-2 
below would reduce any impacts to less than significant. 
 
3.5 Mitigation Measures 
 
Based on the results of the records search, known sensitivity of the area, and the resources 
recovered during monitoring, there is a high probability that cultural/archaeological resources 
may be impacted by the proposed Project. Therefore, the following impact mitigation measures 
are recommended. 
 
CUL-1 Prior to the issuance of any grading permits, LACMA shall retain a qualified 

archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for an Archeologist 
(see 36 CFR Part 61) to prepare a Monitoring and Discovery Plan (MDP) to the 
satisfaction of the CEO for Los Angeles County and the Natural History Museum.  In 
preparing the MDP, the archaeologist shall consult with the Natural History Museum 
as a primary source of archaeological information about the portion of CA-LAN-159 
within Hancock Park. The MDP shall identify  locations to be monitored,  procedures 
for identifying cultural resources during construction, methods for evaluating the 
significance of finds (such as testing), measures that may be undertaken for 
mitigation, and performance standards to which all parties will be held.  

Prior to Start of Construction  

Prior to construction, the qualified archaeologist shall prepare a Worker 
Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP), which shall be combined with the 
paleontological WEAP, as required under Mitigation Measure PA-2.  The 
archaeologist shall present the cultural portion of the WEAP to all construction staff 
to provide them with a basic understanding of the types of resources that may be 
encountered during construction and their importance, the laws protecting those 
resources, the importance of mitigation, and the procedures to follow when finds are 
encountered. LACMA shall require all construction employees to attend the WEAP 
training session before they begin work at the Project Site. 
 
During Construction  
 
Monitoring: The qualified archaeologist shall monitor all ground-disturbing activities 
in areas identified by the MDP.  If isolated artifacts (which comprise three or less 
artifacts) are discovered during monitoring, they shall be mapped and photographed. 
Isolated artifacts are not considered significant resources so no further work is 
necessary for such artifacts. However, if an archaeological resource (which comprises 
more than three artifacts in association with each other) is found during monitoring 
and cannot be avoided, construction activities shall be diverted until the resource can 



 

  
Page 28 Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project 

be assessed and appropriate recommendations made. The archaeological monitor 
shall have the authority to halt earthmoving activities within 50 feet of the discovery 
and redirect heavy equipment away from the discovery site. The resource shall be 
protected by physical barriers and the monitor shall be present when construction 
work occurs in this area to ensure that disturbance to the resource is avoided. 
 
Testing/Evaluation: If an archaeological resource is discovered, and avoidance is not 
feasible, the archaeologist shall evaluate the significance of the find in accordance 
with the CEQA Guidelines.  A series of test pits will be excavated to better determine 
the contents and boundaries of the resource, if deemed necessary by the archaeologist.  
The archaeologist shall prepare an evaluation report that includes a description of the 
find, the evaluation of its significance, and any recommended measures, including but 
not limited to data recovery, to mitigate impacts specific to that discovery.    This 
report shall be submitted to LACMA, the CEO for County of Los Angeles and the 
Natural History Museum for review and concurrence. 
 
Mitigation: If the resource is found to be significant during testing/evaluation, 
appropriate mitigation shall be implemented in accordance with the approved 
evaluation report. If data recovery is recommended as mitigation, a site specific data 
recovery plan shall be prepared and submitted to LACMA, the CEO for County of 
Los Angeles and the Natural History Museum for review and approval.  Excavation 
associated with the data recovery plan shall only be performed after the data recovery 
plan is approved. Data recovery shall include collecting a representative sample of the 
deposits that would be destroyed. Data recovery and documentation of recovered 
resources shall, at minimum, include mapping the discovery location and shall also 
include one or more of the following: photographs; illustrations of artifacts, features, 
and soil profiles; artifact collection; and excavation units. Any archaeological 
resources encountered shall be documented on California Department of Parks and 
Recreation Forms 523 Series which shall be submitted to the South Central Coastal 
Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University, Fullerton (CSUF). The 
archaeologist shall prepare a final report to be filed with LACMA, the CEO for 
County of Los Angeles and the Natural History Museum.  The report shall include 
documentation of all discoveries, evaluation of significance, and treatment of the 
recovered resources. 
 

CUL-2 In the event that human remains are encountered during construction activities, all 
ground-disturbing activities within the area of the human remains shall cease and the 
County Coroner shall be notified (State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5). If 
the remains are determined to be of Native American descent, the County Coroner 
shall notify the California Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours 
(Public Resources Code Section 5097.98).  The Native American Heritage 
Commission shall identify the person(s) thought to be the Most Likely Descendent of 
the deceased Native American, who shall have 48 hours from notification by the 
Native American Heritage Commission to inspect the site of the discovery of Native 
American remains and to recommend to LACMA means for the treatment and 
disposition of the human remains and associated grave goods.  LACMA shall reinter 
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the remains and associated grave goods with appropriate dignity on the property in a 
location not subject to further disturbance, as feasible.     

 
3.5.1 Impacts Remaining after Mitigation 
 
Implementation of the above proposed measures would reduce potential impacts to 
archaeological resources and human remains to a less than significant level under CEQA.  
Identification, recovery, documentation, and curation would serve to exhaust the data potential of 
the resources and serve to benefit future generations. In the event human remains are identified, 
per CUL-2, human remains would be repatriated as set forth under the CEQA State Guidelines, 
Section 15064.5(e), which would reduce potential impacts to human remains to a less than 
significant level. 
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4.0 PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
 
4.1 Introduction 
 
This section assesses the potential impacts to paleontological resources associated with the 
proposed Project under CEQA. In California, fossil resources are considered a limited, 
nonrenewable, highly sensitive scientific resource. Construction activities required to implement 
the Project could result in disturbance or potential destruction of known or unknown 
paleontological resources.    
 
4.2 Regulatory Framework 
 
4.2.1 State 
 
4.2.1.1 California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15064.5  
 
The procedures, types of activities, persons, and public agencies required to comply with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) are defined in the Guidelines for Implementation 
of CEQA (State CEQA Guidelines), as amended (Title 14, Section 15000 et seq. of the California 
Code of Regulations). One of the questions listed in the CEQA Environmental Checklist is: 
“Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature?” (State CEQA Guidelines Section 15023 and Appendix G, Section 
XIV, Part A). A paleontological investigation is mandated if the answer to the question of the 
presence of paleontological resources is “yes” or “possibly.” 
 
4.2.1.2 State Historic Resources Commission and the Office of Historic Preservation 
 
In accordance with state law (California PRC Section 5020.4), the primary responsibility of the 
SHRC is to review applications for listing historic and archaeological resources in the NRHP, the 
CRHR, and the CHL and California Points of Historical Interest registration programs. 
Paleontological resources may be named to the list of CHLs or included in California Points of 
Historical Interest.  
 
The SHRC is also charged with the responsibilities of conducting a statewide inventory of 
historical, including archaeological, resources and maintaining comprehensive records of these 
resources; and establishing policies and guidelines for a comprehensive statewide historical, 
including archaeological, resources plan, among others. The OHP is the governmental agency 
primarily responsible for the statewide administration of the historic preservation program in 
California. The chief administrative officer for the OHP is the SHPO. The SHPO is also the 
executive secretary of the SHRC. The mission of the OHP and the SHRC, in partnership with the 
people of California and governmental agencies, is to preserve and enhance California’s 
irreplaceable historic heritage as a matter of public interest so that its vital legacy of cultural, 
educational, recreational, aesthetic, economic, social, and environmental benefits will be 
maintained and enriched for present and future generations (Office of Historic Preservation 
2002). 
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The OHP is responsible for carrying out its mission by meeting the following goals: 
 

• Identifying, evaluating, and registering historic properties, including archeological sites. 

• Ensuring compliance with federal and state regulatory obligations. 

• Cooperating with traditional preservation partners while building new alliances with 
other community organizations and public agencies. 

• Encouraging the adoption of economic incentives programs designed to benefit property 
owners. 

• Encouraging economic revitalization by promoting a historic preservation ethic through 
preservation education and public awareness, and, most significantly, by demonstrating 
leadership and stewardship for historic preservation in California. 

 
4.2.2 Regional 
 
Paleontological resource regulations are articulated in both regional and local plans. The 
following is provided to facilitate lead agency and jurisdictional information for the proposed 
Project. 
 
4.2.2.1 Los Angeles County  
 
The County of Los Angeles is serving as Lead Agency for this Project, since LACMA and the 
adjacent La Brea Tar Pits are both County facilities. The Los Angeles County Code of 
Ordinances does not address paleontological resources in most of the County or in the specific 
area of the Project. 
 
4.2.2.2 City of Los Angeles 
 
Section III of the Conservation Element of the City of Los Angeles General Plan includes 
provisions for the preservation of and mitigation of adverse effects to paleontological resources. 
The section states that: 
 

• Endangered paleontological sites shall be protected by an ordinance that provides for 
permits, procedures, and provisions for salvage excavations of sites to be adversely 
affected. 

 
• Upon application for grading, building, demolition, or other construction permits,  the 

Cultural Heritage Commission shall be notified of any known paleontological sites. If 
any such sites should be discovered during the course of work performed under permits, 
the Cultural Heritage Commission shall be promptly notified. 

 
• The City shall attempt to avoid disturbance of paleontological deposits. In the event this 

is not feasible, the City shall notify organizations such as the Natural History Museum 
and local universities to allow sufficient time to study the site. 
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4.2.2.3 Specific Plans 
 
No Specific Plans within the Project area address paleontological resources. 
 
4.2.2.4 Professional Standards 
 
The Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) is an international scientific organization of 
professional vertebrate paleontologists. The SVP has established standard guidelines (SVP 2010) 
that outline acceptable professional practices in the conduct of paleontological resource 
assessments and surveys; monitoring and mitigation; data and fossil salvage; sampling 
procedures; and specimen preparation, identification, analysis, and curation. Most practicing 
professional paleontologists in the nation adhere closely to SVP assessment, mitigation, and 
monitoring requirements as specifically addressed in its standard guidelines. The SVP’s standard 
guidelines were approved by a consensus of professional paleontologists and are the standard 
against which all paleontological monitoring and mitigation programs are judged. Many federal 
and California state regulatory agencies have either formally or informally adopted the SVP’s 
“standard guidelines” for the mitigation of construction-related adverse impacts on 
paleontological resources as a measure of professional practice (SVP 2010).  
 
4.3 Methodology 
 
4.3.1 Previous Investigations 
 
This study utilized multiple sources of information to assess the known and potential 
paleontological resources within the proposed Project. These include: 
 

• A paleontological records search within a one mile radius of the project area through the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, which includes the records of the Page 
Museum of La Brea Discoveries  

• Published geologic maps 

• Published documents describing area geology and paleontological resources 

• Previously prepared environmental documentation for related recently completed projects 
adjacent to the proposed Project area 

• Documents prepared for other various planned and constructed projects in the vicinity of 
Hancock Park 

• Paleontological monitoring report for Project geotechnical investigations (AECOM 
2016a) 

 
4.3.2 Field Investigations 
 
Paleontological monitoring was conducted by Dr. Solis and Dr. Stewart on October 15, 16, 23 
and 24 and November 2 and 20, 2015, to observe geotechnical boring samples removed from the 
Project site (see Figure 6) Dr. Solis and Dr. Stewart obtained soil and any paleontological 



 

  
Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project Page 33 

resources contained in the boring sediments. The area and extent of excavation were documented 
and all uncovered materials were recorded and collected. 
 
4.3.3 Summary of Paleontological Resources 
 
A paleontological records search was conducted on May 13, 2009, at the Natural History 
Museum of Los Angeles County by Dr. Stewart (Appendix E). The Project location and vicinity 
were checked for the presence of fossiliferous formations that may be impacted by the proposed 
subsurface investigations. 
 
The Project site is the current site of LACMA, which sits directly adjacent to the La Brea Tar 
Pits and includes a property currently used as surface parking. Given the sensitive nature of the 
La Brea Tar Pits and the high potential for archaeological and paleontological resources, there is 
a high probability for the Project to yield previously undisturbed deposits. 
 
There are many Pleistocene fossil localities, particularly in and around the Rancho La Brea Tar 
Pits in Hancock Park. These localities occur in asphaltic sands and silts and those deposits 
producing extinct organisms dated from 11,000 to 38,000 years old. These occur from ground 
surface to perhaps 40 feet deep. Some sources judge that these constitute the densest 
accumulation of vertebrate fossils in the world. Their location, accessibility, and continuing 
productivity in a major urban setting make them truly unique (see Turner 2006). As such, 
Rancho La Brea was designated a National Natural Landmark (NNL) in 1964 by the National 
Park Service as a result of the scientific importance of the fossil locality, recognized as “the 
largest and most diverse assemblages of extinct Ice Age plants and animals in the world” (NPS 
2012). Although the NNL Program recognizes and encourages the conservation of sites that 
contain outstanding biological and geological resources, the federal action of designation 
imposes no new land use restrictions that were not in effect before the designation. Participation 
in the NNL Program involves a voluntary commitment on the part of the landowner(s) to retain 
the integrity of their NNL property as it was when designated. However, proposed federal 
projects that have the potential to affect NNL resources (e.g., highway construction, river 
channelization), must comply with the requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). Impacts to NNL resources would be disclosed and avoided or mitigated. This is a form 
of protection, though there is no guarantee that such a federal project will not damage the NNL. 
  
4.3.3.1 Field Investigation Results 
 
Paleontological resources were observed in three of the six monitored borings and included 
terrestrial and marine resources. A summary of the results of the monitoring are presented in 
Table 3 (see also Appendix B). 
 
All resources and soils recovered from the borings will be provided to the La Brea Tar Pits and 
Museum for curation and further identification. 
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Table 3. Summary of Monitoring Activities 
 

B Location Date 

Depth 
Reached 
(feet) 

Paleontological 
Resources 
Observed 

Depth 
Resources 
Observed (ft.) 

Collected? 
(Yes/No) 

B4 10/15/15 80 X 65 Yes 
B4 10/16/15 120  N Yes (soil) 
B1 10/22/15 55  -- Yes (soil) 
B1 10/23/15 115  -- No 
B3 11/2/15 89 X 42-44 Yes 
B2 11/20/15 86 X 41-71 Yes 

 
4.4 Environmental Impacts 
 
4.4.1 Identification of Impacts of Significance  
 
Based on the previous identification of paleontological resources within the Project property and 
directly adjacent to the proposed Project site, it has been determined that the proposed Project 
has the potential to impact the Rancho La Brea site, as well as previously unidentified 
paleontological resources.  
 
4.4.2 CEQA Determination 
 
Pursuant to CEQA, impacts would be considered significant if the Project would: 
 

• Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 
feature. 

 
Generally, significant paleontological resources are identified sites or deposits containing 
individual fossils or assemblages of fossils that are unique or unusual, diagnostically or 
stratigraphically important; are noteworthy occurrences of invertebrate and plant fossils in terms 
of numbers and/or diversity; and add to existing scientific knowledge regarding stratigraphy and 
taxonomy, or are otherwise determined scientifically or educationally significant by qualified 
professionals. Direct effects to such resources include destruction due to breakage and 
fragmentation.  Indirect effects may result from increased access to paleontological resources 
when exposed, resulting in a higher likelihood of vandalism or illegal collection. 
 
Although the Rancho La Brea site is located within and adjacent to the Project area, 
paleontological resources were observed in only half of the monitored boring samples, indicating 
that the character-defining paleontological portions of the NNL are outside of the Project area. 
Additionally, the proposed new building would be located entirely within the footprint of 
existing buildings, which is an area that has been previously disturbed, and would not encroach 
into other areas of the Rancho La Brea site. As such, Project activities will not affect its scientific 
contributions/potential.  Therefore, impacts to the Rancho La Brea site would be less than 
significant. However, given these discoveries and the location of nearby geologic formations 



 

  
Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project Page 35 

including the San Pedro Sand, the Project area is considered highly sensitive for paleontological 
resources. Therefore, Project grading activities may encounter paleontological resources and 
potentially result in significant impacts.  Thus, implementation of mitigation measures PA-1 
through PA-5 will reduce adverse impacts to paleontological resources, including Rancho La 
Brea and any other significant paleontological resources that may be discovered, to a less than 
significant level.  
 
4.5 Mitigation Measures 
 
Based on the results of the records search, known sensitivity of the area, and the resources 
recovered during monitoring, there is a high probability that paleontological resources may be 
impacted by the proposed Project. Therefore, the following impact mitigation measures are 
recommended to reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 
 
PA-1 Prior to the issuance of any grading permits, LACMA shall retain a qualified 

paleontologist, who meets the qualifications established by the Society of Vertebrate 
Paleontology (SVP), to develop and execute a Paleontological Resources Monitoring 
and Mitigation Plan (PRMMP) for ground-disturbing activities.  The PRMMP shall 
be in conformance with SVP guidelines (2016) and prepared to the satisfaction of the 
curatorial staff of the Vertebrate Paleontology Section of the Natural History Museum 
of Los Angeles County and the curatorial staff of the Natural History Museum La 
Brea Tar Pits & Museum.  The PRMMP shall incorporate Mitigation Measures PA-2 
through PA-5 and elaborate on the associated requirements. 

PA-2 Prior to construction, the paleontologist shall prepare a Worker Environmental 
Awareness Program (WEAP), which will be combined with the cultural WEAP, as 
required under Mitigation Measure CUL-1. The paleontology portion of the WEAP 
shall be in compliance with the SVP 2016 guidelines.  The paleontologist shall 
present the paleontological portion of the WEAP to all construction staff to provide 
them with a basic understanding of the types of fossils that may be encountered and 
their importance, the laws protecting them, the importance of mitigation, and the 
procedures to follow when finds are encountered. LACMA shall require all 
construction employees to attend the WEAP training session before they begin work 
at the Project Site. 

PA-3 The paleontologist shall review the construction plans at least one week prior to the 
construction kickoff meeting to become familiar with the depth and patterns of 
grading activities planned for the Project and ensure the PRMMP is properly 
executed.  The paleontologist, or a monitor under the supervision of the 
paleontologist, shall monitor all ground-disturbing activities for the presence of 
paleontological resources. If paleontological resources are encountered during 
monitoring, all construction activities in the area of the find (the area dimensions shall 
be determined by the paleontologist based on the type of find) shall be temporarily 
halted so that the paleontologist can evaluate the find and determine the appropriate 
treatment in accordance with SVP guidelines for identification, evaluation, disclosure, 
avoidance or recovery, and curation, as appropriate. The conclusion of the 
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paleontological monitoring effort would be reached when project excavation work is 
no longer occurring in soils that would be likely to yield paleontological resources.  

PA-4 The paleontological monitor and/or the paleontologist shall collect all significant 
fossils encountered during the monitoring process.  All significant fossils shall be 
prepared to the level of identification (including genus and/or species) and permanent 
preservation. In cases where significant fossils are Brea deposits, which are tar seeps 
that are different from other types of fossil deposits, a unique type of systematic 
excavation is required.   For any Brea deposits encountered, all fossils detected during 
excavation of the asphalt masses shall be prepared and conserved; the remaining 
matrix degreased; and the resultant concentrate inspected for vertebrate, invertebrate, 
and plant fossils by a qualified paleontologist. 

PA-5 At the conclusion of paleontological monitoring effort (when the work is no longer in 
soils that would be likely to yield paleontological resources), the paleontologist shall 
prepare a final report detailing the paleontological resources recovered, their 
significance, treatment, and arrangements made for their curation in a manner that 
meets the standards published by the Society of Vertebrate Paleontology and the 
federal Paleontological Resources Preservation Act.  The final report shall be filed 
with LACMA, the CEO for County of Los Angeles, the Vertebrate Paleontology 
Section of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County and the curatorial 
staff of the Natural History Museum La Brea Tar Pits & Museum. 

 
4.5.1 Impacts Remaining After Mitigation 
 
Implementation of mitigation measures PA-1 through PA-5 will reduce the impact to a less than 
significant level under CEQA. Identification, recovery, documentation, and curation would serve 
to exhaust the data potential of the resources and serve to benefit future generations.  



 

  
Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project Page 37 

5.0 REFERENCES 
 
AECOM. 2016a. Archaeological and Paleontological Monitoring Report of Geotechnical 

Boring Investigations for the LACMA New Building Project, Los Angeles, California. 
Prepared for the Los Angeles County Museum of Art.   

 
AECOM. 2016b Final Report:  Geotechnical Investigation, Design Development Phase, Phase 

III Transformation Project Los Angeles County Museum of Art, 5905 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Los Angeles, California.  Prepared for Los Angeles County Museum of Art Facility 
Planning Department.   

 
Anonymous. 1985. Draft Environmental Impact Report: Metro Rail Transit Corridor Specific 

Plan, Park Mile Specific Plan Amendments. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Bean, L., and C. Smith. 1978. Gabrielino. In Handbook of North American Indians, Volume 8, 

California, edited by R. F. Heizer, pp. 538—549. Washington DC: Smithsonian Institute 
Press. 

 
Biddle, Kevin. 1990. “The Los Angeles Basin: An Overview.” American Association of 

Petroleum Geologists, A Memoir 52: 5–24. 
 
Bissell, Ronald M., RMW Paleo Associates, Inc. 1989. Cultural Resources Literature Review of 

Metro Rail Red Line Western Extension Alternatives, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Bonner, Wayne H. 2007. Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit Results for T-Mobile 

Candidate SV11560A (Wilshire Medical RT), 6221 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. 2012. Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 

Visit Result for T-Mobile West, LLC Candidate SV00216A (SM130 South Park Group) 
5657 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California. On file at 
SCCIC. 

 
Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. 2013. Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 

Visit Results for AT&T Mobility, LLC Candidate LAR307 (La Brea Tar Pits/Wilshire 
Boulevard) 5820 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California. 
CASPR No 3551015303. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Buckman, Bonnie. 1974. The Los Angeles Basin and Vicinity: A Gazetteer and Compilation of 

Archaeological Site Information. On file at SCCIC. 
 
California Department of Conservation Division of Mines and Geology (CDMG). 1998. 
 Los Angeles. 
 



 

  
Page 38 Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project 

City of Los Angeles. 1977. Historic Property Survey: 6th Street between Gramercy Place and 
Bronson Avenue. On file at SCCIC. 

 
City of Los Angeles. 1980. General Plan, Land Use Element and Conservation Element. 
 
City of Los Angeles. 2001. General Plan, Conservation Element. 
 
Cogstone Resource Management Inc. June 2009. Paleontological and Archaeological Literature 

Study for The Fountain & La Brea Project, City Of West Hollywood, California. 
 
Cogstone Resource Management Inc. 2010. Westside Subway Extension Historic Property 

Survey Report and Cultural Resources Technical Report. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Daly, Pam, and Nancy Sikes. 2012. Westside Subway Extension Project, Historic Properties and 

Archaeological Resources Supplemental Survey Technical Reports. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Dibblee, T. W. 1989. U.S. Geological Survey. Los Angeles Geologic Quadrangle Map. 
 
Duke, Curt. 2000. Cultural Resource Assessment for AT&T Wireless Services Facility Number 

R307.1 County of Los Angeles, CA. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Duke, Curt. 2002. Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless Facility No. Sm 139-02 Los 

Angeles County, California. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Farnsworth, Laure, et al. 1992. The Shinen’Kan Site: Excavations at the Historic Hancock Ranch 

House. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Frost, David. 1973. Special Study/Analysis: A Delineation of My Experiences at Rancho La 

Brea. On file at SCCIC. 
 
George, Joan, Nicholas Hearth, Josh Smallwood, and Keith Warren. 2013. Archaeological 

Survey for SSRP H11Burnside and Wilshire Secondary Sewer Renewal Program BOE 
WO SZC12518. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Gilden, Eugene. 1973. Special Study/Analysis: The Rancho La Brea Project. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Gipsman, Jacob. 1973. Special Study/Analysis: Epic Discoveries I made at La Brea. On file at 

SCCIC. 
 
Greenwood, Roberta, and Peter Messick. 2002. Archaeological Monitor Report: Three Parcels 

at Park La Brea, Los Angeles, CA. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Gust, Sherri, and Mary Hickson. 2003. Final Archaeological Mitigation Monitoring Report for 

the Park La Brea, Parcel B Project, Los Angeles, CA. On file at SCCIC. 
 



 

  
Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project Page 39 

Gust, Sherri, and MaryPat Hickson. 2003. Final Archaeological and Paleontological Mitigation 
Monitoring Report for the Park La Brea Community Center Project Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Heizer, R.F. 1949. Archaeological Site Survey Record for 19-000159. On file at the South 

Central Coastal Information Center, California State University, Fullerton. 
 
Hollins, Jeremy. 2010. Final Historic Resources Technical Report for the Metro Westside 

Extension. On file at SCCIC. 
 
ICF International. 2011. Archaeological Survey Report for the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit 

Project. Los Angeles, CA. April. (ICF International 00629.08.) Prepared for the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority. Los Angeles, CA. 

 
Johnston, B. E. 1962. California’s Gabrieliño Indians. Frederick Webb Hodge Anniversary 

Publication Fund, Vol. VII. Los Angeles: Southwest Museum. 
 
King, Chester. 1991. Letter Comments Concerning a Report. Prepared by Ron Bissell for the La 

Vina Property. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Kroeber, Alfred L. 1925. Handbook of the Indians of California. Bureau of American Ethnology 

Bulletin 78. Washington. 
 
Lamar, D. L. 1970. U.S. Geological Survey. Los Angeles Geologic Quadrangle Map. 
 
Los Angeles County. 2007. Draft General Plan Update 2007. Available at http:// 

planning.lacounty.gov/assets/upl/project/gp_2007-draft.pdf. 
 
McGill, J. T. 1989. Geologic map of the Pacific Palisades area, Los Angeles, California. U.S. 

Geological Survey IMAP 1828. 1:4,800. 
 
Messick, Peter, Greenwood and Associates. 2002. The Grove at Farmers Market Phase I 

Archaeological Monitoring. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Michael Brandman Associates. 1989. Park La Brea EIR No. 88-347-2C (GPA) State 

Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Michael Brandman Associates. 1991. Park La Brea Supplemental Draft EIR No. 88-347-ZC 

(GPA) (SUB) (CUB) State Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at SCCIC. 
 
National Park Service (NPS). 2012. Rancho La Brea. Available at: 

http://www.nature.nps.gov/nnl/site.cfm?Site=RALA-CA.  
 
Office of Historic Resources. nd. City of Los Angeles Department of City Planning. Historic 

Preservation Overlay Zones. Available at http://www.preservation.lacity.org/hpoz/la. 
Accessed March 20, 2010. 



 

  
Page 40 Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project 

 
Office of Historic Preservation. 2002. “About OHP.” Available at http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/ 

default.asp?page_id=1066. 
 
Quinn, J. P., D. J. Ponti, J. W. Hillhouse, C. L. Powell II, K. McDougal, A.M. Sarna-Wojcocki, 

J. A. Barron, and R. J. Fleck. 2000. Geological Investigations of Quaternary Deformation 
and Implications for Blind Fault Activity, Northern Los Angeles Basin. Final Technical 
Report NEHRP 1434-HQ-98-GR-00025. 

 
Rockey, David. 1999. The Miracle Mile of Wilshire Boulevard. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Rogers, Leslie. 2012. Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report 

for the Westside Subway Extension. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Salls, Roy. 1978. The La Brea Cogged Stone. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Salls, Roy. 1986 The La Brea Atlatl Foreshafts: Inferences for the Millingstone Horizon. On file 

at SCCIC. 
   
Singer, Clay. 1984. Archaeological Monitoring at 1234 Granville, W.L.A. On file at SCCIC.  
 
Solis, Laurie. 2010. 2002. Final Cultural Resources Technical Report for the Metro Westside 

Extension. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Sly, William. 1963. Natural Scientific Landmark Program National Park Service Department of 

Interior, Rancho La Brea Tar Pits-Hancock Park California. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP). 2016. Best Practice Guidelines for Repositing and 

Disseminating Contextual Data Associated with Vertebrate. Society of Vertebrate 
Paleontology News Bulletin, no. 163, pp. 22–27. Electronic document. 
http://vertpaleo.org/the-Society/Governance-Documents/Best-Practice-Guidelines-for-
Repositing-and-Dissem.aspx 
 

Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP). 2010.   Standard Procedures for the Assessment and 
Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to Paleontological Resources. Electronic document.  
http://vertpaleo.org/Membership/Member-Ethics/SVP_Impact_Mitigation_Guidelines.aspx 

 
 
Stock, Chester. 2001. Rancho La Brea, A Record of Pleistocene Life in California. 7th ed. Pp. 

10–13. Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County. 
 
Stout, Robert W. 1984. Determination of Eligibility Notification Form (E.O. 11593) for Rancho 

La Brea Fossil Deposits, Hancock Park, Los Angeles County, California. On file, South 
Central Coastal Information Center, California State University, Fullerton. 

 



 

  
Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project Page 41 

Turner, R. D. 2006. Archaeological and Paleontological Monitoring Report, LACMA 
Transformation Project, Los Angeles, California. 

 
Turner, Robin, and Mark Selverston. 1996. Monitoring of Median Improvements, Wilshire 

Boulevard from Fairfax Avenue to La Brea Avenue. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Wallace, William J. 1955 A Suggested Chronology for Southern California Coastal 

Archaeology. Southwestern Journal of Anthropology 11:214-230.  
 
Wessel, Richard. 1984. Letter Report: Survey of Tract 34961, 2.239 Acres at 602 Masselin 

Avenue, Wilshire. On file at SCCIC. 
 
Westec Services, Inc. 1983. Technical Report - Historical/Architectural Resources - Los Angeles 

Rail Rapid Transit Project “Metro Rail” Draft Environmental Impact Statement and 
Environmental Impact Report. On file at SCCIC. 

 
Yerkes, R. F. 1997. Preliminary geologic map of the Hollywood 7.5' quadrangle, southern 

California. U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report OF-97-255, 1:24,000. 
 
Yerkes, R., T. McCulloch, J. Schoellhamer, and J. Vedder. 1965. “Geology of the Los Angeles 

Basin, California- An Introduction.” Geological Professional Survey Paper: A1-A55. 
 

  



 

  
Page 42 Draft Cultural and Paleontological Resources Technical Report for the New LACMA Building Project 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page intentionally left blank 
 
 
 



APPENDIX A

RESUMES OF KEY PERSONNEL
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Education 
PhD, Anthropology, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ, 2000 
MPhil, Anthropology, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ, 1995 
MA, Anthropology, Rutgers University, New Brunswick, NJ, 1994 
BA with High Distinction, Anthropology, University of California, Berkeley, 1991 

Professional Affiliations 
Member, Society for American Archaeology 

Certifications + Approvals 
County of San Diego Approved Consultant List for Archaeological Resources 
County of San Diego Approved Consultant List for Historic Resources 
County of Riverside Approved Cultural Resources Consultant (No. 222) 

Awards 
2009 – San Diego Archaeological Center Excellence in Archaeology Award, 
Archaeological Data Recovery at CA-SDI-10,920 and Site Stabilization at Sites 
CA-SDI-586 and CA-SDI-10,920 Along the Southern Shore of Lake Hodges 
2008 – San Diego AEP Outstanding Environmental Resource Document 
Honorable Mention, Boulder Oaks Open Space Preserve  
2008 – Riverside County Planning Department, Certificate of Appreciation for 
the Cultural Resources Working Group 
2005 – California Preservation Foundation Preservation Design Award, CCDC 
Downtown San Diego African-American Heritage Study 

Biography 

Stacey Jordan has been professionally involved in the fields 

of archaeology and history for more than 15 years. She has 

served as project director and principal investigator on 

numerous cultural resources management survey and 

inventory projects on both public and private land, and 

regularly works in coordination with project stakeholders; 

municipal historical resources boards; Native American tribal 

representatives; and local, state, and federal agencies such as 

county governments, the California Energy Commission, 

Bureau of Land Management, US Army Corps of Engineers, 

State Historic Preservation Office, and US Forest Service. Dr. 

Jordan has the knowledge of and experience with applicable 

regulatory frameworks and requirements to facilitate the 

successful and efficient completion of cultural resources 

services.  Dr. Jordan’s experience in utility and renewable 

energy permitting and compliance projects throughout 

Southern California has given her an understanding of 

appropriate ways of approaching resource preservation and 

impact mitigation within diverse utility project and regulatory 

contexts, including County of San Diego Cultural Resources 

Guidelines, CEQA, NEPA, and Section 106.  Dr. Jordan was 

the recipient of the Excellence Fellowship at Rutgers 

University, as well as multiple research grants from the 

Wenner-Gren Foundation for Anthropological Research. She 

is the author of various publications and papers presented at 

national and international conferences. In addition, 

Dr. Jordan has served on a variety of prehistoric and historic 

excavations in the United States and abroad.  

Selected Project Experience 

NextEra, Genesis Solar Energy Project, Blythe, CA 
Project director and California Energy Commission Cultural 
Resources Specialist for ongoing cultural resources and 
biological compliance services for an approximately 2,000-
acre solar power project on Bureau of Land Management 

Stacey Jordan, PhD, RPA 

Practice Leader, Cultural Resources Group 

Principal 
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land in the western Mojave Desert. Cultural resources 
support for this project includes extensive data management, 
multi-agency coordination, archaeological monitoring, 
supplemental surveys, and data recovery efforts. [06/2011 – 
Ongoing] 

NextEra, McCoy Solar Energy Project, Blythe, CA 
Project manager for cultural resources services, including 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Class III intensive 
pedestrian survey and resource documentation efforts for an 
approximately 5,000-acre solar power project on BLM land in 
the western Mojave Desert under a fast-track American 
Recovery & Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding schedule. This 
project included extensive records searches and data 
management, multi-agency coordination and consultation 
involving BLM and Riverside County, and an ongoing Native 
American contact and outreach program. [01/2011 – 7/2014] 

NextEra, Blythe Solar Power Project, Blythe, CA 
Project manager for ongoing cultural resources services in 
support of re-permitting and pre-construction efforts. [2014 
– Ongoing]

Solar Millennium, Blythe Solar Power Project, Blythe, CA 
Project manager and California Energy Commission (CEC) 
Cultural Resources Specialist of Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) Class III intensive pedestrian survey, resource 
documentation, and site evaluation and data recovery efforts 
for an approximately 7,000-acre solar power project on BLM 
land in the western Mojave Desert under a fast-track 
American Recovery & Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding 
schedule. This project included extensive records searches 
and data management, multi-agency coordination and 
consultation involving BLM and CEC, and an ongoing Native 
American contact and outreach program. [01/2009 – 2012] 

Centerline, Palen Solar Power Project, Palen, CA 
Project Director for CEC and BLM re-permitting efforts for 
the redesigned Palen Solar Power Project, including 
ethnographic assessments, data request responses and 
supplemental Class III survey efforts. [2013-2014] 

Solar Millennium, Palen Solar Power Project, Palen, CA 
Project manager of cultural resources services, including 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Class III intensive 
pedestrian survey, resource documentation, and site 
evaluation efforts, for an approximately 5,000-acre solar 

power project on BLM land in the western Mojave Desert 
under a fast-track American Recovery & Reinvestment Act 
(ARRA) funding schedule. This project includes extensive 
records searches and data management, multi-agency 
coordination and consultation involving BLM and the 
California Energy Commission, and an ongoing Native 
American contact and outreach program. [01/2009 – 
Ongoing] 

Solar Millennium, Ridgecrest Solar Power Project, 
Ridgecrest, CA 
Project manager of cultural resources services, including 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) Class III intensive 
pedestrian survey and resource documentation efforts, for an 
approximately 2,000-acre solar power project on BLM land in 
the western Mojave Desert under a fast-track American 
Recovery & Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding schedule. This 
project included extensive records searches and data 
management, multi-agency coordination and consultation 
involving BLM and the California Energy Commission, and an 
ongoing Native American contact and outreach program. 
[01/2009 – 01/2011] 

San Diego Gas & Electric (SDG&E), On-Call Cultural 
Services, San Diego and Imperial Counties, CA 
Director of on-call inventory, survey, monitoring, and 
reporting work as part of SDG&E’s infrastructure operations 
and maintenance activities on both private and public lands. 
Tasks include records searches, construction monitoring, 
archaeological survey and documentation, completion of 
State of California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 
forms, and management recommendations. [01/2010 – 
Ongoing] 

Southern California Edison, As-Needed Archaeological 
Services, CA 
Director of on-call survey, resource identification, 
documentation, testing, and evaluation efforts related to 
Southern California Edison infrastructure replacements and 
development throughout California on both private and 
public lands, including Bureau of Land Management, 
US Army Corps of Engineers, and US Forest Service land. 
Project involves completion of State of California Department 
of Parks and Recreation forms, assessment of resource 
significance according to National Register of Historic Places 
eligibility and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
significance criteria, and management recommendations. 
[Prior to AECOM] 
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San Diego County Water Authority, Emergency Storage 
Project Cultural Resources, Lake Hodges,  
San Diego County, CA 
Senior archaeologist and report co-author for data recovery 
project at site CA-SDI-10,920 along Lake Hodges. The 
project involved integration of regional data to provide 
context for the analysis of CA-SDI-10,920 and examination of 
the Late Prehistoric occupation of the San Dieguito River 
Valley around present-day Lake Hodges. [10/2008 – 03/2009] 
 
City of San Diego, City Planning and Community 
Investment As-Needed Archaeological Services, City of 
San Diego, CA 
Project manager of ongoing cultural resources consulting 
services in support of community plan updates under the 
newly adopted City of San Diego General Plan. Services 
include records searches, Native American contact programs, 
background information syntheses, and assessments of 
archaeological potential as part of the community plan 
update Historic Preservation Elements. [07/2010 – Ongoing] 
 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) 
Southwest, San Nicolas Island Archaeological Evaluations, 
Ventura County, CA 
Project manager for archaeological evaluation of prehistoric 
sites CA-SNI-316, 361, and 550 on San Nicolas Island in the 
Channel Islands of the California Bight. This project involved 
the significance testing and analysis of Middle and Late 
Holocene sites and synthesis of results with existing island-
wide archaeological data. [11/2008 – 08/2010] 
 
Bureau of Land Management, National Historic Trails 
Cultural and Visual Inventory, Multiple States 
Cultural resources task manager for ongoing archival 
research and Phase I cultural resources inventories of 
National Historic Trails and trail-associated resources on 
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) lands in New Mexico, 
Colorado, Utah, Arizona, California, Nevada, and Wyoming. 
Inventories include pedestrian survey for the identification of 
trail traces of the Old Spanish, El Camino Real de Tierra 
Adentro, California, Oregon, Mormon Pioneer, and Pony 
Express National Historic Trails; documentation of sites and 
features associated with the trails during their period of 
significance; and conditions assessments of observable trail 
traces. Results of the inventory will be combined with visual 
and cultural landscape analysis to support BLM’s 

management and protection of high potential route 
segments and historic sites. [05/2010 – Ongoing] 
NAVFAC Southwest, San Nicolas Island Wind 
Environmental Assessment Cultural Studies, Ventura 
County, CA 
Cultural resources task manager for cultural resources 
inventory on San Nicolas Island in the Channel Islands of the 
California Bight. This project involved Phase I pedestrian 
surveys, resource documentation, Section 106 resource 
evaluation, findings of effect, and management 
recommendations in support of an Environmental 
Assessment for proposed wind energy development. 
[10/2009 – 09/2010] 
 
Energia Sierra Juarez, ESJ Gen-Tie Project,  
Imperial County, CA 
Cultural resources task manager for cultural resources 
inventory for proposed electrical generation intertie facilities. 
This project involves Phase I pedestrian surveys, resource 
documentation and resource evaluation under CEQA and the 
County of San Diego Resource Protection Ordinance, and 
management recommendations. The work is being 
conducted according to the County of San Diego’s 
Significance Guidelines and Report Content and Format 
Guidelines. [01/2009 – Ongoing] 
 
County of San Diego Department of Parks and Recreation, 
Sage Hill Preserve Cultural Surveys, San Diego County, CA 
Cultural resources task manager for Phase I pedestrian 
survey and cultural resource inventories of the Sage Hill 
Preserve in unincorporated northern San Diego County. This 
project involved the identification and documentation of 
prehistoric and historic resources, built environment features, 
and existing infrastructure to assist the Department of Parks 
and Recreation (DPR) in resource management through 
development of a Resource Management Plan, including 
Area Specific Management Directives. Extensive archival and 
background research, including a contact program with local 
historic societies, was conducted to develop a historical 
context for the property. Methods and results of the 
intensive pedestrian survey were reported in a County of San 
Diego format technical report, which included extensive 
cultural histories, a descriptive inventory of identified sites, 
and management guidelines for potentially significant 
cultural resources. All resources were documented on DPR 
523 forms, and field work was conducted in coordination 
with a Native American monitor. [05/2009 – 02/2010] 
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National Park Service, Jefferson National Expansion 
Memorial Environmental Impact Study, St. Louis, MO 
Co-author for prehistoric and historical archaeology 
background and impact analysis sections related to the 
proposed expansion of the Jefferson National Expansion 
Memorial (Gateway Arch) in St. Louis, Missouri, and East St. 
Louis, Illinois. [10/2008 – 12/2008] 
 
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Old Town 
State Historic Park Jolly Boy Project, San Diego, CA 
Contributor to the archaeological data recovery report for 
the Jolly Boy Saloon site in Old Town San Diego State 
Historic Park. Contributions to this project involve the 
synthesis of existing data on Old Town San Diego and 
development of an archaeological and historic context for 
the analysis and interpretation of recovered material. 
[10/2008 – 05/2009] 
 
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Ocotillo 
Wells SVRA General Plan & Environmental Impact Report 
Cultural Resources, Imperial County, CA 
Led cultural resources analyses of Ocotillo Wells State 
Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). Involved the analysis of 
existing cultural resources conditions and recommendations 
for the treatment of cultural resources. [01/2010 – 11/2010] 
 
County Department of Public Works, Bear Valley Parkway 
Cultural Resources Inventory and Assessment,  
San Diego County, CA 
Task manager for the survey, documentation, and evaluation 
of archaeological and historical resources related to the 
expansion of Bear Valley Parkway in unincorporated 
San Diego County. Project conducted for the County 
Department of Public Works according to County of 
San Diego guidelines. [03/2009 – 08/2009] 
 
Metcalf & Eddy, Banning State Water Transmission Line,  
Riverside County, CA 
Task manager for cultural resources sensitivity analysis for 
the construction of an approximately 2.4-mile-long pipeline 
within the rights-of-way of paved streets within the 
unincorporated area of the county. As part of this analysis, a 
records search of the Eastern Information Center was 
conducted to identify cultural resources studies and 
identified resources within a 1-mile radius of the proposed 
alignment. A sacred lands file search was also requested 
from the Native American Heritage Commission. [11/2008 – 
01/2009] 

California Department of Parks and Recreation, Heber 
Dunes SVRA General Plan & Environmental Impact 
Report, Imperial County, CA 
Ongoing Cultural Resources Phase I Survey and Inventory of 
Heber Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area (SVRA). Helped 
to perform analysis of existing cultural resources conditions, 
assessment of proposed facilities maintenance and 
development impacts, and recommendations for the 
treatment of cultural resources. [01/2009 – 05/2009] 
 
Bureau of Land Management, Santa Rosa San Jacinto 
Mountains National Monument Trails Inventory,  
Riverside County, CA 
As project director, directed cultural resources inventory of 
trail systems within the Santa Rosa San Jacinto Mountains 
National Monument, including documentation of prehistoric 
and historic routes and associated resources within trail 
corridors. Completed cultural resources inventory report for 
the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), including BLM-
format GIS database. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
City of San Diego, El Camino Real Bridge Historical 
Evaluation, City of San Diego, CA 
Senior archaeologist and historian for a historical resources 
assessment of a bridge over the San Dieguito River in 
accordance with CEQA and City of San Diego significance 
guidelines. Conducted archival research on the bridge’s 
construction history and alterations using historic 
photographs and original engineering drawings. [Prior to 
AECOM] 
 
Tierra Environmental Services, El Camino Real Historic 
Properties Survey and Evaluation Reports,  
City of San Diego, CA  
Senior archaeologist and historian for archival and 
archaeological investigations along a segment of El Camino 
Real. Prepared California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans)-format Historic Properties Survey Report and 
Historic Resources Evaluation Report for a segment of the 
historic El Camino Real through the San Dieguito River 
Valley, as well as a turn-of-the-century bungalow and an 
early-20th century Craftsman residence. Conducted extensive 
research on the San Dieguito River Valley’s land use and 
occupational history. [Prior to AECOM] 
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San Diego Gas & Electric, SWPL 500-kilovolt Line Studies, 
San Diego County, CA 
Project director for Phase I pedestrian surveys, resource 
documentation, Section 106 resource evaluation, findings of 
effect and management recommendations in support of 
US Army Corps of Engineers wetland permitting associated 
with proposed jurisdictional water crossing improvement 
projects in southern San Diego County. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
County of San Diego Department of Parks and 
Recreation, Boulder Oaks, Sycamore/Goodan, El 
Capitan/Oakoasis/ 
El Monte/Steltzer Open Space Preserve and Regional Park 
Cultural Resources Inventories, San Diego County, CA 
Project director for Phase I pedestrian survey and cultural 
resource inventories of open space preserves and regional 
parks in unincorporated central San Diego County. The 
projects involved the identification and documentation of 
prehistoric and historic resources, built environment features, 
and existing infrastructure to assist the Department of Parks 
and Recreation in resource management. Inventory reports 
included extensive archival research and historical narrative, 
an inventory of identified sites, and management guidelines 
for potentially significant cultural resources developed in 
consultation with Native Americans, where appropriate. [Prior 
to AECOM] 
 
Caltrans, State Route 94 Operational Improvements 
Inventory and Evaluation, San Diego County, CA 
Director of cultural resources efforts and California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) coordination for 
survey, documentation, and evaluation related to proposed 
operational improvements along an 18-mile-long stretch of 
State Route 94 in San Diego County. Development of 
Caltrans-format documentation for archaeological and built 
environment resources. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
ESA, High Winds Wind Farm Project, Solano County, CA 
Conducted archival and historical research on the settlement 
and development of southern Solano County. Evaluated nine 
historic resources and surrounding landscape significance 
according to CEQA criteria. Completed historical background 
and assessment report, photographically documented 
resources and landscape, and updated state Department of 
Parks and Recreation forms for previously identified 
resources. [Prior to AECOM] 
 

US Fish and Wildlife Service, Hercules Gunpowder Point 
Historical Resources Evaluation, Chula Vista, CA 
Project director for the historical evaluation of the Hercules 
Powder Company Gunpowder Point facility. Supervised 
archival and historical research, directed field survey and 
documentation efforts, and provided National Register 
eligibility evaluation for the site. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Centre City Development Corps, Downtown San Diego 
African-American Heritage Study, San Diego, CA 
As senior historian, documented the development and 
growth of the African-American community in downtown 
San Diego through the 19th and 20th centuries. Archival 
information, oral histories, architectural evaluations, and 
recognition of potential archaeological sites were used to 
document the African-American community’s economic, 
social, and political history in the downtown area, and to 
identify an African-American Thematic Historic District. [Prior 
to AECOM] 
 
City of San Diego, Mannasse’s Corral/Presidio Hills Golf 
Course, San Diego, CA 
Directed and managed archaeological excavation and 
interpretation of historic refuse and features related to Old 
Town San Diego located within the city-owned Presidio Hills 
Golf Course property. Conducted analysis of excavated 
material, researched and interpreted site history and use, and 
assessed resource significance, broadening the 
understanding of Old Town’s archaeological signature and 
historic lifeways. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
California State Parks, Old Town San Diego State Historic 
Park Archaeological Excavations, San Diego, CA 
Managed excavation and analysis of 19th-century deposits 
recovered from two locations within Old Town State Historic 
Park representing roadbed flood wash and tavern refuse. 
Oversaw ceramic and glass cataloguing, and conducted 
historical research and interpretation on specific site uses 
and depositional processes. Prepared California Department 
of Parks and Recreation forms, and assessed resource 
significance according to National Register eligibility criteria. 
[Prior to AECOM] 
 
City of El Centro, Cole Road and Dogwood Road 
Widening Projects, Imperial County, CA 
Project management of field survey and documentation 
efforts related to the widening of Dogwood Road and Cole 
Road in unincorporated Imperial County. Produced CEQA 
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and Caltrans-format documentation related to identified 
resources and proposed project impacts. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Blackwater West, Cultural Resources Phase I and Phase II 
Studies, Potrero, CA 
Project director overseeing the survey of an approximately 
850-acre area in eastern San Diego County and test 
excavation of identified prehistoric sites. Directed 
archaeological and built environment documentation, 
Extended Phase I testing, and Phase II testing efforts under 
the new County of San Diego Guidelines implemented 
September 2006. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Wakeland Housing and Development Corporation, 
Vine/Carter Hotel Historical Assessment, San Diego, CA 
As project manager, conducted extensive archival research 
and historical assessment of the African-American-owned 
Vine/Carter Hotel building in San Diego’s East Village. 
Conducted historical research on the building’s ownership 
history and development; its historical uses, managers, and 
residents; and its place in San Diego’s historical African-
American community. Photographed and documented the 
building according to Office of Historic Preservation 
guidelines, prepared California Department of Parks and 
Recreation forms, and assessed the building’s significance 
according to local, state, and federal significance criteria. As 
a result of the project, the Vine/Carter Hotel was nominated 
as a significant historical resource by the City of San Diego 
Historical Resources Board. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Alameda Corridor East Construction Authority, Mission 
San Gabriel Gardens Excavation, Jump Start Project, 
San Gabriel, CA 
As project manager, conducted monitoring and excavation 
of Spanish colonial and American-era deposits associated 
with the construction of the original Mission San Gabriel and 
later 19th-century occupations. Documented the sites 
according to State Office of Historic Preservation guidelines, 
and assessed the resources according to National Register 
and CEQA significance criteria. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Wakeland Housing and Development Corporation, Lillian 
Grant Property Public Art Project, San Diego, CA 
As project manager, provided historical research services and 
written text incorporated into the public art commissioned 
for the redevelopment of the historical Lillian Grant Property 
in the East Village of San Diego. The public art, located at 
14th and J streets at the Lillian Place affordable housing 

complex, commemorates the histories, experiences, and 
contributions of African-Americans to the development of 
San Diego and the East Village area, in particular. [Prior to 
AECOM] 
 
Wakeland Housing and Development Corporation, Lillian 
Grant Property Historic American Building Survey (HABS), 
San Diego, CA 
As project manager, supervised the HABS of the Lillian Grant 
properties in the East Village community of San Diego, 
submitted to the City of San Diego. Oversaw archival-quality 
photographic documentation and architectural line and plan 
drawings, as well as completed required HABS historical 
narrative on the subject buildings. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Alameda Corridor East Construction Authority, San Gabriel 
Mission Trench Excavation, San Gabriel, CA 
As senior archaeologist, conducted historical and archival 
research on the prehistory and history of the San Gabriel 
Mission and surrounding areas to assess potential impacts of 
a proposed below-grade railway trench. Compiled historical 
narrative, identified potential subsurface features, and 
recommended appropriate mitigation strategies. [Prior to 
AECOM] 
 
Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation, Camp 
Seely National Register Evaluation, San Bernardino 
National Forest, San Bernardino County, CA 
As senior historian, conducted National Register evaluation 
of the early 20th-century Camp Seely recreational camp 
facility leased by the City of Los Angeles in the San 
Bernardino National Forest. Conducted historical and archival 
research on the camp’s history and development, its 
individual buildings, and its architects, including Sumner P. 
Hunt and Silas R. Burns. Photographed and documented the 
building according to Office of Historic Preservation 
guidelines, prepared state Department of Parks and 
Recreation forms, and assessed resource significance 
according to National Register eligibility criteria. [Prior to 
AECOM] 
 
Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation, Camp 
Radford National Register Evaluation, San Bernardino 
National Forest, San Bernardino County, CA 
As senior historian, conducted National Register evaluation 
of the early 20th-century Camp Radford recreational camp 
facility leased by the City of Los Angeles in the San 
Bernardino National Forest. Conducted historical and archival 
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research on the camp’s history and development, its 
individual buildings, and its architects, Sumner P. Hunt and 
Silas R. Burns. Photographed and documented the building 
according to Office of Historic Preservation guidelines, 
prepared state Department of Parks and Recreation forms, 
and assessed resource significance according to National 
Register eligibility criteria. [Prior to AECOM] 
 
Professional and Peer-Reviewed Publications 
 
Books 
 
Jordan, S. 2014. Coarse Earthenware Collections. In: Historical 
Archaeology in South Africa: Material Culture of the Dutch 
East India Company at the Cape, Carmel Schrire (ed.). Left 
Coast Press, Walnut Creek. 
 
Jordan, S. 2014. European Stoneware Collections. In: 
Historical Archaeology in South Africa: Material Culture of 
the Dutch East India Company at the Cape, Carmel Schrire 
(ed.). Left Coast Press, Walnut Creek. 
 
Jordan, Stacey. 2002. Classification and Typologies. In: 
Encyclopedia of Historical Archaeology, Charles E. Orser, Jr. 
(ed.). Routledge. London. 
 
Jordan, Stacey, and Carmel Schrire. 2002. Material Culture 
and the Roots of Colonial Society at the South African Cape 
of Good Hope. In: The Archaeology of Colonialism, Claire 
Lyons and John Papadopoulos (eds.). Getty Research 
Institute. Los Angeles. 
 
Journals 
 
Jordan, S. C. 2000. Coarse Earthenware at the Dutch Colonial 
Cape of Good Hope, South Africa: A History of Local 
Production and Typology of Products. International Journal 
of Historical Archaeology, Vol. 4, No. 2. 
 
Jordan, S.; D. Miller, and C. Schrire 1999. Petrographic 
Characterization of Locally Produced Pottery from the Dutch 
Colonial Cape of Good Hope, South Africa. Journal of 
Archaeological Science, Vol. 26. 
 
Presentations 
 
Colonizing the Colonial: Viewing Influence through the Lens 
of Coarse Earthenware at the Dutch East India Company 

Cape of Good Hope, South Africa. Society for American 
Archaeology Annual Meeting, Orlando, FL. April 2016. 
 
AB 52 and the Changing Nature of Tribal Consultation: What 
We Have Learned So Far. Associate of Environmental 
Professionals Conference, San Diego, CA. April 2016. 
 
How Unanticipated Can a Discovery Be? Navigating the 
Identification and Treatment of an Unusual Buried Resource 
at the Genesis Solar Energy Project. Society for California 
Archaeology, Ontario, CA. March 2016. University of 
California, San Diego Extension Guest Instructor, CEQA and 
Historical Resources, California Environmental Quality Act 
(BUSA-40739), 2008-2011/2013-2016 
 
The Emerging Archaeology of Ford Dry Lake: Recent Results 
from California’s Chuckwalla Valley. Society for American 
Archaeology Annual Meeting, Austin, TX. April 2014. 
 
Renewable Energy Permitting and Compliance. Association of 
Environmental Professionals Conference, San Diego, CA. 
March 2014  
 
Session organizer and presenter, The ARRA-Funded Historic 
Trails Inventory Program. Old Spanish Trail Association 
Annual Conference, Pomona, CA. June 2011. 
 
Session organizer and presenter, Paths of Inquiry: 
Perspectives on the Study and Management of Trails in the 
Western United States. Society for American Archaeology 
Annual Meeting, Sacramento, CA. March 2011.  
 
Making the Past Present: Archaeology, Heritage and Tourism 
in Old Town San Diego. Presented at the Society for 
California Archaeology Annual Meeting, Burbank, CA. April 
2008. 
 
Mannasse’s Corral: The Life History of a Piece of Old Town. 
Presented to the San Diego Presidio Council, San Diego, CA. 
January 2008. 
 
A Patchwork History: Interweaving Archaeology, Narrative 
and Tourism in Old Town San Diego. Presented at the 
Society for American Archaeology Annual Meeting, Austin, 
TX. March 2007. 
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The Face of Mercantilism at the South African Cape of Good 
Hope: Ceramics and the Hesitant Empire. Presented at the 
Society for Historical Archaeology Annual Meeting, 
Sacramento, CA. January 2006. 
 
Past as Present: Tourism and Archaeology in Old Town San 
Diego. Presented at the Society for Applied Anthropology 
Annual Meeting, Santa Fe, NM. April 2005. 
 
Old Town Made New Again: The Archaeology of San Diego’s 
First Settlement. Presented at the Society for California 
Archaeology Annual Meeting, Sacramento, CA. April 2005. 
 
Historical Archaeology as Anthropology: Artifacts, Identities, 
and Interpretations in the Study of the Recent Past. 
Presented at the World Archaeological Congress, Cape Town, 
South Africa. January 2003. 
 
Urban Archaeology and the Focus of Memory: A Study in 
the History and Narrative of South Central Los Angeles. 
Presented at the Society for American Archaeology Annual 
Meeting, Denver, CO. March 2002. 
 
The Development of Colonial Culture at the South African 
Cape of Good Hope: Examining the many “functions” of 
utilitarian ceramics. Presented at the Archaeology of 
Colonialism Symposium, Archaeological Institute of America 
Annual Meetings, San Diego, CA. January 2001. 
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Principal Paleontologist 
 
   
Professional History 
 
05/2007 - Present, AECOM  
Principal Paleontologist 
 
Education 
 
PhD, Systematics and Ecology, University 
of Kansas, 1984 
MA, Systematics and Ecology, University 
of Kansas, 1979 
BA, Biology, University of Kansas, 1974 
 
Years of Experience 
 
With AECOM:  9 
With Other Firms:  5 
 
Professional Affiliations 
 
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology 
Research Associate, Natural History 
Museum of Los Angeles County 
 
Certifications 
 
Certified Paleontologist, Orange and 
Riverside counties, California 
40 hour Hazwoper certified 
 
 
 
 
 

 Joe Stewart is a vertebrate paleontologist with over 40 years of experience 
in paleontology and 30 years of experience in the geology and paleontology 
of California, particularly in Riverside, Imperial, San Bernardino, San Diego, 
Orange, Los Angeles, Santa Barbara, Kern, Fresno, and Merced counties.  
He also has experience with projects in Arizona, Nevada, Idaho, and 
Wyoming.  His expertise includes paleontology of California and the 
identification of fish fossils and Pleistocene microvertebrate faunal remains. 
His publications include 30 peer-reviewed articles in books and journals.  He 
has been involved in the permitting of ten power plants, and oversaw 
paleontological aspects of the construction of four plants.  He directed the 
paleontological monitoring and mitigation program for Path 15, a major 
transmission line project, and the paleontological aspects of permitting for 
the Gateway West transmission line project in Idaho and Wyoming.  He has 
worked with BLM staff in California, Nevada, Idaho, and Wyoming, and 
holds a BLM permit in California. 
 
Experience 
 
NRG Energy Center Oxnard LLC, Puente Power Plant, Ventura County, 
CA. Paleontological Resource Specialist for permitting of project. Performed 
pedestrian survey for paleontological resources on 36 acres of private land. 
Project expected to produce 241 megawatts (net capacity). Wrote 
paleontological resource section for the Application For Certification.  
Application submitted April 2015; Data Adequacy June 2015.  
 
Calico Exploration, LLC, Calico Mineral Exploration Project, San 
Bernardino County, CA. Paleontological Resource Specialist for permitting 
of project. Directed paleontological survey for environmental assessment of 
3 square miles of BLM land.  Wrote paleontological resources technical 
report.  
 
Bright Source Energy, Inc., 750 MW Rio Mesa Solar Electric Generating 
Facility, Riverside County, CA. Paleontological Resource Specialist for 
permitting of project. Directed pedestrian survey for paleontological 
resources on 1,500 acres of BLM land and 5,300 acres of private land.  
Wrote paleontological resource section for the Application For Certification. 
Coauthored a research paper for the Desert Symposium. 
 
California High-Speed Rail Authority, High-Speed Train 
Planning/Environmental, Palmdale to Los Angeles, CA. Directed 
pedestrian survey for paleontological resources along preferred route and 
alternatives, researched geological and paleontological literature for the 
route, and wrote technical report on paleontological resources that might be 
impacted. 
 
 



City of San Diego, As Needed Storm Water Engineering and 
Environmental Consulting. Conducted pre-maintenance tasks, including 
record searches, regulatory review, and provided recommendations with 
regards to protecting paleontological resources. 
 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority, Westside Subway 
Extension Draft EIS/EIR, Los Angeles. CA. Directed paleontological 
pedestrian survey, analyzed geological and paleontological literature, and 
wrote paleontological resources section of the draft EIS/EIR. 
 
NRG, Marsh Landing Generating Station, Contra Costa County, CA.  
Paleontological Resource Specialist for permitting and construction of the 
project. Directed paleontological resource assessment for California Energy 
Commission of expansion of existing gas turbine power plant. Conducted 
pedestrian survey for paleontological resources and literature search, and 
wrote the Application For Certification paleontological resource section.  
Served as Paleontological Resource Specialist for construction and wrote 
final report. Project certified 2010. Project on line 2013. 
 
K Road Power Holdings, LLC, Calico Solar (previously SES Solar 1), 
San Bernardino County, CA. Paleontological Resource Specialist for 
permitting of project. Directed paleontological resource assessment for 
California Energy Commission of 18,000 acres of BLM land and wrote the 
Application For Certification paleontological resource section. Project 
certified 28 October 2010. 
 
Maslonka and Associates, Paleontological Monitoring and Mitigation 
Program for Construction of Path 15, Merced and Fresno Counties, 
CA. Project Paleontologist and Principal Investigator. Directed 
paleontological monitoring and specimen recovery during construction of the 
80-mile route of Path 15, a 500 kV power transmission line permitted by 
CPUC in Merced and Fresno counties, California.  Included BLM land and a 
major paleontological excavation on BLM land.  Also authored the final 
report.  Prepared for Western Area Power Administration and Maslonka and 
Associates. Coauthored research papers for Scientific Contributions of the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County and for PaleoBios.  [Prior to 
AECOM] 
 
  

 



 

Laurie Solis, MA, DRS 
Archaeology, Historic Resources 

Overview 
Dr. Solis is a Cultural Resource Specialist and conducts investigations and assessments for archaeological, 
historic, and paleontological resources for CEQA and NEPA compliance. Dr. Solis has almost 16 years 
of experience in the field of Cultural Resource Management and specializes in prehistory of the Great 
Basin and Southwest and Pioneer/Frontier History and is currently a Professor of Anthropology at 
College of the Canyons, in Valencia, California. Dr. Solis has conducted Phase I Archaeological Surveys, 
Phase II Testing, and Phase III Studies for METRO, BNSF, High Speed Train Authority, Edwards Air 
Force Base, Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District, California Energy Commission (CEC), 
Cal Trans, City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering, County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and 
Recreation, County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County, Metropolitan Water District, Orange 
County Sanitation District, the Morongo Indian Reservation, Burlington Santa Fe Railroad, large scale 
wind energy projects in the Mojave Desert, and many more public and private sector clients. Dr. Solis has 
also prepared historic resource evaluations and consultation for the City of Sierra Madre, County of Los 
Angeles Chief Administrative Office, City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering and many private sector 
clients.   She is a published author and recipient of the 2002 Graduate Equity Fellowship award.  

Dr. Solis served an internship at the George C. Page Museum – La Brea Tar Pits, completed college 
paleontology and micro-paleontology coursework, and participated in obtaining deep sea core samples 
off the coast of California. In addition, she has worked on several projects as a paleontological monitor. 
She recovered a collection from the Yorba Member of the Puente Formation (7-10 million years) and 
discovered three new species of fish not previously discovered in California. Her collection is held at the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County.  

Dr. Solis has worked closely as a liaison with several California Indian Tribes, including the Piute-
Shoshone, Gabrielino/Tongva, Morongo Band of Mission Indians, and the Tataviam/Fernandeno Band 
of Mission Indians. She is author of the book, “Tataviam: People Who Face the Sun”. Dr. Solis also 
gives lectures on archaeology at local schools.  

Areas of Expertise 
Archaeology 
Native American Consultation 
Historic Resources 
CEQA/NEPA 
Paleontology 
 

Permits/Qualifications 
Current BLM Permit 
Meets Secretary of Interior Standards  
Meets RPA Qualifications 
BNSF Permit 
Riverside County Certified Archaeologist 
 
Years of Experience 
16 
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Education
Doctorate Degree/2011/Religious Studies-Archaeology/Golden State School of Theology

MA/2004/Archaeology/California State University Northridge, California

BA/1997/Anthropology, California State University Northridge, California                  

AA/1994/Social Sciences, College of the Canyons, Valencia, California

 

Project Specific Experience 
 

Archaeological Experience 
Alamo Solar Excavation – Cerro Gordo, CA 2014 
Principal Investigator 
Managed the excavation of a 5,000 ybp Native American Village site along the northern reaches of the 
Mojave River. Extensive negotiation with Native American Tribes and local agencies. 
 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project – 2013 

SCE is constructing a series of transmission system improvements to deliver electricity from new wind 
energy projects in eastern Kern County to the Los Angeles Basin. The proposed Project would provide 
the electrical facilities necessary to integrate levels of new wind generation in excess of 700 megawatts 
(MW) and up to approximately 4,500 MW in the Tehachapi area.  The project included the excavation of 
a 2,000 ypb Native American hearth site located at an elevation of 1200 ft amsl and impacted by project 
operations 

South of Kramer Project – 2013 

Southern California Edison (SCE) proposes to construct the South of Kramer Transmission Project, 
which would provide additional transmission capacity needed in the Kramer Junction and Lucerne Valley 
areas. The project would help support system reliability, increased electrical demand, and large-scale 
renewable generation development, making the power grid greener for California. 

Alamo Solar, San Bernardino County 2011 
Archaeologist 
Performed a Phase I Archaeological Survey and report in support of the Alamo Solar Energy Project. 
 
Granite Wind, San Bernardino County 2011 
Archaeologist 
Performed a Phase I Archaeological Survey and supplemental report in support of the Granite Wind 
Energy Project. 
 
Moreno Valley FEMA Remediation Project, Riverside County 2010 
Archaeologist 
Performed a Phase I Archaeological Survey for a FEMA remediation project in the City of Moreno 
Valley, Riverside County, CA. 
 
BNSF Tehachapi, Kern County 2009 
Principal Investigator/Archaeologist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey for the proposed double track project through the Tehachapi 
Mountains. Coordinated with CalTrans District 6, UPRR, BNSF, and local agencies. Identified and 
recorded archaeological sites and prepared documentation in accordance with CalTrans guidelines. 
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Metro, Subway to the Sea, Los Angeles County 2009 
Principal Investigator/Archaeologist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey and served as Task Leader for cultural resources for the 
project, including paleontological and architectural history. Coordinated with SHPO and local and federal 
agencies. 
 
 
Mission College Phase I Archaeological Survey 2009 
Principal Investigator/Archaeologist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey on ACOE property and prepared a technical report for 
inclusion in an EA. Coordination with local Native American tribes and the ACOE. 
 
 
NextLight AV Solar 1, Los Angeles and Kern County, CA 2008 to Present 
Principal Investigator/Archaeologist 
Serving as Principle Investigator and Task Leader for cultural resources in support of solar development 
in the Mojave Desert. Prepared scope, budget, conducted research. Conducted a sample reconnaissance 
survey as a preliminary investigation of the 2,000+ acre site. Conducted Phase I survey. On-going tribal 
consultation and coordination with State Parks.  
 
Solel Johnson Valley, San Bernardino County, CA 2008 
Principle Investigator/ Archaeologist 
Served as Principle Investigator and Task Leader for cultural resources in support of solar development 
in the Mojave Desert. Prepared scope, budget, conducted research, managed large survey crews, 
identified and recorded prehistoric and historic archaeological sites, coordinated with county, state and 
federal agencies, and managed subconsultants (including paleontology). 
 
 
Agua Mansa AFC, Colton, San Bernardino County, CA 2008 
Archaeologist 
Conducted cultural resource analysis in support of the Agua Mansa Power Plant Mitigated Negative 
Declaration.  Performed an archaeological records search, coordinated with Native American groups, 
conducted a site visited and prepared site analysis for two on-site structures. 
 
Cox Communications, Conduit Placement, Santa Barbara, CA 2008 
Project Manager/Archaeologist 
Managed and conducted oversight of on-site archaeological monitoring for the Cox conduit replacement 
project. Included, coordination with client, hiring and managing of monitoring staff, and document 
review. 
 
RELLC Escondido, San Diego County, 2008 
Conducted a Phase I Survey and performed archaeological monitoring of geotechnical boring locations. 
 
Goleta Slough Wetland Enhancement Project, Santa Barbara, CA 2008 
Archaeologist 
Conducted a record search and Phase I Archaeological Survey of a highly sensitive National Register 
listed archaeological site to determine method and mode of mitigation to ensure less than significant 
impacts would occur during the wetland enhancement project and the revegetation of native plants.  
Extensive coordination with the California Division of Fish and Game, Army Corps of Engineers, and 
County of Santa Barbara. 
 
 
High Speed Train, Los Angeles, CA 2007-2010 
Cultural Resource Specialist  
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Provided a cultural resource baseline analysis for the Union Station to Glendale (134) portion of the 
proposed High Speed Train (HST) project in order to assess the potential for the project to create 
impacts to cultural resources along the proposed ROW; including historic (built environment) resources, 
archaeological resources, and paleontological resources.  
 
Anaheim Municipal Power Station, AFC, Anaheim, CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted an archaeological records search and Phase I Archaeological Survey of the project site in 
support of power plant expansion project. Prepared report and AFC section in compliance with the 
California Energy Commission. (In Progress) 
 
Santa Barbara Ranch, Santa Barbara, CA 2007 
Archaeologist 
Prepared additional analysis regarding Historic Landscape eligibility of the project site, and response to 
County Council comments. Reviewed previously prepared research and conducted as needed additional 
research in support of the project. 
 
Verizon Archaeological Monitoring, 2007 
Project Manager/Archaeologist 
Managed and conducted oversight of on-site archaeological monitoring for the Verizon conduit 
replacement project. Included, coordination with client, hiring and managing of monitoring staff, and 
document review. 
 
 
Tahiti Marina Archaeological Records Search, Marina Del Rey, CA, 2007 
Project Manager/Archaeologist 
Conducted an archaeological records search and associated research in support of the replacement of 
“fingers” (boat slips) within Marina Del Rey.  
 
CalTrans-North Spring Street Bridge Archaeological and Historic Documentation, City of Los Angeles, 
CA 2008 
Cultural Resource Specialist  
Prepared historic documentation per CalTrans guidelines for the North Spring Street project. Prepared 
an HPSR, HRER and ASR 

 
CalTrans-Valley Over Valley Bridge Archaeological and Historic Documentation, City of Los Angeles, 
CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist  
Prepared historic documentation per CalTrans guidelines for the Valley Over Valley Street project. 
Prepared an HPSR, HRER and ASR 

 
LADWP-Beverly Blvd Bridge Archaeological and Historic Monitoring and Documentation, City of Pico 
Rivera, CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist  
Conducted archaeological monitoring and documentation of two historic sites in support of the Beverly 
Blvd Bridge widening project. 

 
Verizon Wireless Transmission Facility, Ojai, CA, 2007 
Archaeologist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey for Verizon Wireless for a transmission facility site, known as 
the Aquinas site. Included pedestrian survey for identification of resources, photographic documentation, 
and written documentation. 
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2nd Street Apartments, Little Tokyo Redevelopment, Los Angeles, CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted daily archaeological monitoring of construction activities related to the proposed project. 
Included soil identification and examination, documentation, photographs and client interfacing. 
Identified three buried historic structures and associated 19th century artifacts. Prepared an extensive 
report detailing the finds and submitted artifacts for curation. 

 
Sakaida Mine and Gravel, Sylmar, CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey to update previous study and provided technical assistance in 
updating previous archaeological resource report. 
 
Starwood/Maywood AFC, Fresno, CA 2006 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted an archaeological records search and Phase I Archaeological Survey of the project site in 
support of power plant expansion project. Prepared report and AFC section in compliance with the 
California Energy Commission. 
 
Mission College Environmental Impact Report, Sylmar, CA 2006 Cultural Resource Specialist 
Prepared Cultural Resource Analysis Section of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). Conducted an 
archaeological records search, Native American Heritage Commission sacred site search, Paleontological 
records search, and local history research for the proposed project.  Assessed potential impacts and 
provided mitigation measures to minimize impacts to cultural resources. In addition, prepared the 
recreation and public services and utilities analysis for the proposed project. 

Archaeological Investigations for the BNSF Cajon Pass Triple Track Project, Riverside County. Client -- 
BNSF. Lead Agency – ACOE, San Bernardino, CA 2006 

Cultural Resource Specialist  
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological survey along segments of rail-line in San Bernardino County for a 
proposed line and modification to existing line. 

 

Trammell Crow, Los Angeles, CA 2006  
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Called to investigate a discovery of bone material found during construction activities related to the 
proposed project. Inspected and documented the find and allowed construction to continue. 

 
 
 
CalTrans – Vernon Atlantic Blvd. Bridge Archaeological and Historic Documentation, City of Vernon, 
CA 2006 
Cultural Resource Specialist  
Assisted in authoring Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) and 
interfaced with client. 

Archaeological Monitoring of Palmdale Housing Development. 
Archaeological Monitor 
Conducted daily archaeological monitoring of construction activities related to the proposed project. 
Included soil identification and examination, documentation, photographs and client interfacing. 
 

Phase III excavation at Brand Park. Excavation of late 18th century mission period structure foundation 
and associated artifacts, Mission Hills, CA 2006 
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Archaeological Consultant to the Tataviam/Fernadeno Band of Mission Indians 
Represented the Tataviam tribes interests during all excavation activities as well as participated in the 
Phase III excavation which included, shovel and trowel digging, documentation, screening, artifact 
identification, bagging and cataloguing. 

LADWP archaeological monitoring – Jenson Filtration Plant, Sylmar, CA 2006 
Archaeological Consultant to Garcia and Associates 
Conducted daily archaeological monitoring of construction activities related to the proposed project. 
Included soil identification and examination, documentation, photographs and client interfacing. 

Los Angeles County Dept of Parks and Recreation -Vasquez Rocks County Park.  Phase I Archaeological 
Survey 2004/2005 Cultural Resource Specialist – Project Manager 
Performed an archaeological record search and performed a Phase I Archaeological Survey of the County 
facility which contains numerous previously recorded archaeological sites. Work efforts undertaken 
included an updating of previously prepared site records and documentation of new sites; as well as 
evaluation of a historic period (1930) homestead structure on-site. 

 
Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District (GBUAPCD). Phase I Archaeological Survey, Phase 
II Testing and Evaluation 2004  
Cultural Resource Specialist – Project Manager 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey in support of Ash Point and Bartlett Point Air Quality 
Monitoring Stations. Prepared a technical report documenting the survey results.  Conducted a Phase II 
Testing and Evaluation consisting of the digging of test pits and excavation units. Recovered artifacts, 
identified, and documented finds for repository at a curation facility.  Prepared a technical report detailing 
the results of the Phase II.  Conducted archaeological monitoring during construction of the air quality 
monitoring station and installation of the power lines. Recovered artifacts and prepared documentation 
and arranged for curation. Extensive coordination was undertaken with the Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM), GBUAPCD, LADWP, and the Lone Pine Paiute-Shoshone Reservation. 

 
Great Basin Unified Air Pollution Control District (GBUAPCD) 2003 State Implementation Plan (SIP).  
Cultural Resource Specialist  
Authored the Cultural Resource Section of the 2003 SIP EIR. Coordinated with sub-consultants, 
compiled data, assessed potential impacts and prepared mitigation measures. Attended public meetings. 

 
New Valley Bomb Squad Facility, Los Angeles.  Phase I Archaeological Survey and monitoring 2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist –Project Manager 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey and analysis in support of the proposed project. Prepared a 
technical report detailing the results of the analysis. Coordinated with Native American groups and 
secured a Native monitor for the project. Conducted archaeological monitoring on a daily basis. 

 
 
Cottonwood Wind Energy Project. Phase I Archaeological Survey  
2004/2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological survey and associated research of a 20 + square mile property 
located in the Tehachapi Mountains, Ca. Coordination with the BLM, County of Kern, and client. 
Identification, documentation, and (limited) recovery of historic and prehistoric period artifacts. 
Documentation of 100+ sites. 

 
Friendship Park.  Archaeological crew training and archaeological monitoring 2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Prepared a training brochure for construction crew and conducted archaeological monitoring. 
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Burbank/Glendale/Pasadena Airport Expansion Cultural Resource Study 

Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted an archaeological and historic resource record search for the subject property and identified 
potential impacts related to the proposed project. 

 
West L.A. Animal Shelter.  Phase I Archaeological Survey 2004 
Cultural Resource Specialist-Project Manager 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological survey and record search for the proposed project. Prepared a 
technical report detailing the results of the survey. 

 

OCSD Rehabilitation of the Edinger and A Street Pump Stations and Replacement of the Bitter Point 
Pump Station, Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, 2002 
Archaeologist 
Prepared the cultural resources analysis and Phase I investigation for the IS/MND. 
 

MWD, Environmental Staff Support 2002 
Archaeologist 

Worked as in-house staff at the Metropolitan Water District supporting the environmental division. 
Assisted in environmental document preparation on various projects, filed NOPs, NOCs, and prepared 
in-house Negative Declarations, and Mitigated Negative Declarations and reviewed documents prepared 
by consultatnts. 

 

Lancaster Water Reclamation Plant EIR, 2001 
Archaeologist 
Prepared the cultural resource analysis for the Lancaster Water Reclamation Plant EIR. 
 
Orange County Sanitation District, 2000 
Archaeologist 
Conducted archaeological surveys for five OCSD water treatment facilities. 
 
Edwards Air Force Base, Edwards, CA 1999 
AMTS Technician   
Participated in Phase I Archaeological Survey of EAFB, Phase II Testing and Phase III. Conducted 
laboratory analysis and curation. 
 

Historic Experience 
Catalina Heights Historic Photo Documentation, U.S. Navy, Camarillo, CA 2009 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Prepared and conducted historic photo documentation for the Catalina Heights housing area scheduled 
for demolition. Per the advisement of the Advisory Council of Historic Preservation, photo 
documentation is required for this enlisted housing area. Identified structures to serve as representative 
samples, assessed historic features of the property, instructed photographer as necessary and interfaced 
with the client. 
 
Pico-Garnier Block. Peer Review for the Office of the City Attorney, City of Los Angeles, CA 2005 
Cultural Resource Specialist- Project Manager 
Conducted technical review of historic resource documentation for historic structures within the Pico-
Garnier Block.  Assessed the validity of the study and provided cost/worth analysis for prospective 
developers.  

Plaza de Cultura y Arte Project, Los Angeles. HABS Documentation 2005 
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Cultural Resource Specialist – Project Manager 
Prepared a Historic American Building Survey report in accordance with the Department of the Interior 
Standards for the Brunswig Annex Building, part of the El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historic District.  The 
HABS documentation consisted of a historic resource evaluation of the building, as-built drawings, and 
black and white photographs. Prepared the written history and took black and white photographs. The 
building is slated for demolition by the Plaza de Cultura y Arte Foundation.  

Plaza de Cultura y Arte Project, Los Angeles.  Historic Resource Assessment 2004  
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducted extensive historic research and analysis of the El Pueblo de Los Angeles Historic District for 
three historic structures within the project site: Vickrey-Brunswig Building, the Plaza House, and the 
Brunswig Annex.   Historic documentation was compared to assess the period of significance for the 
structures.  Potential impacts to the structures were assessed as well as extensive alternatives analysis. 
Coordination was undertaken with the Los Angeles Conservancy, the National Park Service (National 
Register of Historic Places) the State Historic Preservation Officer, the County Chief Administrators 
Office, rehabilitation architects and local government representatives.  This analysis is presented in the 
Draft and Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Plaza de Cultura y Arte project.  This 
analysis ultimately saved two of the three buildings slated for demolition. Authored grants which 
obtained over $2 million dollars in grant funds. 

 
Hollywood Bowl, Los Angeles.  Hollywood Bowl National Register of Historic Places Nomination 
Package 2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist – Project Manager 
Conducted extensive historic research to prepare a National Register of Historic Places Nomination 
Package to nominate the Hollywood Bowl as a historic resource worthy of preservation. The nomination 
package, along with a colorful historic resource technical report was prepared for the Bowl. The package 
(and technical report) documented the illustrious history of the Bowl as a prestigious performing arts 
venue for over 80 years. Negotiations with the SHPO and NRHP was also undertaken. 

 
1 Carter Avenue, Sierra Madre.  Historic Resource Assessment 2003/2004 Cultural Resource Specialist 
– Project Manager 
Conducted a historic resource evaluation report for three historic period structures in Sierra Madre, CA. 
Structures were found to be of historic significance. Attended public meetings and presented findings to 
the public. 

Rettig Development Project, Sierra Madre.  Historic Resource Assessment 2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist- Project Manager 
Conducted an historic resource evaluation report for three structures in Sierra Madre, CA. Structures 
were found not to be historically significant. Attended public meetings and presented findings to the 
public. 

Alverno High School, Sierra Madre. Historic Resource Assessment 2004/2005  
Cultural Resource Specialist – Project Manager 
Conducted a historic resource evaluation report for an historic period structure in Sierra Madre, CA, 
located within the property of Alverno High School. Structure found to be of historic significance. 
Assisted landscape architects and school officials in planning and design of new school features so as not 
to conflict with or impact the historic structure. 

Fire Station No. 21, Los Angeles.  Phase I Archaeological Survey and Historic Resource Assessment 2002  
Archaeologist Associate 
Conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey and historic resource assessment of Fire Station No. 21. 
Prepared a technical report with the results of the assessment. 

Paleontological Experience  
Paso Robles US 101/SR46 Paleontological Resources Investigation, Paso Robles, CA 2007 
Cultural Resource Specialist 
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Conducted a paleontological records search and literature review for potential paleontological impacts as 
a result of the proposed project. Reviewed geologic and topographic maps and compiled a Memorandum 
for the Record to document the research efforts undertaken, summarize the analysis as a result of these 
efforts, and provided mitigation measures for minimization of impacts to paleontological resources. 
 
LADPW – Archaeological and paleontological monitoring for the Beverly Blvd. Bridge Expansion 
Project, Pico Rivera, CA 2006  
Cultural Resource Specialist 
Conducting archaeological and paleontological monitoring on an as-needed basis during construction 
activities related to the proposed project. 

George C. Page Museum – La Brea Tar Pits, Los Angeles, CA 2003 
Laboratory Intern 
Laboratory assistant responsible for cleaning, sorting, and identifying prehistoric remains from museum 
operated excavations. Some of the species included: saber tooth cat, dire wolf, ground sloth, and 
mastodon as well as a number of “microfossil” specimens that included small rodent bones and insects. 
 
City of Diamond Bar.  Archaeological and Paleontological monitoring  
2002  
Archaeological and Paleontological Monitor for Bon Terra Consulting 
Conducted daily archaeological and paleontological monitoring of construction activities in support of 
the proposed project. Identified, recovered, and prepared fossil material for curation. Recovery of finds 
led to the discovery the 3 new species in California (7-10 million Miocene – Puente Formation) 

 

Vista Pacifica Housing Development, Culver City, CA 2000 Archaeologist Associate 
Conducted daily archaeological and paleontological monitoring of construction activities related to the 
proposed project. Identified and recorded three archaeological sites and one Pleistocene Age Marine 
fossil locality.  Property is now Kenneth Hahn State Park. 

 

Professional Societies/Affiliates 
College of the Canyons, Valencia, CA – Professor of Anthropology 

Archeological Institute of America 

Association of Environmental Planners 

Society for American Archeologists 

Society of California Archaeology 

Society of Vertebrate Paleontology 

National Geographic Society 

Awards 
2002/Graduate Equity Fellowship Award 

Languages 
English, Spanish (written), Italian (written) 

Specialized Training 
2007 – SB 18 Training 

2006 – Section 106 Training 

2006 – SB 18 Training 

2005 – Project Management Training (UCLA Extension) 
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2004 – SB 18 Training 

2003 – Section 4F Training  

2000 – CEQA and Cultural Resources Training (UCLA Extension) 

Security Clearance 
Edwards Air Force Base (1999-2001) expired 

Publications 
2000. “Analysis of Bead Production on the California Channel Islands”, California State University Northridge 
Research Symposium. 

2004. “SB18- Traditional Tribal Cultural Sites”, The Environmental Monitor.  Published by Association of 
Environmental Professionals. 

2005. “Rubble Rousing – Archaeological Investigations at Vasquez Rocks County Park” – Showcased in Feature 
Story -Daily News of Santa Clarita. 

2005. “Natural Resource Center for Vasquez Rocks County Park” – Showcased in Feature Story -Antelope 
Valley Press 

2007. In Progress. “Baricudina and other unique fossil discoveries from the Puente Formation, Diamond Bar, 
California”. 

2007. Interchange, Vol 11, Issue 7: Implementing SB 18: Six Principles to Successful Consultation. Published by 
Association of Environmental Professionals 

2007. Interchange, Vol 11, Issue 8: Archaeological Monitoring in the Little Tokyo Borough of Los Angeles Offers 
Up a Glimpse of Life a Century Ago. Published by Association of Environmental Professionals 

2008. Tataviam: People Who Face the Sun. Book available at: www.Xlibris.com/Tataviam 

2011. Where there ever any antelope in the Antelope Valley? Los Angeles Magazine. 

Films 
 
2007. If You Can Dream It, You Can Do It: A Historical Evolution of Canyon Country and Surrounding Areas. © 
2007 Santa Clarita Valley Historical Society & College of the Canyons. A project of the COC Advisory 
Committee/History Subcommittee. Producer. 
 

Chronology 
College of the Canyons, Professor of Anthropology, Valencia, California. 2006 – Present 

URS Corporation, Cultural Resource Specialist, Los Angeles, California,  
2006 – Present (Currently on call) 
 
Pacific Legacy, Archaeologist, Lancaster, California 
2012-2013 
 
Lancaster Museum of Art and History, Lancaster, California 
2010 – 2012 
 
Sapphos Environmental, Inc., Cultural Resource Specialist, Pasadena, California, 2003-2005 

George C. Page Museum, La Brea Tar Pits, Los Angeles, California, 2003-2004 

Bon Terra Consulting, Archaeologist/Paleontological Monitor, Costa Mesa, California, 2002 

Environmental Science Associates, Archaeologist, Los Angeles, California, 2000-2002 

Edwards Air Force Base, Archaeologist, Edwards, California, 1999-2000 

http://www.xlibris.com/Tataviam
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Contact Information 
P. (661)388.1306 

sladelsol@aol.com  

 

mailto:sladelsol@aol.com
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1.0 PROJECT BACKGROUND 
 
The Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA), which is part of the County of Los Angeles, 
plans to construct a new LACMA Building to House the Permanent Collection of Los Angeles 
(Project). The Project will require demolition of four existing historic-era buildings, including 
the Ahmanson Building, the Bing Center, the Hammer Building, and the Art of the Americas 
Building, and construction of a new facility. Demolition of existing buildings and construction of 
the new LACMA facility will involve ground disturbance with potential to affect archaeological, 
historical, and paleontological resources, including the famed Hancock Park La Brea Tar Pits, 
which is designated as California Historical Landmark (CHL) No. 179 (Figure 1). 
 
To identify cultural and paleontological resources that may exist within the Project area, a 
records search for previous cultural resources studies and recorded resources was conducted at 
the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State University (CSU) 
Fullerton and a search for information on paleontological localities was conducted at the Natural 
History Museum of Los Angeles. Additionally, AECOM conducted archaeological and 
paleontological monitoring of geotechnical borings undertaken to assess the condition of below-
ground geologic conditions. The methods and results of these activities are presented in this 
report. 
 
Soil removal activities were undertaken in October and November 2015 by AECOM and were 
monitored by Laurie Solis, MA, DRS or by Joe Stewart, PhD of AECOM. Geotechnical borings 
were placed at various locations within the proposed Project area and soils were removed up to 
120 feet in depth. Samples were taken at various intervals by both Laurie Solis, MA, DRS and 
Dr. Stewart and, while no archaeological resources were identified, paleontological resources 
were identified, recovered, and collected. 
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Figure 1. Project Location 
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2.0 PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS 
 
2.1 Archaeological Records Search 
 
A records search was conducted on October 2, 2015, at the SCCIC at California State University 
(CSU) Fullerton by Laurie Solis, MA, DRS. A 0.25-mile radius around the Project was checked 
for previous archaeological and architectural studies, identified resources, and resources listed in 
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Resources 
(CRHR), CHL, or the City of Los Angeles Historic-Cultural Monuments List. 
 
A number of archaeological and historic resource surveys have previously been conducted of the 
proposed Project area as well as within 0.25 mile of the Project (Table 1).  
 
 
Table 1. Previous Cultural Resource Surveys Conducted within 0.25 Mile of the Study 
Area 
 

Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

Hollins, Jeremy. Final Historic Resources Technical Report for 
the Metro Westside Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2010 Not Assigned Hollywood, Beverly Hills 

Solis, Laurie. Final Cultural Resources Technical Report for 
the Metro Westside Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2010 Not Assigned Hollywood, Beverly Hills 

Wessel, Richard. Letter Report: Survey of Tract 34961, 2.239 
acres at 602 Masselin Avenue, Wilshire. On file at SCCIC. 

1984 LAN-1334 Hollywood 

Singer, Clay. Archaeological Monitoring at 1234 Granville, 
W.L.A. On file at SCCIC.  

1984 LAN-1371 Hollywood 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report Archaeological 
Resources Los Angeles Rail Rapid transit Project “Metro 
Rail”. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-1578 Hollywood 

Michael Brandman Associates. Park La Brea EIR No. 88-347-
2C (GPA) State Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1989 LAN-1932 Hollywood 

Bissell, Ronald M., RMW Paleo Associates, Inc. Cultural 
Resources Literature Review of Metro Rail Red Line Western 
Extension Alternatives, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

1989 LAN- 1968 Hollywood 
 

Salls, Roy. The La Brea Cogged Stone. On file at SCCIC. 1978 LAN-2331 Hollywood 
Salls, Roy. The La Brea Atlatl Foreshafts: Inferences for the 
Millingstone Horizon. On file at SCCIC. 

1986 
 

LAN-2360 
 

Hollywood 

King, Chester. Letter Comments Concerning a Report. 
Prepared by Ron Bissell for the La Vina Property. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1991 LAN-2501 Hollywood 
 

Farnsworth, Laure, et al. The Shinen’Kan Site: Excavations at 
the Historic Hancock Ranch House. On file at SCCIC. 

1992 LAN-2737 Hollywood 

Michael Brandman Associates. Park La Brea Supplemental 
Draft EIR No. 88-347-ZC (GPA) (SUB) (CUB) State 
Clearinghouse No. 88080307. On file at SCCIC. 

1991 LAN-2881 Hollywood 

Gipsman, Jacob. Special Study/Analysis: Epic Discoveries I 
made at La Brea. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3465 Hollywood 
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Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

Frost, David. Special Study/Analysis: A Delineation of My 
Experiences at Rancho La Brea. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3466 Hollywood 

Gilden, Eugene. Special Study/Analysis: The Rancho La Brea 
Project. On file at SCCIC. 

1973 LAN-3468 Hollywood 

Turner, Robin, and Mark Selverston. Monitoring of Median 
Improvements, Wilshire Boulevard from Fairfax Avenue to La 
Brea Avenue. On file at SCCIC. 

1996 LAN-3471 
 

Hollywood 

Anonymous. Draft Environmental Impact Report: Metro Rail 
Transit Corridor Specific Plan, Park Mile Specific Plan 
Amendments. On file at SCCIC. 

1985 LAN-3496 Hollywood 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report: Archaeological 
Resources Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit Project “Metro 
Rail”. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-3510 Hollywood 

Buckman, Bonnie. The Los Angeles Basin and Vicinity: A 
Gazetteer and Compilation of Archaeological Site Information. 
On file at SCCIC. 

1974 LAN-3583 Hollywood  

City of Los Angeles. Historic Property Survey: 6th Street 
Between Gramercy Place and Bronson Avenue. On file at 
SCCIC. 

1977 LAN-3730 Hollywood 

Rockey, David. The Miracle Mile of Wilshire Boulevard. On 
file at SCCIC. 

1999 LAN-4518 Hollywood 
 

Duke, Curt. Cultural Resource Assessment for AT&T Wireless 
Services Facility Number R307.1 County of Los Angeles, CA. 
On file at SCCIC. 

2000 LAN-5072 Hollywood 
 

Messick, Peter. Greenwood and Associates. The Grove at 
Farmers Market Phase I Archaeological Monitoring. On file at 
SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6442 Hollywood 
 

Greenwood, Roberta, and Peter Messick. Archaeological 
Monitor Report: Three Parcels at Park La Brea, Los Angeles, 
CA. On file at SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6444 Hollywood 
 

Duke, Curt. Cultural Resource Assessment Cingular Wireless 
Facility No. Sm 139-02 Los Angeles County, California. On 
file at SCCIC. 

2002 LAN-6453 Hollywood 
 

Gust, Sherri, and Mary Hickson. Final Archaeological 
Mitigation Monitoring Report for the Park La Brea, Parcel B 
Project, Los Angeles, CA. On file at SCCIC. 

2003 LAN-7359 Hollywood 
 

Bonner, Wayne H. Cultural Resources Records Search and Site 
Visit Results for T-Mobile Candidate SV11560A (Wilshire 
Medical RT), 6221 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California. On file at SCCIC. 

2007 LAN-9226 Hollywood 
 

Westec Services, Inc. Technical Report - Historical/ 
Architectural Resources - Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit 
Project "Metro Rail'' Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
and Environmental Impact Report. On file at SCCIC. 

1983 LAN-10507 Hollywood 
 

Cogstone. Westside Subway Extension Historic Property 
Survey Report and Cultural Resources Technical Report. On 
file at SCCIC. 

2010 LAN-11005 Hollywood 
 

Daly, Pam, and Nancy Sikes. Westside Subway Extension 
Project, Historic Properties and Archaeological Resources 
Supplemental Survey Technical Reports. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-11642 Hollywood 
 

Sly, William. Natural Scientific Landmark Program National 
Park Service Department of Interior, Rancho La Brea Tar Pits-
Hancock Park California. On file at SCCIC. 

1963 LAN-11732 Hollywood 
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Citation 
Survey 
Year 

Survey 
Number 

Quadrangle 
(7.5 Minute) 

Rogers, Leslie. Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final 
Environmental Impact Report for the Westside Subway 
Extension. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-11785 Hollywood 
 

Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. Cultural Resources 
Records Search and Site Visit Results for AT&T Mobility, 
LLC. Candidate LAR307 (La Brea Tar Pits/Wilshire 
Boulevard) 5820 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los 
Angeles County, California. CASPR No 3551015303. On file 
at SCCIC. 

2013 LAN-12404 Hollywood 
 

George, Joan, Nicholas Hearth, Josh Smallwood, and Keith 
Warren. Archaeological Survey for SSRP H11Burnside and 
Wilshire Secondary Sewer Renewal Program BOE WO 
SZC12518. On file at SCCIC.  

2013 LAN-12405 Hollywood 
 

Bonner, Wayne, and Kathleen Crawford. Cultural Resources 
Records Search and Site Visit Results for T-Mobile West, 
LLC. Candidate SV00216A (SM130 South Park Group) 5657 
Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, 
California. On file at SCCIC. 

2012 LAN-12164 Hollywood 
 

 
 
The archaeological records search yielded several previously identified cultural resources within 
the 0.25-mile radius of the Project area as well as within the Project area (Table 2). No NRHP 
properties were identified. One CHL, Hancock Park La Brea, was identified within the Project 
area:  

• CHL #170: Hancock Park La Brea. The bones of thousands of prehistoric animals that 
had been entrapped during the Ice Age in pools of tar that bubbled from beneath the 
ground were exhumed from this site. First historic reference to the pools, part of the 1840 
Rancho La Brea land grant, was recorded by Gaspar de Portolá in 1769 – first scientific 
excavations were made by the University of California in 1906. The site was presented to 
the County of Los Angeles in 1916 by Captain G. Allan Hancock to be developed as a 
scientific monument.  

 
 
Table 2. Previous Cultural Resources Identified within 0.25 Mile of the Study Area 
 

Primary Number Trinomial Site Description 
Quadrangle 
(7.5-Minute) 

Year 
Recorded 

19-000159 LAN-159 La Brea Tar Pits: Asphalt seeps with 
flora and fauna remains. Range from 
Pliocene to present day. 

Hollywood 1949 

19-001261 CA-LAN-
1261H 

A historic filled-in open pit asphalt 
mine of the Civil War Period. 

Hollywood 1986 

19-171000  5371 Wilshire Blvd. Constructed in 
1928. Not NRHP or CRHR eligible. 

Hollywood 2012 

19-171006  MUSEUM SQUARE – 5757 
Wilshire Blvd. LACMA built in 
1964 by William Pereira & Assoc. 

Hollywood 1982 
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Primary Number Trinomial Site Description 
Quadrangle 
(7.5-Minute) 

Year 
Recorded 

19-171007  HANCOCK PARK – La Brea Tar 
Pits – 5800 Block of Wilshire Blvd. 
Eligible for listing in the NRHP. 

Hollywood 1982 
 

19-171010 LAN-2392 5828 Wilshire Blvd. 1930s Art Deco 
Building. 

Hollywood 1982 

19-173051 LAN-2386 6067 Wilshire Blvd. May Company 
Bldg. 1939. 

Hollywood 1982 

19-173810  Miracle Mile Historic District: 5318-
5514 & 5519-5353 Wilshire Blvd. 
Eligible for the NRHP. 

Hollywood 1983 

19-175235  5410 Wilshire Blvd. 1931 Art Deco 
Bldg. District 19-173810 NRHP. 

Hollywood 2010 

19-175263  408 S. Fairfax Ave. Hancock Park 
School. 1937 Moderne Style Bldg. 

Hollywood 1995 

19-186732  5657 Wilshire Blvd. 1948 
International Style. 

Hollywood 2002 

19-186734  5579 Wilshire Blvd. No built date. 
Modern Contemporary. 

Hollywood 2002 

19-187963  6263 Santa Monica Blvd. 1925 
Neoclassical. 

Hollywood 2005 

19-188461  425 S. Fairfax Avenue. Ca. 1963 
Modern Style. 

Hollywood 2009 

19-189263  6101 Wilshire Blvd. 1956 Futurist-
Googie Style Restaurant Building 
(Johnnie’s Coffee Shop) eligible for 
listing in the NRHP an. CRHR, 

Hollywood 2010 

19-190068  6221 Wilshire Blvd. Ca. 1957 
Modern Style. 

Hollywood 2007 

 
 
2.2 Sacred Sites/Lands File Search 
 
A Sacred Sites/Lands File search was conducted by the California Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC) for the proposed Project on October 6, 2015 (Appendix A). The results of 
the Sacred Sites/Lands File search indicated the presence of a designated Sacred Site/Land 
within or directly adjacent to the Project area: 
 

• The La Brea Tar Pits: Archaeological Site # CA-LAN-159 is listed in the Sacred 
Sites/Lands File based on the discovery of human remains and associated prehistoric 
archaeological resources. 

 
2.3 Paleontological Records Search 

 
A paleontological records search was conducted on May 13, 2009, at the Natural History 
Museum of Los Angeles County by Dr. Stewart (Appendix B). The Project location and vicinity 
were checked for the presence of fossiliferous formations that may be impacted by the proposed 
subsurface investigations. 
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The proposed Project site is the current site of LACMA, which sits directly adjacent to the La 
Brea Tar Pits and includes a property currently used as surface parking. Given the sensitive 
nature of the La Brea Tar Pits and the high potential for paleontological resources, there is a high 
probability for the Project to yield previously undisturbed deposits. 
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3.0 FIELD METHODS 
 
AECOM conducted geotechnical boring (B) and small cone penetration tests (SCPTs) on various 
locations within the proposed Project site (Figure 2). These were monitored for the presence of 
cultural and paleontological resources. Monitoring was conducted by Laurie Solis, MA, DRS 
and Dr. Stewart on October 15, 16, 23 and 24, and on November 2 and 20, 2015, to observe 
geotechnical boring samples removed from the Project site. Laurie Solis, MA, DRS and 
Dr. Stewart obtained soil samples and recovered any resources contained in the boring 
sediments. The area and extent of excavation were documented and all uncovered materials were 
recorded and collected. 
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Figure 2. Geotechnical Boring Sites 
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4.0 RESULTS 
 
No archaeological resources were encountered during the monitoring effort. Paleontological 
resources were observed in three of the six monitored borings and included terrestrial and marine 
resources. A summary of the results of the monitoring are presented in Table 3. Monitoring data 
sheets are included in Appendix C. 
 
 
Table 3. Summary of Monitoring Activities 
 

B or SCPT Location  Date 

Depth 
Reached 
*(ft) 

Resources 
Observed **(A/P) 
***(Y/N) 

Depth 
Resources 
Observed (ft) 

Collected? 
(Y/N) 

B4 10/15/15 80 P-Y 65 Y 
B4 10/16/15 120 N N Y 

(soil) 
B1 10/22/15 55 N -- Y  

(soil) 
B1 10/23/15 115 N -- N 
B3 11/2/15 89 P-Y 42-44 Y 
B2 11/20/15 86 P-Y 41-71 Y 
* ft: feet 
** A: Archaeological, P: Paleontological 
*** Y: Yes, N: No 
 
 
All resources and soils recovered from the borings will be provided to the George C. Page 
Museum – La Brea Tar Pits for curation and further identification. 
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5.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
No cultural resources were recovered during the monitoring activity; however, based on the 
results of the records search, known sensitivity of the area, and the resources recovered during 
monitoring, there is a high probability that cultural and paleontological resources may be 
impacted by the proposed Project. Therefore, the following impact mitigation measures are 
recommended. 
 

CUL-1 LACMA shall require the presence of an archaeological monitor during all 
ground-disturbing activities in order to ensure that potential significant impacts to 
unknown cultural resources shall be reduced to less than significant. In the event 
that any prehistoric or historic cultural resources are discovered during the course 
of construction, all work in the immediate vicinity shall halt, and the qualified 
monitor will evaluate the significance of the find, and if significant, identify the 
proper course for treatment. Prior to implementation of the monitoring program, 
LACMA shall ensure the preparation of a Monitoring and Discovery Plan (MDP), 
which would specify the potential for the types of resources and sites that may be 
encountered during monitoring, monitoring protocols, and a plan for the treatment 
of unanticipated discoveries. Additional cultural resource monitors may be 
required in certain areas where there is greater sensitivity to encounter resources. 
Additional monitors may include Native American monitors and/or additional 
cultural resource personnel. Additional monitors shall be used on an as-needed 
basis and in conjunction with coordination efforts with LACMA and the County 
of Los Angeles. Any cultural resources encountered shall be documented on 
California Department of Parks and Recreation Forms 523 Series and submitted 
to the South Central Coastal Information Center (SCCIC) at California State 
University Fullerton (CSUF).  

CUL-2: LACMA shall ensure that impacts to cultural resources related to the 
unanticipated discovery of human remains are reduced to less than significant by 
ensuring that, in the event that human remains are encountered, construction in 
the area of the find shall cease, and the remains will stay in-situ pending 
definition of an appropriate plan. State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 
states that further disturbances and activities shall cease in any area or nearby area 
suspected to overlie remains, and the Los Angeles County Coroner shall be 
contacted. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, in the event the 
remains are Native American in origin, the Native American Heritage 
Commission will be contacted to determine necessary procedures for protection 
and preservation of the remains, including identifying the Most Likely 
Descendent or reburial, as provided in the State of California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15064.5(e), “CEQA and Archaeological 
Resources,” CEQA Technical Advisory Series. Further provisions of Public 
Resources Code Section 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable. Specific 
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protocols for the treatment of unanticipated human remains will be included in the 
MDP. 

 
CUL-3 All cultural resources that may be recovered as a result of Project disturbance 

shall be curated at the Los Angeles County museum facility. 
 
PAL-1 LACMA shall require the presence of a paleontological monitor during all 

ground-disturbing activities in order to ensure that potential significant impacts to 
paleontological resources shall be reduced to less than significant. In the event 
that any paleontological resources are discovered during the course of 
construction, all work in the immediate vicinity shall halt, and the qualified 
monitor will evaluate the significance of the find and, if significant, identify the 
proper course for treatment. Prior to implementation of the monitoring program, 
LACMA shall ensure the preparation of a Paleontological Resources Plan, which 
would specify the potential for the types of resources which may be encountered 
during monitoring, monitoring protocols, and plan for the treatment of 
unanticipated discoveries.  

 
PAL-2 All paleontological resources that may be recovered as a result of Project 

disturbance shall be curated at the La Brea Tar Pits George C. Page Museum. 
 
Implementation of the above proposed measures would reduce potential impacts to a less than 
significant level under CEQA. 
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APPENDIX B
 

MONITORING LOGS 





AECOM 

DAILY ARCHAEO/PALEO FIELD SUMMARY 
 

Project Name:__LACMA GEOTECH BORING____ 

Project Number:___60440464.11 

Project Location: LACMA property, Wilshire Blvd. Los Angeles 

Areas Monitored: Location B4 

Fossils:__Took samples at 90 ft, 95 ft, 105 ft, 110 ft, 115 ft,and  

120 ft. Possible microfossils in these samples________________________ 

Prehistoric artifacts/ecofacts:_____None observed.________ 

Historic artifacts/ecofacts:___ None observed._____________________ 

Architectural features: _______ None observed.____________________ 

Stratigraphy: (turbidites / bioturbation / channels / beds / laminations / massive / contacts / erosional  
gradational / faults / slides / photos)  _____________Tar, oil_________________________________ 

Lithology:  Grain size: (F / M / C) Color:___black_______ 
Texture:  
___oily______ 

Sorting:  
_________ 

Sed:  ( mud/s  silt/s  sand/s  lime/s  shale  conglomerate  breccia  concretions ) 
 

con't  Y  N 
Mineralization:  caliche / siliceous / paleosol / alluvium / lag deposits / ___________NA___________ 

          Site conditions & personnel:  ( non-compliance / hazards / weather / safety concerns / visitors)  
 

 Geotech: 
Ana 

Monitor 
Laurie 
Solis 

 Drill 
Crew: 2               

                    

Excavation conditions:  (status / equipment / cuts / access)  ______________________________________ 

 CPT                   
Other Observations & 
Comments:____________________________________________________________  
Field Number: 
________________ Field ID:______________________ 

Datum: NAD 83 
CONUS_______________ 

Condition:  ( poor / fair / good / excellent / damaged / partial / whole) 
_________________________________ 

Arti/eco-fact context description:  ____________________________ Approx. age: ______________ 
Soils:  
____________Tar_______________________________________________________________________ 
Location: (pads / cuts /landmarks) 
_____________________________________________________________ 
Fate of Locality:  (accessible / buried / graded away ) __Graded 
over_________________________________ 

Coordinates: UTM___________E/___________N// Lat. N____________ Long.W___________ Elev______ 

Number of arti/eco-facts:   specimens  /  paperbags  /  boxes  /  samples  / bags of matrix:  __5__________ 
 

Monitor:    Laurie Solis 

Date:    10/16/15 

Total Hrs:_______ 

Time In: ____7:45 am____ 

 Time Out: __1:45 pm____ 



AECOM 

DAILY ARCHAEO/PALEO FIELD SUMMARY 
Project Name:__LACMA GEOTECH BORING____ 

Project Number:___60440464.11 

Project Location: LACMA property, South of Wilshire Blvd. 

Los Angeles 

Areas Monitored: Location B1, parking lot property 

Fossils:__Took samples at 15 ft collected sample plant and  

possible bone (undiag.), 20 ft (granite frag), 45 ft (faunal), 50 ft, 55 ft, 60ft and 65 ft (faunal frags)  

Prehistoric artifacts/ecofacts:_____Some stone frags. undetermined________ 

Historic artifacts/ecofacts:___ None observed._____________________ 

Architectural features: _______ None observed.____________________ 

Stratigraphy: (turbidites / bioturbation / channels / beds / laminations / massive / contacts / erosional  
gradational / faults / slides / photos)  _____________Tar, oil_________________________________ 

Lithology:  Grain size: (F / M / C) Color:___black_______ 
Texture:  
___oily______ 

Sorting:  
_________ 

Sed:  ( mud/s  silt/s  sand/s  lime/s  shale  conglomerate  breccia  concretions ) 
 

con't  Y  N 
Mineralization:  caliche / siliceous / paleosol / alluvium / lag deposits / ___________NA___________ 

          Site conditions & personnel:  ( non-compliance / hazards / weather / safety concerns / visitors)  
 

 Geotech: 
Ana 

Monitor 
Laurie 
Solis 

 Drill 
Crew: 2               

                    

Excavation conditions:  (status / equipment / cuts / access)  ______________________________________ 

 CPT                   
Other Observations & 
Comments:____________________________________________________________  
Field Number: 
________________ Field ID:______________________ 

Datum: NAD 83 
CONUS_______________ 

Condition:  ( poor / fair / good / excellent / damaged / partial / whole) 
_________________________________ 

Arti/eco-fact context description:  ____________________________ Approx. age: ______________ 
Soils:  
____________Tar_______________________________________________________________________ 
Location: (pads / cuts /landmarks) 
_____________________________________________________________ 
Fate of Locality:  (accessible / buried / graded away ) __Graded 
over_________________________________ 

Coordinates: UTM___________E/___________N// Lat. N____________ Long.W___________ Elev______ 

Number of arti/eco-facts:   specimens  /  paperbags  /  boxes  /  samples  / bags of matrix:  __5__________ 
 

Monitor:    Laurie Solis 

Date:    10/22/15 

Total Hrs:_______ 

Time In: ____7:30 am____ 

 Time Out: __1:30 pm____ 
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