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10.

The degree to which the proposed action affects public health
or safety.

Unique characteristics of the geographic area such as
proximity to historic or cultural resources, parklands, prime
farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically
critical areas.

The degree to which the effects on the quality of the human
environment are likely to be controversial.

The degree to which the possible effects on the human
environment are uncertain or involve unique or unknown
risks.

The degree to which the action may establish a precedent for
future actions with significant effects or represents a decision
in principle about a future consideration.

Whether the action is related to other actions with individually
insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts.
Significance exists if it is reasonable to anticipate a
cumulatively significant impact on the environment.
Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action
temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.

The degree to which the action may adversely affect districts,
sites, highways, structures, or objects listed in or eligible for
listing in the National Register of Historic Places or may
cause loss or destruction of significant scientific, cultural, or
historical resources.

The degree to which the action may adversely affect an
endangered or threatened species or its habitat that has been
determined to be critical under the Endangered Species Act of
1973.

Whether the action threatens a violation of federal, state, or
local law or requirements imposed for the protection of the
environment.

National Historic Preservation Act

This report was completed under the provisions of NHPA Section 106 (36 Code of
Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800) in its applications for determining “effects,” or
impacts, as described in Part 800.5(a)(1).

Section 106 of the NHPA requires that federal agencies take into account effects on
historic properties that may be caused by undertakings and that the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) be afforded the opportunity to comment on those
undertakings (16 United States Code [USC] 470a, 36 CFR Part 800). Section 106 requires
that historic properties be identified, that effects be analyzed, and if adverse effects are

CRENSHAW/LAX TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT

May 2011

Page 3-2



3.0 — Methodology for Impact Evaluation

m Built Environment Technical Report
Metro

expected, appropriate mitigation be identified and implemented under a Memorandum
of Agreement (MOA).

Cultural resources (or Aistoric properties under the NHPA) include any district, site,
building, structure, or object that is included in or eligible for listing in the NRHP (36
CFR Part 800.1).

Section 106 defines a Aistoric property as:

Any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object
included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of
Historic Places maintained by the Secretary of the Interior. This term
includes artifacts, records, and remains that are related to and located
within such properties. The term includes properties of traditional
religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or Native
Hawaiian organization and that meet the National Register criteria
(36 CFR Part 800 Protection of Historic Properties, Section 800.16
Definitionsl[l][1]).

National Register of Historic Places

The NRHP is the nation’s official list of districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects
worthy of preservation. At present, the NRHP includes approximately 80,000 listings,
including icons of American architecture, engineering, culture, and history. Overseen by
the National Park Service (NPS), under the Department of the Interior, the NRHP was
authorized under the NHPA, as amended. Its listings encompass all National Historic
Landmarks, as well as historic areas administered by the NPS. For a property to be listed
in or determined eligible for listing in the NRHP, it must be demonstrated to have:

The quality of significance in American history, architecture,
archaeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association and:

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

B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our
past; or

C. That 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. That have yielded or may be likely to yield, information
important in prehistory or history.
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Integrity is defined in NPS-prepared NRHP guidance as the ability of a property to
convey its significance. To be listed in the NRHP, a property must not only be shown to
be significant under the NRHP criteria, but it also must retain integrity.

The NRHP guidance asserts that properties be at least 50 years old to be considered for
eligibility. Properties completed less than 50 years before they are evaluated must be
“exceptionally important” (Criteria Consideration G) to be considered eligible for listing,
or under certain circumstances they must be part of a historic district whose period of
significance extends forward to a date less than 50 years ago.

Refer to Section 5.0 for an overview of effects.

Section 106

Effects on historic properties under Section 106 of the NHPA are defined in the
assessment of adverse effects in 36 CFR Part 800.5(a)(1):

An adverse effect is found when an undertaking may alter, directly or
indirectly, any of the characteristics of a historic property that qualify
the property for inclusion in the National Register in a manner that
would diminish the integrity of the property's location, design,
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or association.
Consideration shall be given to all qualifying characteristics of a
historic property, including those that may have been identified
subsequent to the original evaluation of the property's eligibility for
the National Register. Adverse effects may include reasonably
foreseeable effects caused by the undertaking that may occur later in
time, be farther removed in distance or be cumulative.

Adverse effects on historic properties are defined and include, but are
not limited to:

(i) Physical destruction of or damage to all or part of the
property;

(ii) Alteration of a property, including restoration, rehabilitation,
repair, maintenance, stabilization, hazardous material
remediation and provision of handicapped access, that is not
consistent with the Secretary’s Standards for the Treatment of
Historic Properties (36 CFR Part 68) and applicable
guidelines;

(iii) Removal of the property from its historic location;

(iv) Change of the character of the property’s use or of physical
features within the property's setting that contribute to its
historic significance;

(v) Introduction of visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that
diminish the integrity of the property's significant historic
features;
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3.1.1.3

(vi) Neglect of a property which causes its deterioration, except
where such neglect and deterioration are recognized qualities
of a property of religious and cultural significance to an
Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization; and

(vii) Transfer, lease, or sale of property out of federal ownership or
control without adequate and legally enforceable restrictions
or conditions to ensure long-term preservation of the
property's historic significance (36 CFR Part 800.5[a][2]).

To comply with Section 106, the Criteria of adverse effect are applied to historic
properties in the project Area of Potential Effects (APE), pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.5
(a)(1). A finding of no adverse effect may be appropriate when the undertaking’s effects
do not meet the thresholds set forth in the criteria of adverse effect, or in certain cases
when the undertaking is modified to avoid or lessen effects, or conditions are imposed to
ensure review of rehabilitation plans for conformance with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (codified in 36 CFR Part 68). If
adverse effects findings are made, mitigation is proposed and resolution of adverse
effects occurs through consultation pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800.6(a) to avoid, minimize,
or mitigate adverse effects on historic properties.

Historic properties in the APE are described in Section 4.0. Sections 5.0 and 6.0 present
the analysis of expected effects on historic properties in the APE. Recommended
mitigation to reduce adverse effects is described in Section 5.0.

Department of Transportation Act Section 4(f)

Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Act of
1966, as amended (49 USC 1653[f]), defines impacts of USDOT agency projects to be the
“use” of certain types of resources, including “historical sites.”

USDOT agencies, including the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), cannot approve
the use of land from publicly owned parks, recreational areas, wildlife and waterfowl
refuges, or public and historical sites (defined as listed in or determined eligible for
listing in the NRHP) unless the following conditions apply:

B There is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of land.

B The action includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the property resulting
from use (FHWA 2009).

In the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)—prepared “What is Section 4(f)?” the
regulations are described as applying to “any publicly or privately owned historic site
listed or [determined] eligible for listing on the National Register” (FHWA 2009).
“Historical sites” are defined in guidance for the regulations rather than in the
regulations, leaving definition to other applicable regulations, principally the NHPA and
its NRHP criteria for historic properties as described in Section 3.1.1.2.

Impacts on Section 4(f) properties, defined as “use” of the property, must be avoided,
minimized, or mitigated, in that order. The FTA follows FHWA procedures for resolving
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3.1.2
3.1.21

de minimis (minor) impacts through recorded administrative decisions, and mitigating
impacts through Section 4(f) procedures (FHWA 2009).

State
California Environmental Quality Act

Concurrently with the federal process, the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA;
Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 5024) requires evaluation of proposed projects
which may cause significant effects on historical resources. Under CEQA, “historical
resources” must be identified, expected impacts must be analyzed, and mitigation must
be identified and implemented as above, where necessary. For CEQA conformance,
historical resources include the built environment as well as “unique paleontological
resources” or “unique geologic features.”

CEQA Guidelines define a Aistorical resource as:

B A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible by the State
Historical Resources Commission, for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR; PRC Section 5024.1,
Title 14 CCR, Section 4850 et seq.).

B A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as
defined in section 5020.1(k) of the Public Resources Code or
identified as significant in an historical resource survey meeting
the requirements section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code,
shall be presumed to be historically or culturally significant.

B Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or
manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically
significant or significant in the architectural, engineering,
scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political,
military, or cultural annals of California may be considered to be
an historical resource, provided the lead agency's determination is
supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record.

CEQA equates a “substantial adverse change” in the historic significance of a resource
with a significant effect on the environment (PRC Section 21084.1). Thresholds of
substantial adverse change are established in PRC Section 5020.1 as demolition,
destruction, relocation, or “alteration activities that would impair the significance of the
historic resource.” If a project is expected to result in an effect on historical resources,
CEQA Guidelines require analysis of a range of reasonable alternatives to the project, or
to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most the basic objectives of the
project and avoid or substantially lessen any significant effects on the historical resource.

A proposed project that may affect historical resources is submitted to the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) for review and comment prior to project approval by the
lead CEQA agency, and before any project-related clearance, demolition, or construction
activities commence.
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If any CEQA impact conditions are met by the project’s effects on historic properties,
mitigation measures are recommended for avoidance, to minimize impacts, or to provide
balanced compensation for adverse effects. See Sections 5.0 and 6.0 for an evaluation of
project effects and impacts on those properties, and Section 5.0 for recommended
mitigation measures.

California Register of Historical Resources

Under California PRC Section 5024.1, the CRHR was established to serve as an
authoritative guide to the state’s significant historic and archeological resources. A
resource is considered historically significant if it meets the criteria for listing in the
CRHR (PRC Section 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852). For a property to be considered
eligible for listing in the CRHR, it must be found to be significant under at least one of
the following four criteria by the State Historical Resources Commission:

B s associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of California’s history and
cultural heritage

B [s associated with the lives of persons important in our past

B 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

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

In addition to possessing one of the above-listed characteristics, to be eligible for listing
in the CRHR, resources must retain “substantial” integrity to their period of significance.
The seven aspects or qualities of integrity are the same as those applied to NRHP-eligible
properties: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.

The CRHR also includes properties which:

B Have been determined eligible for listing in, or are listed in the
NRHP.

B Are registered State Historical Landmark No. 770 or higher
(including all consecutively numbered landmarks above Number
770 [see Section 3.1.2.3]).

B Are points of historical interest that have been reviewed and
recommended to the State Historical Resources Commission for
listing (see Section 3.1.2.4).

B Are City- and County-designated landmarks or districts (see
Section 3.1.3). Historic Districts are a concentration of historic
buildings, structures, objects, or sites within precise boundaries
that share a common historical, cultural, or architectural
background. Individual resources within a historic district may
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lack individual significance but be considered a contributor to the
significance of the historic district.

B Are identified as significant in a historic resource survey and
meet the following criteria:

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

2) The survey and the survey documentation were prepared in
accordance with [OHP)]... procedures and requirements.

3) The resource is evaluated and determined by the office to have
a significance rating of category “1-5” on California
Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) series 523 form.

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 which have
become eligible or ineligible due to changed circumstances or
further documentation and those which have been
demolished or altered in a manner that substantially
diminishes the significance of the resource (PRC Section
5024.1[g)).

3.1.2.3 California Historical Landmarks

Designated California Historical Landmarks (CHLs) are numbered sequentially as they
are listed by the State Historical Resources Commission. CHLs numbered 770 and
higher are automatically listed in the CRHR. According to PRC Section 5031(a), to be
eligible for California Historical Landmark designation, a property must be of “statewide
historical importance” and must demonstrate its statewide significance by meeting one
of the following three requirements:

B The property is the first, last, only, or most significant historical
property of its type in the region. The regions are Southern
California, Central California, and Northern California. If a
property has lost its historic appearance (integrity), it may be
listed as a site.

B The property is associated with an individual or group having a
profound influence on the history of California. The primary
emphasis should be the place or places of achievement of an
individual. Birthplace, death place, or place of interment shall not
be a consideration unless something of historical importance is
connected with his or her birth or death. If a property has lost its
historic appearance (integrity) it may be listed as a site.

B The property is a prototype of, or an outstanding example of, a

period, style, architectural movement, or construction, or...it is
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one of the more notable works, or the best surviving work in a
region of a pioneer architect, designer, or master builder.

3.1.2.4 California Points of Historical Interest

California Points of Historical Interest include “sites, buildings, features, or events that
are of local (city or county) significance and have an anthropological, cultural, military,
political, architectural, economic, scientific, or technical, religious, experimental, or other
value.” Points of Historical Interest designated after December 1997 and recommended
by the State Historical Resources Commission are also listed in the CRHR. To be
designated, a property must meet at least one of the following criteria:

B The first, last, only, or most significant of its type within the local
geographic region (city or county).

B Associated with an individual or group having a profound
influence on the history of the local area.

B A prototype of, or an outstanding example of, a period, style,
architectural movement, or construction, or is one of the more
notable works or the best surviving work in the local region of a
pioneer architect, designer, or master builder.

3.13 Local
3.1.3.1 City of Los Angeles

The City of Los Angeles designates local landmarks (Historic-Cultural Monuments) and
historic districts, through Ordinance Number 175891, Section 12.20.3, of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code.

NEPA and CEQA guide lead agencies to incorporate local designations in the review and
evaluation of project effects. Therefore, designated Historic-Cultural Monuments and
Historic Preservation Overlay Zones (HPOZs) are considered in the affected
environment and are included in identified properties. Because Los Angeles is a
Certified Local Government, locally designated properties have “presumptive
significance” under CEQA. If project alternatives are expected to affect locally designated
historic properties, mitigation measures are recommended, as for CEQA, to avoid,
minimize, and mitigate those effects.

3.1.3.2 City Designation

As described, local landmarks in Los Angeles are designated as “Historic-Cultural
Monuments (HCM).” To be eligible for separate designation, properties must meet the
criteria described in City of Los Angeles Administrative Code Section 22.130:

B any site (including significant trees or other plant life located
thereon) building or structure of particular historic or cultural
significance to the City of Los Angeles
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3.1.33

B such as historic structures or sites in which the broad cultural,
economic or social history of the nation, State or community is
reflected or exemplified

B or which are identified with historic personages ... the main
currents of national, State or local history

B or [identified] with important events in the main currents of
national, State or local history

B or which embody the distinguishing characteristics of an
architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a
period style or method of construction

B or a notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age.

Properties are usually submitted to City of Los Angeles Office of Historic Resources staff
for review, and if considered are presented to the Cultural Heritage Commission
(Commission). If approved, the Commission makes a recommendation to a preliminary
committee for its review and later to the City Council for designation. Local landmark
eligibility is not considered under CEQA; only designated properties are considered
eligible for CRHR listing.

There are three properties within the APE that have been previously designated as
HCMs: the Holiday Bowl (HCM No. 688, APE Map No. 3-1), Leimert Plaza Park (HCM
No. 620, APE Map No. 5-20) and Maverick’s Flat (HCM No. 679, APE Map No. 4-34).

Historic Preservation Overlay Zones

The Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) Ordinance for the City of Los Angeles
was adopted in 1979:

to identify and protect neighborhoods with distinct architectural and
cultural resources.... HPOZs, commonly known as historic districts,
provide for review of proposed exterior alterations and additions to
historic properties within designated districts.

City of Los Angeles Ordinance Number 175891, in Section 12.20.3 of the Los Angeles
Municipal Code, states the following regarding HPOZ eligibility:

no building, structure, Landscaping, or Natural Feature shall be
considered a Contributing Element unless it is identified as a
Contributing Element in the historic resource survey for the
applicable Preservation Zone. Features designated as contributing
shall meet one or more of the following criteria:

1) adds to the Historic architectural qualities or Historic associations
for which a property is significant because it was present during the
period of significance, and possess Historic integrity reflecting its
character at that time; or
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3.1.3.4

3.2

2) owing to its unique location of singular physical characteristics,
represents an established feature of the neighborhood, community or
city; or

3) retaining the building, structure, Landscaping, or Natural Feature,
would contribute to the preservation and protection of an Historic
place or area of Historic interest in the City.

There are no HPOZs located within the project APE.

City of Inglewood
Historical and Archaeological Resources

The Inglewood Municipal Code defines a “historic structure” in Section 10-181 as any
structure that is:

B listed individually in the National Register of Historic Places (a
listing maintained by the Department of Interior) or preliminarily
determined by the Secretary of the Interior as meeting the
requirements for individual listing on the National Register;

B certified or preliminarily determined by the Secretary of the
Interior as contributing to the historical significance of a
registered historic district or a district preliminarily determined
by the Secretary to qualify as a registered historic district;

B individually listed on a state inventory of historic places in states
with historic preservation programs which have been approved by
the Secretary of Interior; or

B individually listed on a local inventory of historic places in
communities with historic preservation programs that have been
certified either by an approved state program as determined by
the Secretary of the Interior or directly by the Secretary of the
Interior in states with approved programs.

Two properties within the APE are considered locally designated or eligible to be
designated by the City of Inglewood: the Inglewood Park Cemetery (APE Map No. 11-3)
and St. John Chrysotom Church and St. John Chrysostom School (APE Map No. 13-2).

Area of Potential Effect

The project-specific APE (Appendix A) was established through consultation between the
lead federal agency, the FTA, the lead CEQA agency, Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (Metro), SHPO, and other consulting parties, in accordance
with 36 CFR 800.16(d). Section 106 defines an APE as:

the geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may

directly or indirectly cause alterations in the character or use of
historic properties, if any such properties exist. The area of potential
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3.3

effects is influenced by the scale and nature of an undertaking and
may be different for different kinds of effects caused by the
undertaking.

The project APE was delineated to ensure identification of significant cultural resources
that may be directly or indirectly affected by the project, and are listed in or eligible for
inclusion in the NRHP and/or CRHR. The APE was established using methodology
consistent with those of previous Metro projects.

The proposed project APE was determined by consensus between the undertaking’s lead
federal agency (the FTA), with consulting parties, led by the SHPO. The California Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP) defines the boundaries within which properties are
identified and evaluated for their historic significance and effects of the proposed project
are analyzed. The project APE was submitted on February 18, 2011 and is pending
approval. Correspondence between FTA and SHPO for this project is included in
Appendix E.

For historic and architectural resources, the proposed indirect APE generally includes all
parcels adjacent to both sides of the proposed project alignment, including stations,
subway or open-cut construction areas, and areas proposed for acquisition. In addition,
the indirect APE includes areas that may be subject to potential project-related effects,
including visual or audible effects, and settlement effects that may result from
construction or implementation of the proposed project. For extremely large parcels
(i.e., Centinela Park, Inglewood Park Cemetery, and Los Angeles International Airport)
containing large building and structure complexes, the indirect APE extends 200 feet
from the direct APE and contains only the front row of buildings and structures.

For archaeological and paleontological resources, the proposed direct APE includes the
proposed at-grade and underground right-of-way or areas of direct ground disturbance.
The direct APE also includes areas with permanent site improvements and areas for
staging and temporary construction activities.

In order to anticipate effects that may result from both above-ground construction and
implementation and subterranean construction and implementation, the proposed
vertical APE extends from approximately the existing ground surface to 25 feet above the
existing ground surface and approximately 80 feet below the existing ground surface.

Because the proposed project is expected to be constructed by 2018, identification efforts
focused on parcels containing improvements constructed in or before 1968 (2018 - 50
years = 1968), that retained sufficient integrity to warrant significance consideration.
Those parcels that were not significantly altered and found to lack integrity were
evaluated for NRHP and CRHR eligibility as part of the project identification phase, and
all previously identified historic properties and historical resources were noted.

Local Historical Group/Local Government Coordination

Metro’s representative, SWCA Environmental Consultants (SWCA), sent letters via U.S.
mail to 14 local government, local historic preservation advocacy, and history advocacy
groups to request information regarding historical resources that may be located within
the project APE. The initial letters were mailed on July 2, 2010, and described the
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proposed project and its related APE, and included location maps. Due to project delays,
SWCA sent a second series of nearly identical letters to these contacts on January 7, 2011
(Appendix C). SWCA followed up with each group via telephone and/or email between
January and February, 2011, and made subsequent follow-up efforts, as necessary.

SWCA received seven responses to these contact efforts (Table 3-1). Two groups and one
agency stated that they had no information on historical resources within the APE. One
group communicated its concerns regarding Dorsey High School, which is not in the
APE. Two agencies provided information on known historical resources within the APE.
One historic preservation advocacy group requested to have the information resent, but
provided no further comment. Results of the consultation are described in detail in Table
3-1. Consultation regarding identification, effects, and mitigation will be ongoing, as part
of this project’s Section 106 conformance.

Table 3-1. Coordination with Local Groups

Local Group Letter Sent ‘ Reply Date Follow-up ‘ Results

City of Los Angeles Office of | 7/2/2010 7/15/2010 | Various 07/15/2010: Ms. Janet

Historic Resources via U.S. follow-up Hansen, Deputy Manager of

Department of City Planning | Mail throughout the OHR, contacted SWCA

200 N. Spring Street, Rm 620 | 01/07/2011 January and | architectural historian

Los Angeles, CA 90012 via U.S. February Shannon Carmack. Ms.

Attn: Ken Bernstein, Manager | Mail 2011. Hansen stated that work
within the APE falls within
the boundaries of the current
Year 1 boundary for SurveyLA
project. Ms. Hansen stated
that the City may be able to
share those results when they
are ready, however they will
not be finished for some
time.

January-February 2011: Ms.
Carmack contacted Ms.
Hansen throughout the
months of January and
February to discuss the
preliminary data for
properties within the APE.
No further action necessary.

Los Angeles Conservancy 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | 02/16/2011: Mr. Fine said he

523 W. Sixth Street, Suite 826 | via U.S. Left message | would review the letter and

Los Angeles, CA 90014 Mail on machine. | maps once again and call if he

Attn: Acting Director of 01/07/2011 02/16/2011: | had any information. He

Advocacy via U.S. Spoke with asked that we email him the

Mail Mr. Adriane | letter and maps in case he
Fine via misplaced them. SWCA
telephone. emailed him the information.

No further action necessary.
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Local Group

Reply Date

Results

‘ Letter Sent

Follow-up ‘

Natural History Museum 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | No response.
900 Exposition Boulevard via U.S. Left message
Los Angeles, CA 90007 Mail on machine. | No further action necessary.
01/07/2011 02/16/2011:
Attn: William D. Estrada, via U.S. Left message
Ph.D., Curator of California Mail on machine.
and American History and
Chair of the History
Department
California African American 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | 02/16/2011: Ms. Jefferson
Museum via U.S. Left message | stated ongoing concern about
600 State Drive Mail on machine. | Dorsey High School with
Los Angeles, CA 90037 01/07/2011 02/16/2011: | regard to any above-ground or
Attn: Charmaine Jefferson, via U.S. Spoke with underground activity nearby
Executive Director Mail Ms. Jefferson | or within the school property.
via (Note: this property is not
telephone. within the APE)
No further action necessary.
Los Angeles Railroad Heritage | 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | 02/08/2011: Mr. Lesser
Foundation via U.S. Spoke with thanked us for calling but
1500 W. Alhambra Road Mail Mr. Lesser said he had no archival
Alhambra, CA 91801 01/07/2011 via material regarding resources
Attn: Josef K. Lesser, via U.S. telephone. within the project area.
President Mail
No further action necessary.
Historical Society of Southern | 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | 02/08/2011: Dr. Adler-Ingram
California via U.S. Spoke with thanked us for calling but
P.O. Box 93487 Mail Ms. Adler- said she had no knowledge of
Pasadena, CA 91109 01/07/2011 Ingram via special historical resources in
Attn: Patricia Adler-Ingram, via U.S. telephone. the project area.
Ph.D., Executive Director Mail
No further action necessary.
Historical Society of Centinela | 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | No response.
Valley via U.S. unable to
7634 Midfield Avenue Mail leave; No further action necessary.
Los Angeles, CA 90045 01/07/2011 message
Attn: Claydine Burt via U.S. “mailbox
Mail full”.
02/08/2011:
unable to
leave;
message
“mailbox
full”.
Los Angeles City Historical 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | No response.
Society via U.S.Mail Left message
P.O. Box 41046 01/07/2011 on machine. | No further action necessary.
Los Angeles, CA 90041 via U.S. 02/16/2011:
Attn: Ann Shea, President Mail Left message
on machine.
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Local Group

‘ Letter Sent

Reply Date

Follow-up ‘

Results

City of Inglewood, Planning 7/2/2010 02/07/2011 | 02/07/2011: | Ms. Wilcox provided a list of
Department via U.S. Ms. Mindala | 22 cultural resources that are
One Manchester Boulevard Mail Wilcox significant to the City of
Inglewood, CA 90301 01/07/2011 contacted Inglewood via email.

Attn: Wanda Williams, Acting | via U.S. Shannon

Building and Planning Mail Carmack, No further action necessary.

Director SWCA

project
manager, via
email.

City of El Segundo, Planning | 7/2/2010 n/a 02/08/2011: | No response.

and Building Safety via U.S. Left message

350 Main Street Mail on machine. | No further action necessary.

El Segundo, CA 90245 01/07/2011 02/16/2011:

Attn: Kimberly Christensen, via U.S. Left message

AICP, Planning Manager Mail with

receptionist.

County of Los Angeles 7/2/2010 | 02/16/2011 | 02/08/2011: | 02/08/2011: He stated that

Department of Regional via U.S. Spoke with a | Ms. Rose Hamilton no longer

Planning Mail man in the worked there but that he

Advanced Planning Division 01/07/2011 planning would make sure the letter

320 W. Temple Street, 13th Fl. | via U.S. division. got forwarded to the

Los Angeles, California 90012 | Mail 02/16/2011: | appropriate person and they

Attn: Rose Hamilton, Deputy Left message | would get back to us.

Director of Advanced on machine.

Planning 02/16/2011: SWCA received a
phone call from an unnamed
person stating that Mark
Herwick is the person to
contact regarding historic
property information. She
provided a phone nu