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Date  JUL 2 3 2008

Los Angeles City Council
Room 395, City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Los Angeles, California 90012

ATTENTION: Barbara Greaves, Legislative Assistant
Planning and Land Use Management Committee
CASE NUMBER: CHC-2009-1373-HCM

DOUGLAS BUILDING
257 SOUTH SPRING STREET

At the Cultural Heritage Commission meeting of July 16, 2009, the Commission moved to include the above
property in the list of Historic-Cultural Monument, subject to adoption by the City Council.

As required under the provisions of Section 22.171.10 of the Los Angeles Administrative Code, the Commission
has solicited opinions and information from the office of the Council District in which the site is located and from
any Department or Bureau of the city whose operations may be affected by the designation of such site as a
Historic-Cultural Monument. Such designation in and of itself has no fiscal impact. Future applications for permits
may cause minimal administrative costs.

The City Council, according to the guidelines set forth in Section 22.171 of the Los Angeles Administrative Code,
shall act on the proposed inclusion to the list within 90 days of the Council or Commission action, whichever first
occurs. By resolution, the Council may extend the period for good cause for an additional 15 days.

The Cultural Heritage Commission would appreciate your inclusion of the subject modification to the list of
Historic-Cultural Monuments upon adoption by the City Council.

The above Cultural Heritage Commission action was taken by the following vote:

Moved: Commissioner Barron

Seconded: Commissioner Louie

Ayes: Commissioners Dake, Lehrer, Scott
Vote: 5-0

Fely/C. Pigdol, Commission Executive Assistant
Cultural Heritage Commission

Attachment: Staff Report with Findings

c: Councilmember Jose Huizar, Fourteenth Council District.
Douglas Building Property Owner's Association
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Date L 2 3 2009

257 Spring Street LLC
633 West Fifth Street, 56™ Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

CASE NUMBER: CHC-2008-1373-HCM
DOUGLAS BUILDING
257 SOUTH SPRING STREET

As you will note from the attached copy of our communication to the Los Angeles City Council, the
Cultural Heritage Commission has moved to include the above-referenced property in the list of Historic-
Cultural monuments, subject to adoption by the City Council.

In due course, our transmittal will be given a council file number and will be referred to the Council's
Planning and Land Use Management Committee for review and recommendation. If you are interested in
~ attending the Council Committee meeting, you should call Barbara Greaves at (213) 978-1068 for

information as to the time and place of the Committee and City Council meetings regarding this matter.
Please give Ms. Greaves at least one week from the date of this letter to schedule this item on the
Committee Agenda before you call her.

Fély C. Rijigol, Commission Executive Assistant
Cultural Heritage Commission

ffcp
Attachment: CHC Declaration Letier to Council, Staff Report with Findings, and Additional Finding
C. Notification List

Douglas Building Property Owner's Association
GIS
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Los Angeles Department of City Planning
RECOMMENDATION REPORT
CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION CASE NO.: CHC-2009-1373-HCM
ENV-2009-1374-CE
HEARING DATE: July 16, 2009 Location: 257 South Spring Street
TIME: 10:00 AM Council District: 14
PLACE: City Hall, Room 1010 Community Plan Area: Central City
200 N. Spring Street Area Planning Commission: Central
Los Angeles, CA Neighborhood Council: Downtown Los Angeles
90012 Legal Description: LT1 of Tract 060578-C
PROJECT: - Historic-Cultural Monument Application for the
DOUGLAS BUILDING
REQUEST: Declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument
OWNER: 257 Spring Street LLC

633 West Fifth Street, 56" Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

OWNER'’S Scott Mahoy, Scott Young, Anita To
REPRESENTATIVE: Douglas Bldg. Propery Owner’s Assoc.
257 S. Spring Street, #PH-F

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RECOMMENDAT!ON That the Cultural Heritage Commission:

1. Déclare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument per Los AnQeIes'Administrative Code
Chapter 9, Division 22, Article 1, Section 22.171.7

2. Adopt the report findings.

S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP
Director of Planning

Ken Bernstein, AICP, Manager
Office of Historic Resources

Office of Historic Resources

Attachments: March 25 2009 Historic-Cultural Monument Application
ZIMAS Report




257 South Spring Street
CHC-2009-1373-HCM
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FINDINGS
1. The building “embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type
specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style or method of construction” as

an example of Classical Revival style architecture.

2. The property reflects “the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, State
or community” for its association with the development of downtown Los Angeles.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (“CEQA”) FINDINGS

The Commission hereby recommends that Council find the proposed designation of the
Douglas Building as a Historic-Cultural Monument to be exempt from further analysis under the
California Environmental Quality Act pursuant to Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations,
Sections 15308 (Class 8) and 15331 (Class 31).

CRITERIA

The criterion is the Cultural Heritage Ordinance which defines a historical or cultural monument
as 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, 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, or which are identified with historic personages or with important
events in the main currents of national, State or local history or which embody the distinguishing
characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style
or method of construction, or a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age. .

SUMMARY

Built in 1898 and located in the downtown area, this five-story commercial building- exhibits
character-defining features of Classical Revival style architecture. The subject building is
rectangular in plan with eleven bays facing East 3rd Street and nine bays facing South Spring
Street. The subject building has two primary facades clad in buff-colored Roman brick,
arranged in a subdued base-shaft-capital composition with a rounded corner at the corner of
Spring and East 3@ Street. The window bays are composed of single-light, double hung
windows. The subject building’s main entrance on South Spring Street features a monumental
terra cotta enframement. The subject building’s second floor windows are framed by a
decorative terra cotta trim. The third and fourth floor windows have stringcourse sills and
unadorned lintels. The fifth floor- resumes the facade’'s ornamentation with a continuous
terracotta sill below the windows and Tuscan capitals and a vegetal rope above them. The
crown cornice of the building is embellished with egg and dart and dentil moldings.

Significant interior spaces include a rectangular light court clad in glazed terra cotta bricks,
enclosed a skylight. The main lobby has some original features, including marble wainscoting
and a plaster ceiling bordered a shallow relief. The primary stairwell has decorative cast iron
railings, posts, and risers. Many of the building suites feature built-in cabinetry.

The proposed Douglas Building historic monument was designed for lumber mogul Thomas
Douglas Stimson (1827-1898) by James and Merritt Reid of Reid Brothers, a leading San
Francisco architectural firm. They are responsible for numerous commissions including the



257 South Spring Street
CHC-2009-1373-HCM
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original Fairmont Hotel in San Francisco, the Hotel Del Coronado in San Diego, and the Merritt
Building in Los Angeles.

Alterations include the glazed terra cotta entry and storefront surrounds added in 1937.
Alterations to the subject building’s interior include extensive alterations to the main lobby with
the addition of contemporary mirrors and wood pilasters. Elevator lobbies, corridors; and suites
have been altered by the removal of wood doors and window trim and replacement with metal
casings. All corridor walls on the fifth floor have been removed or replaced.

DISCUSSION

The Douglas Building property successfully meets two of the specified Historic-Cultural
Monument criteria: 1) “"embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type
specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style or method of construction,” and 2)
reflects “the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, State or community.” As a
landmark building designed in the Classical Revival style and reflective of the development of
downtown Los Angeles in the late nineteenth century, the property qualifies for des;gnatlon as a
Historic-Cultural Monument based on these criteria.

BACKGROUND ;
At its meeting of May 21, 2009, the Cultural Heritage Commission voted to take the application
under consideration. The Cultural Heritage Commission toured the subject property on June 4,
20089.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (“CEQA”) REVIEW

State of California CEQA Guidelines, Article 19, Section 15308, Class 8 “consists of actions
taken by regulatory agencies, as authorized by state or local ordinance, to assure the
maintenance, restoration, enhancement, or protection of the environment where the regulatory
process involves procedures for protection of the environment.”

State of California CEQA Guidelines Article 19, Section 15331, Class 31 “consists of projects
limited to maintenance, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation,
conservation or reconstruction of historical resources in a manner consistent with the Secretary
of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic buildings."

The designation of the Douglas Building property as a Historic-Cultural Monument in
accordance with Chapter 9, Article 1, of The City of Los Angeles Administrative Code ("LAAC")
will ensure that future construction activities involving the subject property are regulated in
accordance with Section 22.171.14 of the LAAC. The purpose of the designation is to prevent
significant impacts to a Historic-Cultural Monument through the application of the standards set
forth in the LAAC. Without the regulation imposed by way of the pending designation, the
historic significance and integrity of the subject property could be lost through incompatibie
alterations and new construction and the demolition of irreplaceable historic structures. The
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards of Rehabilitation are expressly incorporated into the LAAC
and provide standards concerning the historically appropriate construction activities which will
ensure the continued preservation of the subject property.
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The use of Categorical Exemption Class 8 in connection with the proposed designation is
consistent with the goals of maintaining, restoring, enhancing, and protecting the environment
through the imposition of regulations designed to prevent the degradation of Historic-Cultural
Monuments.

The use of Categorical Exemption Class 31 in connection with the proposed designation is
consistent with the goals relating to the preservation, rehabilitation, restoration and
reconstruction of Historic buildings in a manner consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines for Preserving Rehabilitating,
Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic Buildings.



Los Angeles Department of City Planning
RECOMMENDATION REPORT

CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION CASE NO.: CHC-2009-1373-HCWM
ENV-2009-1374-CE
HEARING DATE: May 21, 2009 Location: 257 South Spring Street
TIME: 10:00 AM Council District: 14
PLACE: City Hall, Room 1010 Community Plan Area: Central City
200 N. Spring Street Area Planning Commission: Central
Los Angeles, CA Neighborhood Council: Downtown Los Angeles
90012 Legal Description: LT1 of Tract 060578-C
PROJECT: Historic-Cultural Monument Application for the
DOUGLAS BUILDING
REQUEST: Declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument
OWNER: 257 Spring Street LLC

633 West Fifth Street, 56™ Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

OWNER’S Scott Mahoy, Scott Young, Anita To
REPRESENTATIVE: Douglas Bldg. Propery Owner’s Assoc.
257 S. Spring Street, #PH-F
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RECOMMENDATION That the Cultural Heritage Commission:

1. Take the property under consideration as a Historic-Cultural Monument per Los
Angeles Administrative Code Chapter 9, Division 22, Article 1, Section 22.171.10(c)4
because the application and accompanying photo documentation suggest the submittal
may warrant further investigation.

2. Adopt the report findings.

S. GAIL GOLDBERG, AICP
Dire/tor of Plannjng @m T

Ken Bernstein, AICP, Manager Lambert M. Giessinger, Preservation Architect
Office of Historic Resources , Office of Historic Resources
Prepared by:

gar Garcia, PreServation Planner
Office of Historic Resources

Attachments: March 25 2009 Historic-Cultural. Monument Application
ZIMAS Report
.-—_ "’/
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SUMMARY

Built in 1898 and located in the downtown area, this five-story commercial building exhibits
character-defining features of Classical Revival style architecture. The subject building is
rectangular in plan with eleven bays facing East 3rd Street and nine bays facing South Spring
Street. The subject building has two primary facades clad in buff-colored Roman brick,
arranged in a subdued base-shaft-capital composition with a rounded corner at the corner of
Spring and East 3 Street. The window bays are composed of single-light, double hung
windows. The subject building’s main entrance on South Spring Street features a monumental
terra cotta enframement. The subject building’s second floor windows are framed by a
decorative terra cotta trim. The third and fourth floor windows have stringcourse sills and
unadorned lintels. The fifth floor resumes the fagade’s ornamentation with a continuous
terracotta sill below the windows and Tuscan capitals and a vegetal rope above them. The
crown cornice of the building is embellished with egg and dart and dentil moldings.

Significant interior spaces include a rectangular light court clad in glazed terra cotta bricks,
enclosed a skylight. The main lobby has some original features, including marble wainscoting
and a plaster ceiling bordered a shallow relief. The primary stairwell has decorative cast iron
railings, posts, and risers. Many of the building suites feature built-in cabinetry.

The proposed Douglas Building historic monument was designed for lumber mogul Thomas
Douglas Stimson (1827-1898) by James and Merritt Reid of Reid Brothers, a leading San
Francisco architectural firm. They are responsible for numerous commissions including the
original Fairmont Hotel in San Francisco, the Hotel Del Coronado in San Diego, and the Merritt
Building in Los Angeles.

Alterations include the glazed terracotta entry and storefront surrounds added in 1937.
Alterations to the subject building’s interior include extensive alterations to the main lobby with
the addition of contemporary mirrors and wood pilasters. Elevator lobbies, corridors, and suites
have been altered by the removal of wood doors and window. trim and replacement with metal
casings. All corridor walls on the fifth floor have been removed or replaced.

CRITERIA

The criterion is the Cultural Heritage Ordinance which defines a historical or cultural monument
as 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, 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, or which are identified with historic personages or with important
events in the main currents of national, State or local history or which embody the distinguishing
characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style
or method of construction, or a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect whose
individual genius influenced his age.

FINDINGS
Based on the facts set forth in the summary and application, the Commission determines that

the application is complete and that the property is significant enough to warrant further
investigation as a potential Historic-Cultural Monument.



cITY o F LoOoSs A NGELES

SIGNIFICANCE WORK SHEET
<. \ TYPE OR HAND PRINT IN ALL CAPITAL BLOCK LETTERS

. Complete One or Both of the Upper and Lower Portions of This Page

THE Douglas Building IS AN IMPORTANT EXAMPLE OF
NAME OF PROPOSED MONUMENT

Classical Revival : ARCHITECTURE
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE (SEE LINE 8)

AND MEETS THE CULTURAL HERITAGE ORDINANCE BECAUSE OF THE HIGH QUALITY OF ITS DESIGN AND THE RETENTION

OF ITS ORIGINAL FORM, DETAILING AND INTEGRITY.

THE Douglas Building WAS BUILLT IN 1898
NAME OF PROPOSED MONUMENT YEAR BUILT

WAS IMPORTANT TO THE

NAME OF FIRST OR SIGKTFICANT OTHER

DEVELOPMENT OF LOS ANGELES BECAUSE it i8 built by T.D Stimson, (1827-1898), a lumber baron turned real estate

mogul who fostered commercial development in Los Angeles, during the 1890s. The Douglas Building is also

important because it was designed by James and Merritt Reid, two important architects of the 19th century, who's

completed works included Hotel Del Coronado in San Diego, the Fairmont Hotel in San Francisco, as well as

the Merritt Building and Loew's State Theater which are also located in downfown Los Angeles. Please review the

attached Historic and Architects' info. and the Historic Resource Evaluation prepared by Chattel Arch., Planing Inc.

N

5 HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT
APPLICATION
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HISTORIC-CULTURAL MORUMENT

APPLICATION
TYPE OR HAND PRINT IN ALL CAPITAL BLOCK LETTERS

IDENTIFICATION

1.

2.

NAME OF PROPOSED MONUMENT Douglas Building

STREET ADDRESS 257 South Spring Street
CITY Los Angeles ZIP CODE 90012 COUNCIL DISTRICT 14
. ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NO. 5149-008-BRK

. COMPIETE LEGAL DESCRIPTION: TRACT 060578-C

BLOCK NONE LOT(S) LT1 ARB. NO. NONE
_ RANGE OF ADDRESSES ON PROPERTY __ Unit 2A-2P, Unit 3A-3P, Unit 4A-4P, Unit PH#A-P
 PRESENT OWNER Multiple owners for residential units. Commercial space owner: 257 Spring Street LLC
STREET ADDRESS 633 West Fifth Street, 56th Floor
cIry Los Angeles __STATE_CA - z1p copE__90071 _ pHONE (__)
OWNER IS: PRIVATE X PUBLIC
pRESENT Use  Adapted Reuse mix-use development  oriGINAL USE Commercial: Office Building

DESCRIPTION

8.

9.

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE Classical Revival
(SEE STYLE GUIDE)

STATE PRESENT PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE OR STRUCTURE (SEE OPTIONAL DECRIPTION WORK SHEET)

Restored with original details in tact on the facade. Some of the original features of the interior were also restored

including the central atrium. Please see attached photographs and The Historic Resources Evaluation

prepared by Chattel Architecture, Planing and Preservation, Inc.

HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT
APPLICATION




HisSTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMERNT
APPLICATION

o ) NAME OF PROPOSED MONUMERNT Douglas Building

10. CONSTRUCTION DATE: FACTUAL ESTIMATED April 14, 1898

11. ARCHITECT, DESIGNER, OR ENGINEER Reid Brothers (James and Merritt Reid)

12. CONTRACTOR OR OTHER BUILDER Building Supertintendent Statton ( ref: imes, 188

13. DATES OF ENCLOSED PHOTOGRAPHS Varies, please see attached
{8X10 BLACK AND WHITE GLOSSY)

14. CONDITION: §/|EXCELIENT [ GOOD [ _FAIR [ DETERIORATED [ |NO LONGER IN EXISTENCE

15. ALTERATIONS

16. THREATS TO SITE: ¥ NONE KNOWN [ | PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT [ |VANDALISM [ ] PUBLIC WORKS PROJECT

[} zoNmNG OTHER

17. IS THE STRUCTURE: [ ON ITS ORIGINAL SITE [ |[MOVED [ | UNKNOWN

“> SIGNIFICANCE

- 18. BRIEF STATE HISTORICAL AND/OR ARCHITECTURAL IMPORTANCE: INCLUDE DATES, EVENTS, AND PERSON ASSOCIATED
WITH THE SITE (SEE OPTIONAL SIGKIFICANCE WORK. SHEET)

1. Thomas Douglas Stimson: Lumber mogal in the 1840s who also was interested in Real Estate investment. His

Real Estate development spend from Michigan, Chicago, Los Angeles to Seattle and Bellingham.

2. James and Merritt Reid: Significant architects from late 1800 to early 1900. Their firm created a number of

San Francisco landmarks: the Fairmont Hotel, the Call/Spreckels building, the Geneva Car Barn, and the First

Congregational Church. Also Hotel Del Coronado. 3. It housed the chief tiicket office of the Southern Pacific Railr.

19. SOURCES (LIST BOOKS, DOCUMENTS, SURVEYS, PERSONAL INTERVIEWS WITH DATES)_1. The Stimson Legacy, Architecture in the

Urban West by Lawrence Kreisman. 2. http://www.outsidelands.org/reid.php 3. hitp://www.naigatala.lacity.org

4, hftp://www.cléésiépropertiés.oom

20. DATE FORM PREPARED 03/25/2009 PREPARER’S NAME __Scott Mahoy, Scott Young. Anita To

orGANIZATION Douglas Bldg. Properties Owners' AsS0. grrerT ADDRESS 257 S. Spring Street, #PH-F

CITY Los Angeles STATE___Ca _z1ip CODE_90012 PHONE (323)382-3988

)

HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT
APPLICATION



DESCRIPTION WORK SHEET
TYPE OR HAND PRINT IN ALL CAPITAL BLOCK LETTERS

THE Douglas Building IS A Five -STORY,
NAME OF PROPOSED MONUMENT NUMBER OF STORIES
Classical Revival 2.Rectangular PLAN Mix-use
ARCHITECTURAL STYLE (SEE LINE 8 ABOVE) ! PLAN SHAPE (Click to See Chart) STRUCTURE USE (RESIDENCE, ETC)
WITH A Brick and Plaster FINISH AND Plaster
MATERIAL (WOOD SLIDING, WOOD SHINGLES, BRICK, STUCCO, ETC) MATERIAL (WOOD, METAL, ETC.)
s Flat ROOF IS asphalt and glass ' Wood ,
ROOF SHAPE (Click to See Chart) MATERIAL (CLAY TILE, ASPHALT OR WOOD SHINGLES, ETC) WINDOW MATERIAL
Single-Hung WINDOWS ARE PART OF THE DESIGN.

WINDOW TYPE [DOUBLE-HUNG (SLIDES UP & DOWN), CASEMENT (OPENS OUT), HORIZONTAL SLIDING, ETC]

Off-Center

THE ENTRY FEATURES A
DOOR LOCATION (RECESSED, CENTERED, OFF-CENTER, CORNER, ETC))

7. Two Panel ~ DOOR. ADDITIONAL CHARACTER DEFINING ELEMENTS
ENTRY DOOR STYLE (Click to See Charf)

OF THE STRUCTURE ARE__1- Gently curving corner and warm hued Roman Brick on the facade. 2.. Egg and dart,
IDENTIFY ORIGINAL FEATURES SUCH AS PORCHES (SEE CHART); BALCONIES; NUMBER AND SHAPE OF DORMERS (Click to See Chart)

h) and dentil moulding embellish the crown cornice. 3. Decorative terra cotta grille above ground floor facade.
NUMBER AND LOCATION OF CHIMNEYS; SHUTTERS; SECONDARY FINISH MATERIALS; PARAPETS; METAL TRIM;" DECORATIVE TILE OR CAST STONE; ARCHES;

ORNAMENTAL WOODWORK; SYMMETRY OR ASYMMETRY; CORNICES; FRIEZES; TOWERS OR TURRETS; BAY WINDOWS; HALFTIMBERING; HORIZONTALLY;

VERTICALLY; FORMALITY OR INFORMALITY; GARDEN WALLS, ETC.

NONE

SECONDARY BUILDINGS CONSIST OF A
IDENTIFY GARAGE; GARDEN SHELTER, ETC.

Central Atrium, original wood floor and floor tiles in hallway and in some

SIGNIFICANT INTERIOR SPACES INCLUDE
IDENTIFY ORIGINAL FEATURES SUCH AS WOOD PANELING; MOLDINGS AND TRIM; SPECIAL GLASS WINDOWS;

residential units, original metal steel staircase with ornamental railing, original restored molding in lobby.
ORNATE CEILINGS; PLASTER MOLDINGS; LIGHT FIXTURES; PAINTED DECORATION; CERAMIC TIME; STAIR BALUSTRADES; BUILT-IN FURNITURE, ETC.

NONE

IMPORTANT LANDSCAPING INCLUDES
IDENTIFY NOTABLE MATURE TREES AND SHRUBS

9

HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT
APPLICATION
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The Historical Information

The Douglas Building, a five-story classical revival structure, curves elegantly around the
corner of Third and Spring Streets near the northern end of today’s downtown
commercial district. It is one of the few remaining examples of commercial architecture
still in existence in downtown from late 1800s. During its heyday, the heart of the
downtown commercial district revolved around the Douglas Building, the Bradbury and
Sumner Hunt's Irvine-Byrne Building. Douglas Building tenants included the chief ticket
office of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, Desmond’s Men's Store, Eagleson’s
Men’s Store, Montgomery Bros. Jewelry Store and N.B. Blackstone & Co. dry goods

house.

Thomas Douglas Stimson, a retired lumber baron from Chicago, moved to Los Angeles,
in the early 1890s and started working with real estate development. His residence, a
massive three and a half story brown ashlar sandstone house at 2421 S. Figueroa, was
designed in the Richardsonian Romanesque style, with Flemish Gothic stepped gables,
a massive tower, columns and Gothic arches. It still stands and is now used as a

convent.

Among his many building projects was a six story Romanesque Revival ‘skyscraper’ built
in 1892, called the Stimson Block, which was demolished in 1963. The Stimson Block
was located on the northeast corner of Spring and Third. Late in life he began planning
the Douglas Building as an eight-story building on land facing the Stimson Block, but
died as the plans were being finalized; his heirs continued with the project, scaling it
down to five-stories.

Reid Brothers, a well-respected architectural firm based in San Francisco, were chosen
to create the design. The firm was well known for commercial architecture, and is
credited with designing the Call Building (1898), later renamed Central Tower, in San
Francisco, on of the few buildings still standing after the great earthquake and fire of
1906. They also designed the original Fairmont Hotel, the 1908 Cliff House, the Hotel
Del Coronado in San Diego, the Lowes State Theater and Merritt Building in downtown

Los Angeles.

One bay of window curves around the corner of Third and Spring Streets, with nine bays
on the east fagade and an additional eleven bays on the south fagade. Based on historic
photographs, the original first floor of the building was glazed and had a glazed transom.
The transom was later replaced by a broad band of brick defined with stringcourses
(horizontal bands of masonry) and pierced with decorative terra cotta panels. Second
story windows, one to a bay, are set into molded stone surrounds and capped with
decorative terra cotta window heads. The third and forth story windows are simpler, with
stone sills and a small stone lintel by brink piers topped with molded capitals underneath
a decorative stringcourse. A blank frieze topped with a molded a block-like shapes
cornice finish the classical roofline.

Ref: hittp://naigatela.lacity.org
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The Architect: The Reid Brothers (James and Merritt Reid)

James William Reid (1851 — 1943) and his brother Merritt J. Reid (1855 -1932) were
both born in St. John, New Brunswick, Canada. After graduating, James from MIT and
the Ecole des Beaus-Arts in Paris, they lived and worked in Evansville, Indiana, at first
for the architectural firm of Boyd and Brickley, then purchasing the contracts of that firm
in 1879 and opening their own business. They soon established a solid reputation,
designing buildings for the Evansville and Terre Haute railroad, among other local
clients. The Willard Library in Evansville they designed in 1885 in Victorian Gothic style
was added to the National Register of Historic Places in 1972.

The Reid Brothers were invited out to San Diego in 1886 by the founders of the
Coronado Beach Company to design the Hotel Del Coronado. The hotel opened its
doors in 1888. The hotel was added to the National Register of Historic Places in 1971
and further designated a national Historic Landmark in 1977.

In 1889, both James and Merritt were made Fellows of the American Instifute of
Architects. Merritt moved north that year to open an office in San Francisco, soon fo be
joined by James. The Reid Brothers were very prolific in San Francisco. Their works
include: W. & J. Sloane Building, the First Congregational Church, the Cliff House, the
Coliseum Theater, the Alexandria Theater and the Balboa Theater.

In 1898, Thomas Douglas Stimson commissioned James and Merritt Reid to design the
Douglas Building to compiete the north-west corner of Spring and Third which stand
across the Stimson Block, an impressive 42-room boarding house in Victorian style. The
Douglas Building was first conceived as a seven-story building which later scaled down
to five.

The Reid Brothers remained active in Los Angeles. They also demgned the Lowe s State
Theater and Merritt Building in downtown.

The Reid Brother partnership ended in 1932 with the death of Merritt on February 4™,
James retired from active practice at that time, turning to his hobbies on oil painting and
music. He was a founder of the San Francisco Opera Company. James died on
September 22, 1943 in his apartment in 1100 Union. Many of the buildings they
designed were placed on the National Register of Historic Places.

Ref:  hitp:// classicsproperties.com
http://outsidelands.org

Hotel Del Coronado Merritt Building Loew's State Theater
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July 25, 2003

Ms. Pauline Lewicki

Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles
354 South Spring Street

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Re:  Douglas Building Lofts (Douglas Building)
257 South Spring Street, Los Angeles, California

Dear Ms. Lewicki:

We have been asked to evaluate impacts of the proposed project, Douglas Building Lofts, under
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Originally designed and constructed for
office use, the Douglas Building (subject property) is proposed to be rehabilitated and adaptively
used for residential (upper floors), retail (ground floor) and parking (basement).

( ) Chattel Architecture, Planning & Preservation, Inc. (Chattel Architecture) is an historic
— preservation consulting firm with statewide practice. The firm represents governmental agencies
and private ventures, successfully balancing project goals with a myriad of historic preservation
regulations without sacrificing principles on either side. Chattel Architecture is comprised of
professionals meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards in
architectural history and historic architecture.

The following evaluation establishes the environmental setting, including California Register of
Historical Resource (California Register) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
policies, and then assesses project impacts.

HISTORIC RESOURCES EVALUATION

California Register eligibility

The subject property has been previously surveyed for the Community Redevelopment Agency
of the City of Los Angeles (CRA) and found to appear eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places (National Register). The Historic Property Data File for Los Angeles
County, maintained by the California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), contains an entry
for the subject property, which assigns the property a National Register Status Code of “4S,” or
“may become eligible for NR [National Register listing] as a separate property.” The California

! National Register Status Codes (California Office of Historic Preservation) March 1995.

13322 % Valleyheart Drive South  Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-3287 818.788.7954 818.788.9795 fax www.chattelarch.com
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Department of Parks and Recreation, Historic Resources Inventory form is attached (Attachmenjc
1).

California Public Resources Code (PRC) §5024.1(g) states:

A resource identified as significant in an historical resource survey may be listed in the
California Register if the survey meets all of the following criteria:

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

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

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

(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. '

The subject property was entered into the Historic Property Data File for Los Angeles County,
which serves as the State Historic Resources Inventory, and therefore meets the first criterion as
outlined above. The CRA’s survey was prepared in accordance with OHP procedures and
requirements, based on its evaluation by OHP staff and evidenced by its entry in the Historic
Property Data File for Los Angeles County. The subject property was assigned a National
Register Status Code, known as “Category 48S,” which is between 1-5. The survey is now more
than five years old, however no substantial change to the subject property has occurred since the
form was originally prepared, so the property continues to remain eligible. This letter serves to
update and expand on information contained in the survey form.

Based on meeting the conditions noted above, the subject property “appears eligible” for listing
in the California Register. This does not mean that the subject property is listed in the California
Register at this time, however, for purposes of proposed project review under the CEQA and for
use of the California Historical Building Code (CHBC, also known as the State Historical
Building Code or SHBC), the subject property is considered an “historical resource.”

Building Description

The Douglas Building is located on the northwest corner of South Spring and East Third Streets
(Figure 1). It is a five-story building, rectangular in plan, nine bays wide on South Spring Street,
and 11 bays wide on East Third Street (Figure 2-3). The building is constructed using a grid of
lattice steel columns set into brick perimeter walls. Each bay is composed of a large, single-
light, double-hung, deeply set window. A decorative fire escape marks the northernmost bay on
South Spring Street. The rounded corner between South Spring and East Third Streets is one of
the most distinctive features of building. The building is finished in buff-colored, Roman brick
and is subdued Classical Revival influenced in style, arranged in a simplified base-shaft-capital
composition.
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Secondary elevations on the north and west are undistinguished and finished in painted common
brick. A parking lot is located adjacent to the west elevation, which is ten bays wide. Fire
escapes are located at the south bay and second from north bay (Figure 4). The central portion of
the north elevation is slightly recessed from both ends at the second through fifth floors (Figure
5). Fenestration, on the secondary elevations, at the second through fifth floors is comprised of
pairs of double hung windows. On the north elevation, fixed single light windows are located in
the recess of the second floor, which appear to be an alteration.

The main entrance is located on South Spring Street, immediately north of the rounded corner.
The main entrance features a monumental terra cotta door enframement that extends to the base
of the second floor windows, breaking the frieze that separates the first and second floors. A
contemporary canopy obscures the incised lettering that spells ‘Douglas Building.” The glazed
terra cotta entry enframement and storefront surrounds are an alteration (193 7) that have taken
on significance over time and are character-defining features of the building. The storefront
surrounds include a simple frieze of alternating horizontal bands of terra cotta that separates the
first and second floors. The darker band is decorated with a wavy line and stylized leaves.
Periodically spaced between the two stripes are pierced vents composed of a vase and branches -
(Figure 6). Contemporary tile infills a portion of the original storefront openings.

The shaft, or second through fourth floors, is clad with buff-colored, Roman brick. Second floor
windows are framed by terra cotta architrave trim (Figure 7). The keystone of the lintel appears
as a medallion, flanked by swags below a dentilated cornice. Vertical terra cotta panels on either
side of the windows are decorated with acanthus leaves. Third and fourth floor windows have a
simple stringcourse sills and unadorned lintels. A continuous terra cotta sill sets fifth floor
windows off from the lower portion of the building. Pilasters with terra cotta, Tuscan capitals
are located between fifth floor windows (Figure 8). Directly above the fifth floor windows is a
decorative rope of leaves, set off from the cornice by brick. The cornice features dentils, egg-
and-dart and repeating acanthus brackets.

The building wraps around a large, rectangular, interior light court, which encloses a now
covered skylight at the first floor roof (Figure 9). On the second through fifth floors, sets of two
and three large, wood sash windows face the light court, providing light to the interior offices.
The light court is clad in simple, rectangular, glazed terra cotta blocks. The parapet has been
altered by installation of cement plaster (Figure 10).

A regular grid of columns defines space in the basement (Figure 11). A large furnace in the sub-
basement, accessed at the west side of the basement, with adjacent large pistons and wheels,
provided steam power for several adjacent properties through underground tunnels (Figure 12).
These tunnels are visible below the mechanical equipment.

The main lobby includes marble wainscoting and a plaster ceiling with simple, shallow relief
border. Alterations to the lobby appear to have been extensive, as evidence exists above the
current plaster ceiling of a highly decorative and much taller original space. Mirrors and paneled
wood pilasters applied to the walls appear to be contemporary alterations, while the marble
wainscot appears to be from an earlier period (Figure 13). A primary stairwell with decorative,
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cast iron railings, posts, and risers is located behind the elevators (Figure 14). A mezzanine is
located in the northwest corner of the first floor (Figure 15). Secondary stairs to both upper
floors and basement are located in the southwest quadrant of the plan (Figure 16).

The elevator lobbies at the upper floors include ceramic tile floors, overlaid in composite tile,
and mail shoots between the two elevators (Figure 17-18). The elevator lobbies, corridors and
suites have been extensively altered by removal of wood trim at door and window surrounds and
replacement with radius-curve metal casings. All corridor walls on the fifth floor have been
removed. Most suite doors on the double loaded corridors on the second through fourth floors
are two-panel wood, with large, obscure glass lights, one with original doorknobs with the
initials “DB,” and tenant lettering (Figure 19-21). Some suite ceilings are finished with
acoustical tile (Figure 22). Cabinets built into the walls are found in many suites, often
comprised of an enclosed sink adjacent to a coat closet (Figure 23).

Alterations

Certain alterations to the building exterior, including the terra cotta entry and storefront
surrounds, dating to 1937, have taken on significance over time and are considered character-
defining features. Interior alterations on the upper floors, especially in 1947, 1948, 1974 and
mid-1980s, substantially modified finishes, window and door trim, and configuration, loss of
original corridors on the fifth floor, to the extent that interior spaces no longer retain historic
character. ‘

The following table is a chronology of major alterations:

Date ‘ Building | Description of Work ' Estimated | Owner
Permit Cost
Number

June 3, 1910 4586 “Remove south partition of stairs to balcony, $1451 T.D. Stimson

move Mrs. Wallace’s office and elevator
enclosures to south and install in place of said
office a cashier’s office”

October 11, 1913 13336 “Glass over storefront and interior fixtures. No | $3000 Stimson Estate
structural changes”™
February 17, 1916 925 “Repair floor of boiler room. ..put in new $2500 W.H. Stimson

concrete floor reinforcing steel columns now in
place, balance of floor with new 3 by 14” posts;
also replace ceiling joints”

—
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Date Building | Description of Work Estimated | Owner
Permit Cost
Number
May 9, 1917 2758 “Remove store fronts on 3" street side of $1500 W.H. Stimson
building; store fronts N 48° and So 18’ of
corner... replace fronts with gates and repair
floors... Take out partition in rear of N. store
room, cut out rear of So Store room, about 8’ by
10’ connecting with W room”
April 16, 1919 2771 “Take out part of the partitions between the $500 W.H. Stimson
public market and upper room 253 ... also take
out glass in glass windows putting collapsible
iron gates”
November 5, 1921 30453 “Installation of ladder on fire escape” $300 Douglas Bldg,
: Inc.
January 21, 1925 2632 “Install window on north side of building facing $125 W.H. Stimson
east; no structural changes on Spring St.”
February 3, 1925 4283 “Display windows, two stairs to basement, plaster | $8000 Stimson Estate
: basement, new partitions + toilet, Mezzanine
Floor™
February 25, 1929 1215 “Enlarge present room from present size to size | $1200 Stimson Estate
' of 13°-9” L by 40°-0.” New glass partition about
10°-6” high, the length of one side of room...
new plate glass & new bulk beads to be used as
show case”
May 2, 1931 9188 “Take out door gate to 3rd St lobby” $300 C.W. Stimson
October 26, 1937 25347 “Remove street front transom glass over show $10,000 C.W. Stimson
windows; install beam & steel studs, finish front »
with terra cotta”
September 23, 1938 | 5314 “Alieration to front, new prism glass” $400 T.D. Stimson
December 11,1938 | 29539 “Remove five partitions on 3™ floor” $200 C.W. Stimson
May 1, 1941 6487 “Remove 30 fi of non bearing partition & add 3400 W .H. Stimson
new balcony — 9’ wide — 28° long”
July 11, 1944 12628 “Construct partition for toilet in room #5367 $225 C.W. Stimson
January 13, 1946 05446 “Remove present wood trim from doors and $2000 C.W. Stimson
windows, finish 57 floor rooms™ :
February 11, 1946 06916 “Remove present wood trim from door & $1500 C.W. Stimson
windows, replace with new trim; plaster 5™ floor
rooms... inclusive of elevator shaft & basement;
no structural changes”
October 18, 1946 27724 “Add to pent house 8 by 16° for housing motor $1000 C.W. Stimson
generators for new electric elevators. Permit ‘
4840 2/21/46 approved electric elevator
installation”
September 25, 1947 | 30888 “Re-roofing” $1895 C.W. Stimson
October 16, 1947 32273 “Remove present oak trim on doors & windows; | $1000 C.W. Stimson
replace with ¥ metal casing; repair plaster — 4™
floor, rooms 401 — 405”
November 4, 1947 33449 “Remove wood door & window trim —replace $1000 C.W. Stimson
with ¥ metal; repair plaster — 4™ floor”
November 28, 1947 | 35263 Installation of new beams in connection with $3500 C.W. Stimson

elevator
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Date Building | Deseription of Work Estimated | Owner
: Permit Cost
Number
December 24, 1947 | 29378 “Replace wood trim with metal on windows and | $1000 C.W. Stimson
doors, Yaround”
May 5, 1949 05176 “Move present stairs” $300 C.W. Stimson
May 12, 1949 14872 “Extension of present 1st story into private office, | $500 Douglas Bldg,
storage” Inc
March 8, 1951 04886 “Installing new partition on 1% floor to convert $6500 Stimson Estate
one large store into two stores, grocery &
clothing”
February 21, 1955 9186 “New partition, 5" floor” $300 C.W. Stimson
Qctober 19, 1955 27797 “Neon sign™ $100 Mannings Inc
January 12, 1960 51018 “Double faced neon projection sign, 55 sq ft” $650 Mannings Inc
March 22,1963 33725 “Cut in new window at no. court 2™ floor, room | $400 Douglas Bldg,
207" Ine.
May 29, 1963 39367 “Alter offices 329-335, 3™ floor” $1000 Douglas Bldg,
Inc.
August 26, 1964 74802 “Suspend clg. & install part” $800 Douglas Bldg,
Inc
December 22, 1964 | 84602 “Install dry wall partition & duoflex ceiling—2™ | $800 Douglas Bldg,
floor” Inc
June 26, 1965 98330 “Alter basement area, alter sprinkler™ $15,000 Douglas Bldg,
Inc.
February 10, 1966 18777 “Alterations at suite 535-537" $650 Douglas Bldg,
. Ine.
March 16, 1971 25046 “Suspend ceilings at Suite 241, 409, 410, 436, $3000 Douglas Bldg,
437,509,517 Inc
May 7, 1971 28354 “Alterations at 1™ floor store area” $8000 Douglas Bldg,
Inc
June 24, 1971 31378 “Alterations at 1* floor area; structural work” $1000 Douglas Bldg,
: Inc v
June 18, 1974 93983 “Interior alterations & new storefront; new $20,000 Douglas Bldg,
basement stairs” Inc
February 24, 1988 4241 “30° by 45’ portion of the first floor converted to | ---- Jack Lumer
a market”
Subject Property History

The Douglas Building was built by the estate of Thomas Douglas Stimson, “a prominent Los
Angeles businessman who had planned to erect an office building at this site before his death in
1898.”2 Thomas Douglas Stimson began his career as a Chicago lumberman, logging on
Muskegon River in Michigan and establishing his first mill in 1871 He became the third
largest producer of “dressed” lumber in the Muskegon area. By the 1880s, the timber industry in
the Midwest began to decline. In 1889, Thomas Douglas Stimson moved west with his sons
Charles Douglas and William Horace Stimson. While his sons moved to the northwest and

2 Richard Starzak and Leslie Heumann, Hatheway & Associates, “Douglas Building,” DPR 523 form, April 1983.
% “History of Stimson Lumber Company,” <www stimsonlumber.com/Company/History/body_history htmb>.
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purchased land, Thomas Douglas Stimson retired to Los Angeles. The Stimson Mill Company
was incorporated in January 1890 with land in Washington, Oregon, and northern California.
Thomas Douglas Stimson built a house for himself at 2421 South Figueroa Street, designed by
Carroll H. Brown. Carroll Brown, also a native of Illinois, designed the Stimson Office Building
in 1893, which was to be located directly across the street from the Douglas Building and
connected to it through an underground tunnel.*

Thomas Douglas Stimson died January 31, 1898. While the Douglas Building is “considered
among Los Angeles’ greatest office buildings and commanded the highest rentals,” it is possible
it gained its reputation due to the combination of Stimson as developer and the Reid Brothers as
architects. The Douglas Building i is one of the last and best examples of commercial
architecture from the turn of the 20® century in the central business district. The Stimson Estate
owned and managed the Douglas Building until the mid-1980s.

Architects

The Reid Brothers, James and Merritt Reid, a prominent architectural firm from San Francisco,
designed the Douglas Building. Originally from New Brunswick, Canada, James Reid received
his education at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology and the Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris.
With offices in San Francisco, the Reid brothers opened their practice in 1889 and were in
business for almost 50 years. “The Reid Brothers maintained one of the leading architectural
offices in the city, active in the planning and execution of many important commissions.”™
Works in San Francisco include the original Fairmont Hotel, the Call Office Building, later
renamed the Central Tower, Hale Brothers Department Store, the new Cliff House, a building for
the San Francisco Land Company, and the Music Pavilion in Golden Gate Park. Works in Los
Angeles include the Fitzhugh Building and the Merritt Office Building.

California Register summary

The Douglas Building appears eligible for hstmg in the California Register. Under criterion 1, it
is one of the few remaining 19 century commercial buildings in the central business district.
With the Bradbury, Byrne and Homer Laughlin buildings, the Douglas Building survives from a
period when the area of West Third Street was the heart of downtown Los Angeles. It is
significant under criterion 2 for its association with Thomas Douglas Stimson and the Stimson
Estate, early real estate developers on the West Coast, in particular downtown Los Angeles and
Seattle. Under criterion 3, the building is significant for its association with well known
architects the Reid Brothers, and for its remarkable architectural design and structural system.

* Henry F. Withey and Elsie Rathburn Withey, Biographical Dictionary of American Architects (Deceased),
(Hennessey & Ingalls Inc, Los Angeles, 1970).

3 Lawrence Kreisman, The Stimson Legacy: Architecture in the Urban West, (W ﬂlows Press, Seattle, 1992), 51.
¢ Withey and Withey.
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REGULARTORY SETTING

California Environmental Quality Act
According to CEQA,

an historical resource is a resource listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the
California Register of Historical Resources. Historical resources included in a local
register of historical resources..., or deemed significant pursnant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (g) of Section 5024.1, are presumed to be historically or culturally significant
for purposes of this section, unless the preponderance of the evidence demonstrates that
the resource is not historically or culturally significant (Public Resources Code 21084.1).

If the proposed project created substantial adverse change in an historical resource,
environmental clearance for the project would require mitigation measures to reduce impacts.
“Substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource means the 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” (Public
Resources Code 95064.5 (b)(1)). Public Resource Code 95064.5 (b)(2) describes material
impairment taking place when a project:

(A) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
of an historical resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its
inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register... ; or

(B) Demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner those physical characteristics
that account for its inclusion in a local register... or its identification in an historical
resources survey... unless the public agency reviewing the effects of the project
establishes by a preponderance of evidence that the resource is not historically or
culturally significant; or

(C) Demolishes or materially alters those physical characteristics of an historical
resource that convey its historical significance and that justify its inclusion in, or
eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register... as determined by a lead agency for
the purposes of CEQA.

According to CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(b)(3):

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
(Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines, 1995, Weeks and Grimmer), shall be considered
as mitigated to a level of less than a significant impact on the historical resource.

Thus, the statement above as well as the Class 31 exemption contained in CEQA Guidelines
§15331 indicate that a project in conformance with Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines is
mitigated to a level of less than significant or which would otherwise be categorically exempt.



R

Ms. Pauline Lewicki

Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles
July 25, 2003

page 9

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties

The proposed project is evaluated for conformance with the Secretary s Standards and
Guidelines, the applicable standard being rehabilitation. The Secretary’s Standards and
Guidelines recommend rehabilitation as a treatment, “when repair and replacement of
deteriorated features are necessary; when alterations or additions to the property are planned for
a new or continued use; and when its depiction at a particular period of time is not appropriate,
rehabilitation may be considered as a treatment.” The rehabilitation standards are:

Standards for Rehabilitation

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. .

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.

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 historic properties, will not be undertaken.

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

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

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.

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.

Archeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources must
be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.

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



( (.
Ms. Pauline Lewicki
Community Redevelopment Agency of the City of Los Angeles
July 25, 2003
page 10

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 Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines are not intended to be prescriptive, but instead
provide general guidance, and are intended to be flexible and adaptable to specific project
conditions, including aspects of adaptive use, functionality and accessibility. The goal is to
balance continuity and change and retain historic building fabric to the maximum extent feasible.
The National Park Service has compiled some bulletins to provide guidance on specific topics,
however there is not an abundance of information on interpreting the Secretary’s Standards and
Guidelines. The Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines are interpreted most consistently in
application of the Investment Tax Credit (ITC) program for certified historic preservation
projects. Additional guidance can be found in the regulations implementing the ITC program at
36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 67.

While circumstances of every project are different, the Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines are
interpreted consistently by state and federal reviewers. The Secretary’s Standards and
Guidelines anticipate change, therefore such interpretation will necessarily require exercise of
professional judgment and an ability to balance various opportunities and constraints of any
given project based on use, materials retention and treatment, and compatibility of new
construction. '

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED PROJECT IMPACTS

As proposed, rehabilitation of the Douglas Building for parking (basement), retail, (ground
floor), and residential (upper floors) appears to be in conformance with the Secretary’s
Standards and Guidelines. The proposed project evaluated is described in drawings dated June
17, 2003, which were submitted to the City of Los Angeles Department of Building and Safety.

All character-defining features on the exterior would be retained, including all fenestration,
decorative finishes, distinctive main entry and storefront surrounds. Painted surfaces would be
cleaned with the gentlest means possible and repainted in an appropriate color and terra cotta -
would be repaired. Window glazing that is broken or missing would be repaired or replaced in
kind. The ground floor is proposed to retain commercial use with access to retail spaces directly
from East Third and South Spring Streets. The parking area along the secondary, west elevation
would be retained, while providing for access for a vehicular ramp to the basement at the north
half of the west elevation.

Underground parking is proposed for the basement. An existing stair and elevator would be
retained in the southeast quadrant of the building, while two additional stairs are proposed, one
along the northeast wall and the other near the northwest wall. A proposed laundry room would
be included in the northwestern corner. Much of the mechanical equipment in the sub-basement
is proposed to be removed to allow for the addition of two, 11-foot wide vehicular ramps to
access underground parking. Alternative placement of the vehicular ramps was studied, to allow
for the retention of all the mechanical equipment. Placement of the ramps at the southern half of
the western elevation, toward East Third Street, would not have been feasible given the
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arrangement of the structural columns. A portion of the mechanical equipment is proposed to be
retained under the “down” ramp. Proposed basement parking appears to conform to the
Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines.

The Douglas Building is proposed to be seismically retrofitted from the interior by adding new
shotcrete walls in five locations and braced frames in two locations. The new shotcrete walls
would be added in two locations along the north elevation. Where shotcrete walls intersect with
windows on upper floors, window openings would be retained. A new shotcrete wall would also
be located along the west perimeter wall of the cast-iron stair. The fifth location would be
perpendicular to the south elevation. A steel braced frame would be placed in two locations
along the south elevation. Use of the braced frames along the south elevation are essential to
provide lateral strength. The braced frames would be encased in drywall and will be minimally
visible from the exterior. While it would be preferable to have no visible intrusion on the
exterior, no feasible alternative exists and impacts have been reduced by careful configuration
and placement of the braced frames. The shotcrete walls and braced frames, while somewhat
intrusive, are designed to minimize impacts to historic building fabric. This work conforms to
the Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines.

As noted above, retail spaces on the first floor have been altered with each successive tenant and
the main lobby has been altered several times. The configuration of the main lobby would be
retained and the existing cast iron stair located behind the elevators would be cleaned and reused.
Ground floor retail spaces will be rehabilitated. The existing central skylight would be
uncovered and restored to its original appearance. Broken wire glass and damaged structural
members would be replaced in kind, as necessary. Paint would be removed from the lay lights.
A new west lobby is proposed to provide access to the parking area. The existing mezzanine
would be extended to the south. This work conforms to the Secretary’s Standards and
Guidelines.

Office spaces on the second through fifth floors are proposed to be converted to residential use.
The elevator lobbies, including corridor walls on the second through fourth floors, would be
retained with existing ceramic tile floor. The existing corridors would be converted from double
loaded, located between office suites, to single loaded located along interior light court windows.
Existing corridor doors from offices would be retained and reused as apartment unit doors.
Existing coat closets would be retained and tied into new partition walls. A proposed fire
sprinkler system would be located within a six inch dropped dry-wall ceiling. As partition walls
and ceilings have been significantly altered, as shown above, the proposed work conforms to the
Secretary’s Standards and Guidelines.
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CONCLUSION

The proposed project involves the conversion of the Douglas Building from office to residential
use. The subject property has been previously evaluated as a 4S, updated here as eligible for
California Register listing. Proposed project impacts were analyzed using the Secretary’s
Standards and Guidelines. It is our professional opinion that treatments of character-defining
features, coupled with compatible, contemporary new construction, conforms to Secretary’s
Standards and Guidelines, and therefore would have a less than significant impact under CEQA.

Please call me at (818) 788-7954, if you have any questions.
Very truly yours,

CHATTEL ARCHITECTURE, PLANNING & PRESERVATION, INC.

B

y: /
[Roberc Jay ghyfelﬂl!\, President

cc: Rocky Rockefeller
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S of California ~ Tha Resources Ageney Sar, No.
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HABS HAER NR SHL Loc
UmTM: A 8
’\‘ HISTORIC RESOQURCES INVENTORY c ' D
) IDENTIFICATION ‘
1. Common name: — Bouglas Buildin :
2. Historic name: Dopglas 1 o
3. Steet or rurel sddress: ___233-259 South Spring Street
Ciey_Loa Angeles Zip 90012 County_Los Angeles

4. Poresd numbsr: ___Property of T.D. Stimson, lot C, Parcel 16.

5, Presemt Qumar: ___Rellim Inc,
City __Laucadia, Californis Zip 92024 __ Ownarchip is: Public

_Original use; _Commercial/ Offices

Private X

8.

DESCRIPTION
7a. Architemurat seyle:  Clasasical Revival
7b.  Briefly describe the present piweleal description of the.site or structurs snd destriba any mejor aiterations from its
origing!l condition: :

Located at the northern end of the downtown commerciml district, the Douglas
Building 1s a five story brick structure with classical detailing. Nine bays
occupy the east (Spring Street) facade and eleven bays face south (onte Third
Street) while en additional bsy curves around the cornmer. The lower atory has
been refaced and given a somewhat Modsrne appearance. Above it a broad band of
brick, given horizontal ¢mphesis by recessing every fifch course, is delineeted

"\j by stringcourses. On the secomd story the single window im esch bay iz set imto

. a mnolded stome surround and capped by a frieze depicting a festooned shleld and

- by & deaticulated cormice. The windows of the third and forth story baye are
more simply detailed, with stome gills amd soldier courses for lintels. A stone
cormice above the fourth story and molded window surrounds focus attention on the
fi1fth story, which 1s topped by decorstive moldings above the molded capitels of
the piers. The design is culminated with a blank frieze and a molded,
denticulated and bracketed cornice.

Attach Phatols) Here : g_‘ Congruction data: . i
Estimetad Foctusd __1898-1899

9. Aschimer Beld Brothers

SEE-ATTACHED PHOTOS
10. Buiider_Anton Swenmon

11. Approx. property size (In fest)
OF appProx. 2Cracgd

12. Datels) of enclosed photograph{s)
April 1983

287
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Ma longer in axistenca .

13. Condition: Exesllent ___Goed __X_ Fair____ Deteriorated

14.  Alterations: 200X LO

15, Susrcundings: (Chieck more then one if nssesenry)  Opan lend ____ Scattored bulldings . Densety Guiltpp _ X
Residentiel ____Industrial . Commereial __X__ Other: ‘

18. Throsmtosita:  None knswn . X Privove dovolopment . Zoning . Vendalism : _

Public Worlss project Other:

17. l3thosvucwuro: On it erigingd site? X Moved? Unisrown?

18 Raleted features: —J00EA

SICGNIFICANCE -

10 Bslafly stees histosicet end/for sochiresturs! Insportenss (intlude dates, ovents, ond porsons casoolstsd with S eited

The Douglas Building is located at the morthwest cormer of the iptersectiom of Spring amd
Third Streets. The structure was bullt by the estate of Thomes ™ Dougles Stimson, &
prezinent Los dngeles businesemen who had plansed to erect an.office buildimg at this site
before his death in 1898. The cemimemt Sam Framelso aerchitectursl £irm of Bedd Brothers
vas comdezioned to desdgm the buildimg. James and Merritt Reid were copslidored -amomg the
finest architects of cozmarcisl office bulldinmge im the United States at this timm. Anton
Swenzon was contrscted to erect the edifice im 1898. At the time of its completion in
1899, the Douglas Budilding wes considered apomg los Anpeles greztest offica buildings,
commanding the highest rentals. Property improvements had ss assessed value of $130,000 in
1904. - The Douglas Building has served tenants as diversiflied sz the Southern Pecific
Railroad (as the chief ticket office), Desmond's Men's Store, and Esgleson's Man's Store
{since 1925), The Douglas Building is significant es one of the lasst and finest exsmples
of commercial architecture in Los Angeles' ceatral business district deting to the turm of
he century, for ita design by one of the mogt prominenmt architectursl firms of
commorciel architecture in the country— the Bedd Brothers, for its historic sssociation
with an importent los Angeles finsmeier- Thomaae D. Stismson, and for 1ts age.

-

Loestions! dumeh mep (drow and lelsl site end
surrgunding streats, rosds, and preminent lendmarics):
20, Mgin thema of tha historie reepures: {If more then ono is ] NORTH
chached, numbsr in order of importencs.)
Architecture ___ 1 ___ Arts & Leisure
Economic/industrial ___ Exploratien/Smdement
Governmont ftiTeary
Rl . Socicl/Bduetion

21. Sources {List books, documents, surveye, persons! intarvicws
and their dezes).

SEE BIELIGGRAPHY SEE ATTACHED MAP
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Douglas Building
253-259 South Spaing Streed
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’ DOUGLASS BLOCK, BEID DROS., ARCINITECTS.
THE DOUGLAS BUILDING fizurs In preaf n* this clelm The oréaniza-‘

One of the most talaed of features in con-
pectien with the Dougies bul'ding ig th:
rapidity. with wbivh sto y was [<ad™ vpun
story till the grand guuclu-e st.od ¢ m-
plete as thoagh by n magician's wand.

To copotase the vasaess of tha under-
taking t3 eroct a buwtding ig less time tbon
the per:»d caleulatw oe one must take :n'o

consCeration - e irevitable nlvety of cai-

z 5 wpx thoy $eming -of e g-t
fer cwanpletlan of e~ lain krarches of wo.k,
which tipe rardly rvos a ¢ay or two over
or chort with tho re&pousibie belld r. Now
to cut a third off of toe whole .eav:ng ony
two-thieds ¢f that time, is more than be-
wildening to even the 1coct experienced con-
tractar. It wag Jeft to Mz, Anthon Swens.n
to perform $dag—feat

dir. Swerscn, whose fifteen rears' busgi-
ness career in this eity has marked him as
one of the first rank In his profession, a d
whose¢ enrocclion vith somme. of the la pest
gtruciures crected in this city in the p st
few yours, such as the Laughlin, the Ma ts,
the Deuglas, Newinark, aré host of resi-
denves Lag fuily testified a3 to LIS respo..si-
bility in inatlers of both a profosional aad
business nature, has but added fresh laurels

_to an already established reputation.

TOF. SOUTHIILN CALIFORNIA FRUIT
. EXCHANGE.

Tew Cniifornin indu:trics have made a more
remérkeble growth during the past dozen
youarg than that of the ralsing of eittus™fruits.
As reeently as 1880, when Riverside shipped
fifteon carlsads of erappes, it was thought 16
bo a great thing that tho golden frulf should
bs marketed in sucll wholesale quantities.
Previous to that #Hme, grange-growing had

v

t on has t:'pe vuch te oncourage the.fevelop-
ment of an imnartart industry, and deserves
e su_poit of § uthera Caiifornia fiu t-grow-
ers.

COLUMNDIA SAVINCY DIANK,

Tre Celumi-ia Savirgs Dunk, loeated gt No.
2H South Creadway, wal.cs a stfong bid for
pul hic faver by tieir {(borcugh busingss
rreti
el of its diccotomiin and officers, which has
gnen it so swre ard stcady growth from
ils crmanizatien. ¥ Isaus mency on ap-
proved real cstate securily, and pays in-
tercsl on deptsils The cflicers ate: A, M.
Qzmun, president; A. P. West, vioc-prosi-
deat; and . W. Ozmun._cashier.. ..

" TAYE ThL' BIT QUDE-WIFE.

Tb® ban's that mark th' dial eay ‘.
Anither year s endin'; :
Th' han's that "mavg ma pooches stray
Find fortun’ puirly mendin's ’
A’ wol a’ve naught save serrow bro't
Ma lass aince blythesome .hoawtit - .
'Tis fu'some meet that ye sud preeds,
O’er hopes long synce departit, Yy
Th' tickin® clock, th’ crawin’ co-k
Baith 'mind me a'm a-nearin' ° J
Th' time o’ lifc for balrm an' wife p
A’ nceds maun tens, ma steerln’; *
A'verdrap’t a tear upe’ td' bler
0" o1l ‘year (a'll confess it,)-
Yet may th' onc th’ morrow's sun
Will smile upo’ be blessit. -
God erant hig 1nead fan AN +h' naaa

rds-ard -toe charnvteeof- rhopeiso=—" 1~
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siiidre, feet of iron
(sna/: iLHK McDonald of the
o

ape-tiy
‘Wulanﬁz <o the caiion
by April 1-pext, ‘and
gitspony” wiil ci'ect tWo . hotels
ad af Bright Angel..tmlr«.n‘nd
IEF-I‘R.'D ~ga§-ﬂens m the cafion,

y..
rs’s;elevra.p’q lineris.to be ex-

1 Carlos..« It now rFunm
¢t Gfant ‘to--Mn.mmo.th via |,
manck in Arsvalpg@afion -

Lowncd, swho has Leen wots
let eu‘gln@ar ptt téxe u;nqtruc-
e “Thgstof woter nyss,
heerr“a’pprléed of*nid appoifts |
Shief defuly suvveidr of s

me.

m"——*"—-
FU'LI-ERT@N.

W“‘O’ﬂ"‘l‘"”ﬁf R—EA Ta-1"
t.reaﬁe:! Prodnection, _

RTON, " Dee, Si—[Reguiar
Menca.] There has been Gn-
ity In‘the ol Apld thisweél,

B

P

e Ny accerrlungly returned. |’

Hé:.‘abovc, i ,rs‘:,&ass:nJ. th,»,_new D.oua!ay »Hmldmo-'

E. recen'dy erecled at® e corner of Sprmfr and: Thxrd
streets), Farifds Toz ated our' new store, wh ch w_e expect to

N

nen' 0 the vnr'ous companies
* there bmc.umlne\rd a large
of eupplies afd Building ma-
‘m:‘cm-rms USMPATRY TS n néw
1p; _and \will Drobally: be able
grdrmlng Menday. Other new
down glve much promise.
next month it is expcctpd
}oduct «of tRe flold i

and sand storm threatened l
Jln-g. but cased off 2bout noon.

v %wad a co old_one. .
‘he Newvest Napaleon.

r's Week!y:] - France. hasa:the
1y in the world—oTpaper, In-
y Eng'}aaé,—-a\sma cf Germany,
Rigi-Ruossi, dnd, -worse than |,
ar tggx of hexsel!.‘&_she Taeks a
[rgs, but mo! perhaps, u
t is rumored that thete g a|
Frt TN PrEPATRTION, HWRd TR
V the.man il appear,  Tie
LV, ST MUl ibthel”
°rythlt;g we set {n the pnrpets,
“rumor D& correct he |
unwgleome.  In the clp-
word or twWo concerning
e of-interest: At present

1oL
ees
¥

iy
three cnarﬁcterisucs He ls a
shap * with', the -girls That i3
ng., He*wenrs ng- decorations.
he nta.rk 6 Dreally distingu.shed

He
Bue EEIG6S, PhRt is the pre.
slﬁg. St youhg, zood-looking,
eing " alarmingly se,. al his
vhat the French call’ charmeur,

sticcesded in charXming the (}:zar
Seti L} R ]

..:!;....._.._

ll

gists on being n.dr}cpsaed |

\25’"“?{’ about ]anuary 15t N
~Fhe size of our new storeis 112 feet decp ¥ an @vcracrc

Wi SF 33+6cet 2.4aches with .4 Busement&he same sizer i
lOn the groun& floog will bg located our Salesroomy; nthc
basement our Jewelry I \f[anufacturmo' -Department, which 'l
i| will be equipped with the very best machg\cry and tools '
|l for the mang up of special articles of Jevelry, such asi
medals, class pins, prize cups and’ presentation jewels; afso
fof the magufactuting of £old ;ewch'y, ‘diamond- mountings
and sucn other artxcles as we make up for out own stock

149

Gold }ewe’tfy:, Sterli“ﬁE‘S‘Wéi‘ ~Wires, Silver. Plated Wares; ‘f

Fme Leather Goods. Rich American Cut Glass, Clocks.

“such otheF litiésof merchandise-as-are usuallyy found-in:a

firstclass iewel'ry store, No stock in Southern California
can- in any Way ccmpeic with ours m c:;uantﬂ;yJ varxety.

sty[e or price,
Wben out, store is opened we would respectfu'ly invite”

Laf Frannels spaniol
fg;@liulle_ﬂﬂu.smd.—dezl—im
00, Is potent, . Napalepn may

with Sedgn, Jut.it cirymes even
wileh Austeriftz. "Bt why, it
tuﬁked, should -the -grandsgﬁ
T d-Bomaparteisbe NAQoleon
N0 Teasons; , Ygcause,
Thpétiol aydtii-trave-bean oA
Kye been, that Is,
other=things - We»re favorg le—-
codid, banause t.he;‘e is luek: m

* promise you itwill-be a stght vmrth sceulg and one.. not

. casxly fofgotty
_#nits f(wm‘ture. its bcautj. or in the artxsnc detazlé— gﬁ_
1ts at*ranucmem,;oqr store will be in- the first rank of Qxef

:

:

Umbrellas, Canes; *Waultah” China, Rcakwood Ware and- l q

yua“and::ymr-yz tmg- {nen:ds::’m"'mme =ane1~se°1i7—%"

| veryk b°st ,awe‘ry stoz‘es in the Umted—S‘afcs————*—-——-——'- LB
T e mmanxusﬁwouadu =

Larvest ,an‘d Be

¢ o,
Practlce on

These. R@—ﬁ@
Néivous Debxhty, "’.';
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Figure 13: Main lobby interior (CA, 2003)
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Address/l egal Information
PIN Number:

Lot Area (Calculated):
Thomas Brothers Grid:
Assessor Parcel No. (APN):
Tract:

Map Reference:

Block:

Lot

Arb (Lot Cut Reference):
Map Sheet:

Jurisdictional Information
Community Plan Area:
Area Planning Commission:
Neighborhood Council:
Council District:

Census Tract #:

LADBS District Office:

Planning and Zoning Information
Special Notes:

Zoning:

Zoning Information (Z1):

General Plan Land Use;

Plan Footnote - Site Req.:
Additional Plan Footnotes:

Specific Plan Area:

Design Review Board:

Historic Preservation Review:
Historic Preservation Overlay Zone:
Other Historic Designations:

Other Historic Survey Information:

Mills Act Contract:

POD - Pedestrian Oriented Districts:

CDO - Community Design Overlay:

NSO - Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay:
Streetscape:

Sign District;

Adaptive Reuse Incentive Area:

CRA - Community Redevelopment Agency:

Central City Parking:
Downtown Parking:
Building Line:

500 Ft Schoo! Zone:
500 Ft Park Zone:

Assessor Information

City of Los Angeles
Department of City Planning

05/08/2009
PARCEL PROFILE REPORT

130-5A213 202
28,714.9 (sq ft)
PAGE 008 - GRID 4F
5149008BRK
TR 060578-C

M B 1303-95/96
None

LTH1

None
130-5A211
130-5A213

Central City

Central

Downtown Los Angeles
CD 14 - Jose Huizar
2073.00

Los Angeles Metro

None

[QIC4-4D

Z1-2374 Los Angeles State
Enterprise Zone

Z1-2385 Greater Downtown
Housing Incentive Area
Z1-940 Central Business District
Redevelopment Project
Regional Center Commercial
See Plan Footnotes
Central City

None

No

Yes

None

US-02000330: Broadway Theatre
and Commercial District
(Boundary Increase)

None

None

None

None

None

No

No

Downtown Adaptive Reuse
Incentive Area

Central Business District
Redevelopment Project
City Center Redevelopment
Project

Yes

Yes

None

No

No

The contents of this report are bound by the User Agreement as described In the Terms and Condltlons of this website. For more detalls, please refer to the Terms & Conditions link located at http:/fzimas jacity.org.
{*) - APN Area: LA County Assessor's Office Is not the data provider for this Item. The data source is from the Los Angeles County's Public Works, Flood Control, Benefit Assessment.




Assessor Parcel No. (APN):

APN Area (Co. Public Works)*:

Use Code:

Assessed Land Val.:
Assessed Improvement Val.:
Last Owner Change:

Last Sale Amount:

Tax Rate Area:

Deed Ref No. (City Clerk):

Building 1:

1. Year Built:

1. Building Class:

1. Number of Units:

1. Number of Bedrooms:

1. Number of Bathrooms:

1. Building Square Footage:
Building 2:

2. Year Built:

2. Building Class:

2. Number of Units:

2. Number of Bedrooms:

2. Number of Bathrooms:

2. Building Square Footage:
Building 3:

3. Year Built:

3. Building Class;

3. Number of Units:

3. Number of Bedrooms:

3. Number of Bathrooms:

3. Building Square Footage:
Building 4:

4. Year Built:

4. Building Class:

4. Number of Units:

4, Number of Bedrooms:

4, Number of Bathrooms:

4. Building Square Footage:
Building 5:

5. Year Built:

5. Building Class:

5. Number of Units:

5. Number of Bedrooms:

5. Number of Bathrooms:

5. Building Square Footage:

Assessor Parcel No. (APN):

APN Area (Co. Public Works)*:

Use Code:

Assessed Land Val.:
Assessed Improvement Val.:
Last Owner Change:

Last Sale Amount:

Tax Rate Area:

Deed Ref No. (City Clerk):

Building 1:
1. Year Built:
1. Building Class:
1. Number of Units:
1. Number of Bedrooms:
1. Number of Bathrooms:

5149008034

0.012 (ac)

010E - Single Residence
é%ondominium Conversion)

$9
12/04/02
$0

3264
628386
2044982
1474871
146624
127971
0-222

Not Available
got Available

0
0
0.0 (sq ft)

Not Available
Not Available
8]

0
0
0.0 (sq ft)

Not Available
Blot Available

0
0
0.0 (sq ft)

Not Available
Not Available
0

0

0

None

Not Available
Not Available
0

0
0
0.0 (sq ft)

5149008035 -
0.012 (ac)

2710 - Parking Lot (Commercial)

$341,157
$1,102
12/04/02
$0

3264
628386
2944982
1474871
146624
127971
0-222

1950
Not Available
0

0
0

Tha contents of this report are bound by the User Agraement as described in the Terms and Conditions of this website. For more detalls, please refer to the Terms & Conditions link located at http://zimas.lacity.org.
{*} - APN Area: LA County Assessor's Office is not the data provider for this itam. The data source is from the Los Angeles County's Public Works, Fiood Control, Benefit Assessment.



Case Number:
CHC-2009-1373-HCM
Declaration Letter Mailing List
MAILING DATE: July 23, 2009

CRA/LA

Attn: Cynthia Foronda
354 S. Spring St., Ste. 800
Mail Stop 182

Scott Mahoy, Scott Young, Anito To
Douglas Bldg. Property Assoc.

257 S. Spring ST., #PH-F

Los Angeles, CA 90012

00915 @AMINY

GIS/Fae Tsukamoto
City Hall, Room 825
Mail Stop 395

CRA/LA
Attn: Cynthia Foronda
cforonda(@cra.lacity.org

Jonathan Moore
257 S. Spring ST., #2L
Los Angeles, CA 90012

AYIAV-0H-008-L —

wodAane mmm

Council District 14
City Hall, Room 465
Mail Stop 223

257 Spring Street LLC
633 W. 5" St., 56™ Fl.
Los Angeles, CA 90071

Scott Mahoy
257 S. Spring St., 2H
Los Angeles, CA 90012
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