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APPEAL TO: THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL 

REGARDING CASE NO. 11-0129 Recreation and Parks Commission 5/20/11 
RELATED FILES: Council File 11-0884 Assert Jurisdiction of 5/20/11 Decision 

PROJECT ADDRESS: Autry National Center 
4700 Western Heritage Way 
Los Angeles, CA 90027 

FINAL DATE TO APPEAL: None under Public Resources Code Sec. 21151(c) in 
absence of an implementing ordinance. 

TYPE OF APPEAL: Appeal by person, other than the Applicant, aggrieved by decision 

APPELLANT INFORMATION: Daniel Wright on behalf of 
Mount Washington Homeowners Alliance and 
Charles Fisher, Historian, Individually 
467 Crane Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90065 
(323) 223-4797 telephone fiberflash@gmail.com 

REPRESENTATIVE INFORMATION: 
Daniel Wright 
467 Crane Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90065 
(323) 223-4797 telephone fiberflash@gmail.com 

REASON FOR APPEALING: See attached. 

PROCEDURE: 

Appeal package includes: 

This appeal is taken from the Recreation and Parks 
Directors determination that the project is not subject 
to California Environmental Quality Act 

Appellant is following the format of the master appeal 
form for the City Planning Department because the 
Recreation and Park Department and City Council have 
no known appeal forms for an appeal filed under Public 
Resources Code section 21151(c). 

THIS APPEAL COVER SHEET 
JUSTIFICATION FOR APPEAL 
STAFF REPORT FOR 11-0129 (in the absence of 
adopted Commission meeting minutes for the May 20, 
2011 meeting)(Exhibit 10) 
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JUSTIFICATION FOR APPEAL UNDER PUBLIC RESOURCES CODE SECTION 
21151(c), 

This appeal is filed under the authority of the California Environmental 
Quality Act ("CEQA") and specifically Public Resources Code section 21151(c) which 
reads: 

"If a non-elected decision-making body of a local lead 
agency certifies an environmental impact report, 
approves a negative declaration or mitigated negative 
declaration, or determines that a project is not subject 
to this division. that certification approval, or 
determination may be appealed to the agency's elected 
decision-making body, if any." (emphasis added.) 

In this case, the City of Los Angeles' Department of Recreation and Parks 
Commission purported to make a determination that a proposed project of the 
Autry National Center was exempt from CEQA environmental review. That 
determination of exemption from CEQA is, under Public Resources Code section 
21151(c) appealable to the City's elected decision-making body, the Los Angeles 
City Council. 

The Prior Effort ofthe Autry Museum to Appropriate to Itself. The Primary 
Public Exhibits of the Southwest Museum 

Appellants incorporate by reference all environmental documentation, 
correspondence, requests for notification from members of the public and project 
description documents related to the Autry National Center Improvement Project 
SCH No. 2007051084, CPC-2008-2548-VCU-ZV-SPR, Recreation and Parks Report 
EIR RP-013-07, Board Report 9-106 which all inform the narrative that follows to 
describe the Autry Museum expansion ambitions to move the Southwest Museum 
since 2005. 

The former Autry Western Heritage Museum obtained the 50-year lease in 
1987 from the City of Los Angeles for a 1 0-acre parcel of the People's land in Griffith 
Park. Pursuant to the lease agreement, the museum pays a rental payment of $1 per 
year. The Autry National Center lists on its 2004 audited financial statements the 
fair market value of this gift from the People of Los Angeles at approximately 
$10,893,616, an in-kind donation from the City of$340,426 annually according to 
the same statements (footnote 7.) Before discounting to present value in the 
audited financial statements, the 50-year lease represents a stream of p'ast and 
future in -kind donations from the People totaling $17,021,300. 

Given the magnitude of the City of Los Angeles' donation of taxpayer assets to 
the Autry Museum, the lease agreement between the City and the museum imposes 
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a number of provisions that entitle the City to have oversight of any proposals to 
modify external or internal walls of the building exceeding $25,000 in value, 
monitor cash receipts (which the City has failed to enforce), and determine whether 
or not the lease should be extended for any further period of time. 

In December 2002, the Boards of the Autry Western Heritage Museum and 
the Southwest Museum announced that they had agreed in principle to a merger of 
the two institutions, under the protective umbrella of a fund-raising and 
administrative arm to be called the "Autry National Center of the American West" 
("ANC"). Under the terms of the merger, the ANC assumed all of the fiduciary duties 
and donor restrictions imposed on the Southwest Museum. 

As part of its master planning process, the ANC hired a multi-disciplinary 
team of experts to assess the (1) physical feasibility of rehabilitating the Southwest 
Museum to continue service as a primary exhibition site of its 250,000 piece 
collection, and (2) the ability of a rehabilitated site, with proper marketing that the 
former Southwest Museum Board failed to do, to generate appropriate revenue in 
support of operations. 

In fall 2004, at the insistence of then City Councilmember Antonio 
Villaraigosa, the ANC released its expert's Rehabilitation Report. The 227-page 
report showed that the 1914 extra thick adobe walled building constructed under 
the supervision of Charles F. Lummis had withstood earthquakes as violent as the 
1933 Long Beach, the 1987 Whittier-Narrows, and the 1994 Northridge without 
significant structural failure - a remarkable feat for a building constructed in 1912-
1914. Although the Northridge earthquake inflicted some damage for which FEMA 
gave the Southwest Museum $1 million to retrofit and protect the building in the 
future, the expert team identified additional reinforcement of the long narrow 
windows and doors of the museum's tower is recommended seismic protect as part 
of any rehabilitation project. 

The experts in life-safety systems not surprisingly found the electrical, 
plumbing, heating and cooling systems beyond their useful lives and recommended 
replacement as part of the rehabilitation project. The HVAC experts concluded that 
area-based heating and cooling systems, placed in attics and closets of the 
Southwest Museum building and replacement of doors and windows would enable 
it to be rehabilitated to meet museum standards for exhibition of sensitive artifacts 
(50% humidity; 72 degrees). 

The historic resources and architectural team articulated two options for 
rehabilitation: (A) rehabilitation of the Southwest Museum with no addition, and (B) 
rehabilitation and a modest addition to enable better handling of traveling museum 
exhibits. Construction estimates during the height of the construction "bubble" 
estimated Option A at $16 million and Option Bat $21 million. 
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On the revenue question, the expert team, using extremely conservative 
estimates, showed that the Southwest Museum, rehabilitated and properly 
marketed will recover about 38% of its operational costs through admissions, 
memberships, and sales. The report noted that the typical museum recovers 
between 30% and SOo/o, placing the Southwest Museum right in the median of such 
an economic standard. 

When the ANC released the Rehabilitation Report, it slapped a letter on the 
front that stated: The Autry Board of Directors has "determined" that it is not 
feasible to operate the Southwest Museum. Ironically, the 227 pages that follow the 
Board's cover letter prove exactly the opposite: that the Southwest Museum could 
very feasibly be rehabilitated and operated. The Friends of the Southwest Museum 
later learned that at the time Autry claimed that the Southwest Museum was not 
economically feasible with at least a 38% cost recovery rate, the Autry Museum in 
Griffith Park was only recovering 11 o/o of its operating costs from admissions, 
memberships, and sales. This demonstrates the fundamental refusal of the Autry 
Board to follow the advice of its team of experts and overwhelming public support 
for the expert's conclusions. 

Instead, the ANC arrogantly proceeded to dismantle the Southwest Museum 
institution and try to forever submerge it under the Autry name. On March 7, 2005, 
the ANC issued a press release that it would apply to the City of Los Angeles for 
entitlements to expand the building of the Museum of the American West in Griffith 
Park. The press release specifically stated that the Autry would move the collections 
and exhibitions of the Southwest Museum into the expanded building. The press 
release specifically indicated that at least 20,000 square feet of the expanded 
building would be galleries to exhibit the collections of the Southwest Museum. 

The announcement of Autry's intent to create exhibit spaces redundant of the 
1914 National Register of Historic Places Southwest Museum building in Mount 
Washington drew instantaneous and universal condemnation. The Friends of the 
Southwest Museum and most of its nearly 70 community based and nationally 
affiliated organizations adopted resolutions demanding that the City, as a condition 
of any entitlements granted to the Autry regarding its building in Griffith Park be 
conditioned on the Autry being required to continue to operate the historic 
Southwest Museum site. 

Despite a stern warning letter issued by the Appellant, Mount Washington 
Homeowners Alliance, the ANC hired expensive land use attorneys and lobbyists to 
seek to override the public's nearly uniform condemnation of its ambitions to 
subsume the City's first and most historic museum into needless obscurity. 

Pursuant to its lease agreement, the Autry was required to apply to the City, 
acting through its Board of Recreation and Parks Commission, for permission to 
make such proposed expansion of uses of the building, constructed in City parkland 
entrusted by Griffith J. Griffith. 
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The Prior Environmental Review 

The Environmental Section of the Recreation and Parks Department of the 
City determined that an environmental impact report should be prepared to comply 
with CEQA. In contravention of proper CEQA practice, the Autry's hired consultants 
commenced traffic studies, biological resource studies, and similar studies before 
the Recreation and Parks Department gave notice to the public by issuing a Notice of 
Preparation of an environmental impact report. 

Apparently, this was done by ANC's attorneys, William Delvac and George 
Mihlsten of Latham & Watkins, in order to evade for as long as possible an 
undeniable obligation to list Autry as a lobbying client under the City's Municipal 
Lobbying ordinance. When Latham & Watkins, and Autry's public relations lobbyist, 
Steve Sugerman went more than a year without listing Autry as a lobbying client 
and reporting payments to the City Ethics Commission, a member of the community . 
filed detailed complaints with the Ethics Commission pointing out that such 
deliberate omissions were misdemeanor crimes. To the best of the knowledge of 
Appellant, these complaints are still under investigation because the Ethics 
Commission has never issued a letter to the complaining party indicating an end of 
the investigation. 

Finally, in May 2007, the Environmental Section of the Recreation and Parks 
Department issued a Notice of Preparation and conducted public hearings. 
Numerous commenters, including those with expertise in traffic, historic resources, 
and land use, commented on the Notice of Preparation. In one notorious incident at 
one of the Public Scoping Meetings, Autry's entitlement attorney from Latham & 
Watkins, William Delvac, began loudly screaming at well~known historic resources 
expert, Charles Fisher, as Delvac vehemently denied that moving the Southwest 
Museum's exhibition halls from the historic site would impair its National Register 
status. 

In preparing the Draft Environmental Impact Report, the EIR consultant and 
Latham & Watkins attorneys had a big problem: the protection of the Southwest 
Museum in the City's General Plan. The Northeast Community Plan, within which 
the Southwest Museum lies, contains provisions stating that the City of Los Angeles 
will only take actions that support maintenance of the Southwest Museum on Mount 
Washington. If the Autry and City acknowledged the existence of this provision of 
the General Plan, the announced movement of the Southwest Museum from Mount 
Washington to the Griffith Park site would trigger a finding of significant 
environmental impact. 

Under CEQA, the lead agency has a duty to mitigate all significant impacts. If 
the Autry and City conceded that replicating the Southwest's exhibition halls in the 
Griffith Park museum building was a significant impact, it was under an obligation 
to adopt a less harmful project alternative to mitigate the impact. The 2004 
Rehabilitation Report, with its 227 pages of experts hired by Autry itself was 
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substantial evidence in the record that the rehabilitation and reuse of the Southwest 
Museum was physically feasible and economically viable within museum norms. 
Thus, in order to avoid having to adopt the rehabilitation of the Southwest Museum 
as the environmentally superior alternative, Autry's advisors chose a different 
course. 

The Autry knew that seeking permission to remove the protection of the 
Southwest Museum from the General Plan would be an admission that its expansion 
would inflict harm on the future ofthe Southwest Museum at its National Register of 
Historic Places site. Therefore, Mr. Delvac and the EIR consultant decided to write 
the EIR to ignore the Southwest Museum. Throughout the document, the EIR falsely 
claimed that the expansion project in Griffith Park was "unrelated" to the historic 
Southwest Museum site. Their strategy, a blatant breach of the City's CEQA duty of a 
"good faith" effort to disclose and mitigate impacts, was to simply deny over and 
over that there was any connection between building 20,000 square feet of 
Southwest Museum exhibition space in Griffith Park and the existence of viable 
exhibition space in the historic Southwest Museum building. 

In Final EIR responses to written comments submitted after relase of the 
Draft EIR, Autry's consultants and attorneys wrote responses adopted by the 
Recreation and Parks environmental unit staff that continued the charade that the 
proposed 20,000 square feet of new exhibition space in the Griffith Park building 
had nothing to do with the possible removal of Southwest Museum exhibition space 
from Mount Washington in violation of the General Plan. 

After release of Final EIR comments and prior to certification of the Final EIR, 
a group of individuals who ·actually wrote and administered the Northeast 
Community Plan for nearly two decades, submitted substantial evidence of how 
Autry and its EIR consultants/attorneys had subverted the EIR disclosure process to 
avoid triggering an obligation to adopt the 2004 Rehabilitation Report to mitigate 
the significant land use impact. In a detailed letter and supporting exhibits, the 
original City Planner and City-appointed community advisors on the Northeast Plan, 
they opined that the City's EIR had studiously sought to ignore the significant land 
use impact that could be mitigated merely by adopting a plan to more inexpensively 
rehabilitate the Southwest Museum's building envelope and gallery exhibition space 
in accordance with the 2004 Rehabilitation Report. 

The Hearing Before the Board of Referred Powers 

Although normally, the request for expansion of the museum building would 
go to the Recreation and Parks Commission acting on behalf of the City, the hearing 
and decision was transferred pursuant to City Charter to the Board of Referred 
Powers. The referral to the Board of Referred Powers was based upon the City 
Attorney's determination that Barry Sanders, the President of the Recreation and 
Parks Commission had a disqualifying interest pursuant to Government Code 
section 1090. As a retired partner of the law firm of Latham & Watkins, the Autry's 
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attorneys, Mr. Sanders was determined to have an interest in Autry's approvals. 
Because state law presumes that Mr. Sanders' conflicting interest "infected" the 
entire Recreation and Parks Commission, the City Attorney determined that the 
entire Recreation and Parks Commission was disqualified from hearing the Autry's 
application and EIR. 

The hearing on the Autry's entitlements and EIR came before a July 2009 
hearing before the Board of Referred Powers. Consistent with the more than 7,000 
persons who signed petitions demanding that the City impose a condition on Autry's 
entitlements in Griffith Park that assured Autry would continue to rehabilitate and 
return the Southwest Museum to service as a site to exhibit its huge collections, the 
City Council's Board of Referred Powers and City Council were besieged with letters, 
faxes, and telephone calls from people all over the City demanding that the City 
enforce its General Plan commitment to maintain the Southwest Museum on Mount 
Washington. Long-time employees ofthe City Clerk's office and City Council offices 
informed us at the time that they had never seen such an outpouring of heart-felt 
opposition to a real estate development proposal before the City Council. 

On the day of the hearing, the scheduled hearing room, the Public Works 
Hearing room, was quickly closed by the Fire Department because so many people 
came to City Hall to demand protection of the Southwest Museum. The Autry had a 
sizable number of supporters in the audience too, including a group of young 
students who refused to disclose why they were attending the hearing although no 
one had ever seen them before in the years and public meetings leading up to the 
Board of Referred Powers Hearing. Due to the swelling size of the crowd, the 
meeting was moved to City Hall chambers which was the largest space available. 
Literally all seats in chambers were taken and people were standing in the aisles 
and back of the room. 

Sp,ecific Knowledge of Recreation and Parks Staff of the General Plan Negative 
Impact and Cultural Resource Negative Impact by Removing Southwest 
Museum Exhibits to Griffith Park 

For the hearing, Friends of Southwest Museum representatives Nicole 
Possert and Daniel Wright were given 15 minutes to summary the demand that the 
Autry expansion project not be approved without a protective project condition as 
the community had demanded for over 4 years. With Recreation and Parks General 
Manager John Mukri and Environmental Unit staffer Dave Attaway sitting in the 
front row, they listened as Daniel Wright reviewed in detail the letter of the City's 
land use experts and their expert conclusion that the Autry expansion project, to the 
extent that it rendered the exhibition spaces of the historic museum building 
redundant and useless, violated the City's General Plan to pursue only policies that 
maintained the Southwest Museum on Mount Washington. Mukri and his 
environmental staff also listened to testimony how the 2004 Rehabilitation Report, 
if made a condition of project approval for the Griffith Park expansion, would 
mitigation the potential negative impacts on the General Plan. There was also 



review of other expert letters in the administrative record demonstrating that the 
removal of the Southwest Museum's exhibition halls to Griffith Park would also 
trigger a negative impact on the cultural resource of the Southwest Museum. 

Thereafter, Councilmember Huizar appeared before his City Council 
colleagues on the Board of Referred Powers. He asked the Board to deferred 
hearing for 30 days while he met with Autry representative to negotiate the terms of 
a protective condition consistent with that demanded by the Friends of the 
Southwest Museum Coalition and 7,000 petition signatories since 2005. Over the 
objection of Autry representatives from Latham & Watkins, the Board granted the 
continuance. 

In early August, without consulting Council member Huizar, the Autry 
announced it was withdrawing its project proposal. In angry rhetoric, Autry tried to 
publicly blame Councilmember Huizar and the Friends of the Southwest Museum 
Coalition, however, examination of the subsequent audited financial statements of 
the Autry reveal the real story: Autry had not raised sufficient funds to construct the 
grandiose expansion plan in Griffith Park 

Autry Goes Underground and Stealth With A Revised Project That Retains The 
Plan To Move Southwest Museum Exhibitions To Griffith Park 

Recent events suggest that Autry was advised by Latham & Watkins to 
completely withdraw its former project so as to try to submit a "new project" that 
was free from CEQA obligations to provide notice to actions associated with the 
revised expansion project. In the Recreation and Parks files on Autry, there are 
more than 100 written requests to receive notices of hearings and environmental 
documents. Apparently, Autry was advised to characterize its expansion and 
enlargement of its exhibition galleries in the basement of its building as a "new" 
proposal, even though its thrust is purpose is unchanged from the prior building 
expansion proposal. From August 2009 when it "withdrew" its expansion project to 
June 30, 2010 when it issued a press release announcing two other projects, Autry 
never presented its proposals to any community organization or Los Angeles 
neighborhood council. 

Councilmember Huizar Offers Significant Financial Assistance to an Autry 
Rehabilitation of the Southwest Museum Which Is Turned Down By The Board 

Just like the Autry has done before with community organizations and public 
officials, it met in "negotiations" with City Councilmember Huizar while it prepared 
plans to make another run at entitlements to replicate the Southwest Museum's 
exhibition galleries and ethnobotanical gardens in its Griffith Park location. 

Councilmember Huizar offered the Autry a package of City supported 
assistance to help with rehabilitation and re-opening of the Southwest Museum: 



1. Up to $25 million in low~ interest economic stimulus loans which would cover 
the entire estimated cost of designing and constructing Option B of the 
2004 Rehabilitation Report. 

2. The City's letter of support if the Autry applied to the State Department of 
Recreation and Parks for a Southwest Museum rehabilitation grant 
funded out of the State's Proposition 84 competitive grant program. 

3. Exploration of a modest cultural parcel tax to provide a number of years of 
operational funds to support the Southwest Museum and repayment of 
the low-interest loans. 

Autry CEO John Gray flatly refused the City's proffered package of significant 
financial assistance. 

The Proposition 84 Application for Griffith Park Exhibitions to Replicate the 
Southwest's Exhibits 

Instead, Gray worked with architect Brenda Levin to put together a 
Proposition 84 application for $6.1 million of taxpayer funds to pay for replicating 
Southwest Museum exhibits and ethnobotanical gardens at the Griffith Park site. On 
the day that the grant application was due in Sacramento, the Autry issued a press 
release that it had purchased a Burbank building on Victory Boulevard where it 
intended to move all of the collections of the Autry and Southwest Museum, 
including the famed Braun Library on Mount Washington. 

Additionally, the Autry publicly declared that it would add 25,000 square feet 
of new exhibition space. The press release announced that the Autry intended to 
include a permanent gallery devoted to the story of Native Americas living in the 
West before European settlers- called First Californians. This same gallery existed 
at the Southwest Museum and was tied to the Jrd grade state curriculum guidelines 
for history. For decades, 3rd graders took field trips to the Southwest Museum, 
walked down its unique Mayan tunnel entrance and up into the 1914 adobe building 
to experience the same permanent exhibit. Additionally, the press release claimed 
that new gallery space would be added for rotating exhibits of the Southwest 
Museum's collections- an experience formerly available in the historic building as 
well. Finally, the press release vaguely stated that an outdoor landscape area now 
called "Trails West" would be redesigned. We now know it is Autry's intention. to 
replace the Southwest Museum's outdoor ethnobotanical garden with the redesign 
of the Trails West outdoor garden. 

The June 2010 press release states vaguely: "The Autry is currently seeking 
partnerships with educational, cultural, or civic organizations to develop future 
programs suitable to the Southwest Museum site." While continuing to publicly 
make this claim, Councilmember Huizar and his staff have reported to meetings of 
the Friends of the Southwest Museum that Autry has "no plan" for the Southwest 
Museum after Autry finishes using it for 10 years as a warehouse and private 
conservation laboratory, Autry has offered the Southwest Museum building to the 



City or anyone else the Autry thinks it can hand it off to without any continuing 
financial obligation ~which has been its plan all along. 

The Notice of Exemption 

On May 10, 2010, Autry CEO John Gray contacted Recreation and Parks 
General Manager Jon Mukri. He represented to Mukri that: "Autry plans to do an 
internal reconfiguration of the galleries and a refurbishment of Trail's West, our 
outdoor space on the north end of the building. We are applying for a significant 
grant from the State of California, and we will need some support from your 
department. That would include a SEQUA letter and a discussion of the terms of the 
lease. Once before your department sent a letter for SEQUA that related to our new 
boilers, and this is a similar request. May we come in and visit with you and the 
appropriate staff next week?" Exhibit 1. Mr. Mukri passed the communication to 
Superintendent, Michael Shull, who assigned David Attaway, one of the only two 
employees in the Recreation and Parks Environmental Section (and who was 
present in City Council chambers in July 2009 to hear the link between replacement 
of the Southwest Museum in Griffith Park and violation ofthe City's General Plan), to 
assist Mr. Gray. Thus, Mr. Gray represented to Department officials that the project 
consisted of merely "internal reconfiguration of galleries." 

The files ofthe Recreation and Parks Department show that Autry CEO, John 
Gray, and his Government Relations Lobbyist, David Burton, visited Recreation and 
Parks staff and left behind their business card and two pages of a five page Planning 
Document entitled Autry Gallery Reinstallation. Dated May 12, 2010. It was 
stamped "Received 5/13/10'' 

Page 2 of 5 showed the existing lower floor of the museum building which 
consisted of both existing galleries (Family Discovery, Cowboy, Vaquero, Law and 
Order, Community, Conquest, Opportunity) and non-public collection storage, 
collection management, conservation labs, curator offices, and administrative 
offices. Page 4 of 5, entitled "Final Reinstallation" showed shaded areas and bold 
capital letters designating conversion of all existing gallery space on the lower floor 
which was consistent with Mr. Gray's representation. However, page 4 of 5 showed 
that virtually all space currently used for non-public Collections Storage, were to be 
converted to exhibition space, thereby adding tens of thousands of additional square 
footage of exhibition space. Additionally, other former storage, conservation, and 
curatorial office spaces were proposed to be removed and converted to new "Public 
Space", "Event Space" and "Restrooms". 

To any person with experience with CEQA, as David Attaway and Paul Davis 
of the Recreation and Parks staff have, the conversion of former non-public storage 
and office space should have immediately rung bells regarding environmental 
impacts from the substantial expansion of new gallery spaces, new "public space" 
with no described program, and new "event space". And certainly there appeared to 
be a significant additional public use anticipated with the construction of new 
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restrooms to apparently serve a huge new "art gallery" right next to the new "event 
space" and new "public space." Compare floor plans in Exhibit 2. 

On May 13, 2011, John Gray wrote to Cid Macaraeg and copied Paul Davis to 
describe the need for a "comfort letter" from the Department. Gray explained that 
the state grant required a 30 year lease term and that in order to get the grant, he 
needed a letter from the landlord saying that the lease would be extended. Gray 
emphasized that "Autry does not plan to ask the City to extend the lease at this time, 
so we would ask the City for a comfort letter." Exhibit 3. 

On May 17,2011, John Gray forward to Cid Macaraeg three email 
attachments consisting of a letter from Autry to Parks and Recreation, a proposed 
draft of how Autry wanted the comfort Jetter to read, and the lease guidelines­
presumably from the state grant. Exhibit 3 contains the cover email but none of the 
attachments which the Recreation and Parks Department have not produced in 
response to public records requests. Cid Macaraeg forwarded the materials to 
managers Michael Shull, Vicki Isreal, and Kevin Regan asking: "Are there any 
impediments to granting them this letter?" The next day, with no analysis how the 
Recreation and Parks staff have authority to provide assurances that its Board woul 
act in the future to grant a lease extension, Michael Shull replied to all and merely 
said: "Please give them the letter." By May 26, 2011, Cid Macaraeg sent a scan ofthe 
signed comfort letter to Mr. Gray with a report that the original is in the mail. 

In fact, the staff of the Recreation and Parks Department have no authority to 
grant a lease term extension or speculate on whether or not the Recreation and 
Parks Department Commission might in the future extend the lease term. 
Nonetheless, the staff issued this comfort letter to state officials. 

On May 26, 2010, Paul Davis of the Environmental Section delegated to the 
Autry the task of preparing the City's Notice of Exemption Form: 

"John, Attached is the Notice of Exemption form that we 
will need to complete for your grant application along 
with the CEQA Certification page from the grant 
instruction. Please complete the "Project Title" "Project 
Address" and "Project Description" sections of the NOE 
form and return it to me along with the certification 
page. I will complete the rest of these forms and return 
them to you for the application." Exhibit 4. 

A few weeks went by and then on June 10, 2011, David Burton, Autry Government 
Relations Lobbyist, sent back to Paul Davis the Autry's proposed wording of the 
Notice of Exemption, a CEQA certification form for the state grant, and most 
significantly an extended description of the Project. The Autry Gallery Redesign, 
contrary to the floor plan of the project previously provided to the Department 
misrepresented that: 
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"In 2011, the Autry will embark on a redesign of its 
exhibition galleries and other public spaces. [In fact, 
tens of thousands of square feet of former non-public 
spaces are included in this project as shown on the 
drawings in Exhibit 2.] The first phase ofthis multi­
year project will be the creation of two exhibit galleries 
and an outdoor teaching garden devoted to the 
indigeous peoples of California, their relationship to the 
natural environment, and key stewardship practices 
they have employed in sustaining their traditions and 
lifeways .... " (Bold emphasis added.) Exhibit 4. 

The Project Description for the Autry's proposed version of the Notice of Exemption 
however only focused upon a project description for just a portion of the total 
project depicted on the Autry Gallery Reinstallation as shown on the page 4 of 5 of 
the Final Reinstallation. In other words, the Project DesG,ription did not contain a 
description of the "whole of the action" contemplated including all phases "of this 
multi-year project", and because it did not contain the entire project admittedly 
planned by the Autry National Center, the Project Description violated CEQA 
obligations of the City. 

On June 18, 2011, Paul Davis of the Department's Environmental Section, 
forwarded scanned final versions of the Notice of Exemption, and the grant CEQA 
certification form to Autry's Government Relations Lobbyist, David Burton. Exhibit 
5. Both the Project Description and the Justification for Project Exemption was 
different from the draft version sent from the Autry. The Project Description 
remained deficient under CEQA requirements to examine the entire proposed 
project with all phases. Instead it was focused only on the portion of the Autry's 
overall project that was proposed for funding by the State: 

"The proposed project will [sic] to create two exhibit 
galleries and an outdoor teaching garden devoted to the 
indigenous peoples of California ... " 

Additionally, even if the project was limited to just the two galleries, the Justification 
for Project Exemption was false and erroneous. It represented that it was not an 
addition of gallery space. However, a comparison of the two floor plans in Exhibit 2 
shows that a collections storage area was to be converted into gallery space 
representing an expansion of public use areas from existing project conditions. 
Furthermore, the justification represented that the Project did not expand use of the 
facility, but the total project shown on page 4 of 5 of Exhibit 2 clearly showed to 
Recreation and Parks Department staff that significant expansion of the non-public 
spaces to new galleries and special event space was part of the full project. 
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It is clear from the record that Recreation and Parks staff focused allowed the 
Autry Museum to inappropriately propose a CEQA project description tailored to a 
single project funding source, instead of requiring environmental analysis of the 
entire "whole of the action" as mandated by CEQA. See CEQA Guidelines Section 
15378. CEQA does not contemplate or permit a Project description to be narrowed 
to focus simply on a portion of a project contemplated. Furthermore, CEQA does not 
permit an applicant or public agency to break a project down into piecemeal 
portions and process each of them as exemptions. The Notice of Exemption 
therefore was null and void under California case law. 

Mr. Burton ofthe Autry Museum picked up the signed original Notice of 
Exemption from Recreation and Parks staff and filed it in the County Clerk's and City 
Clerk's office, apparently in the hope to trigger and run out the CEQA statute of 
limitations before any member of the public learned of it 

This entire process occurred behind closed doors with rio notice to the public 
even though literally hundreds of people submitted to the Recreation and Parks 
Department specific written requests to receive copies of all notices, hearing 
notices, agendas and related to Autry projects. 

Once the Notice of Exemption was ticking in the County Clerk's office, the 
Autry Museum issued a press release on June 30, 2010. The Autry's press release 
characterized the project as a $75 million seven-year project at both the Griffith 
Park Museum location and a warehouse purchased in Burbank. It also disclosed to 
the public (and presumably Recreation and Parks Department staff) that: 

"Over the past year, the Autry has worked closely with 
Brenda Levin, Principal of Levin & Associates, on a 
planning study for the Griffith Park facility. The study 
determined that if the Autry is to dramatically increase 
and modernize its galleries in the existing building, it 
must free up spaces on the first floor that are currently 
used for offices, conservation laboratories, and 
collection storage. To achieve this goal, the Autry will 
establish an off-site Research and Resource Center, 
which will accommodate its curatorial offices, 
laboratories, research libraries, and approximately 
500,000 artworks and artifacts that have been stored 
until now in both Griffith Park and Mt. Washington 
facilities .... Brenda Levin's plan will open up the first­
floor level of the museum, adding 25,000 square feet of 
gallery space. These new galleries, sch.eduled to being 
opening in 2013, will allow for the presentation of 
multiple exhibitions. Highlights include First 
Californians, a permanent gallery devoted to the story 
of Native Americans living in the West before European 
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settlers arrived; a new gallery space for rotating 
exhibitions of the Southwest Museum's outstanding 
Native American collection; and a redesign of the 
outdoor landscape area now called Trails West." 
Exhibit 6. 

This press release was significantly at odds with the extremely limited project 
description then on file with the County Clerk, but Recreation and Parks staff did not 
pull the Notice of Exemption back. The press release made clear what the Autry 
danced around in its interactions with Recreation and Parks staff in obtaining the 
Notice of Exemption: 

The new galleries, including the one proposed for funding by the state grant, 
were to replace the Southwest Museum permanent galleries that existed at the 
historic National Register of Historic Places Southwest Museum building. In a Fall 
2010 issue of the Autry Museum's magazine, Mr. Gray reaffirmed that the planning 
process since withdraw of the original expansion proposal was: 

"Over the past year our board and staff have worked 
together energetically on a plan to create greater 
exhibition space within the walls of our existing Griffith 
Park museum, getting us back on track to fulfill a key 
principle of the merger - the interweaving of the Native 
American experience into the larger story of the 
American West." Exhibit 7. 

In fall of 2010, the Friends of the Southwest Museum Coalition, through public 
records inspections, first learned ofthe Autry's processing of the faulty Notice of 
Exemption in connection with its grant application to the state. On February 23, 
2011. counsel for two of the founding organizations of the Coalition, the Highland 
Park Heritage Trust and the Mount Washington Homeowners Alliance, put state 
grant authorities on notice that the Notice of Exemption for the Autry project was 
null and void. Additionally, it pointed out that the terms of the Autry's lease 
agreement with the City requires discretionary approval by the Board of Recreation 
and Parks Commission, the Notice of Exemption, flawed as it was, could not have 
triggered the running of the CEQA statute of limitations. The state, affected City 
Councilmembers, and the Autry were put on notice that the proposal to replicate the 
Southwest Museum exhibition galleries was a negative environmental impact on the 
City's General Plan as set forth in letters previously submitted to the City Council 
File for the previous Autry projects. Exhibit 8. 

Apparently, the Autry and Recreation and Parks Department agrees that the 
Project as now reconfigured requires discretionary approval of the Board of 
Recreation and Parks Commission. However, even though he was found to have an 
unlawful interest in the Autry's prior expansion plan proposals, Recreation and 
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Parks Commission President Barry Sanders has presided over guiding the Autry's 
new expansion proposal through approval before his previously conflicted Board. 

Many people in the Friends of the Southwest Museum Coalition not only have 
previously sent written demands to be placed on notice lists for Autry's project, but 
are subscribed to the City's Early Notification System for meeting agendas of the 
Board of Recreation and Parks Commission. Based upon preliminary research, it 
appears that every person who previously opposed the 2009 Autry expansion 
proposal stopped receiving emailed meeting agendas even though they had not 
unsubscribed from the list at the City's Early Notification System webpage. 
According to the City Clerk, each department manages its Early Notification System 
email list which means that this system is under the supervision of Mr. Sanders, the 
Commission President. There has been a demand that the City Council investigate 
how it is that some people received emailed meeting agendas in May 2011 and those 
who have previously spoken against the Autry expansion project did not. Exhibit 9. 

Additionally, although Recreation and Parks staff announced that the regular 
meeting would be moved from May 18 to May 20, there was plenty of time for Mr. 
Sanders to issue a meeting agenda in compliance with the 72-hour minimum notice 
requirement of the Brown Act Apparently, the agenda for the May 20, 2011 
meeting was nominally posted at some bulletin boards about 45 hours before the 
meeting, but the culled email list for the Early Notification System only received the 
meeting agenda for a lesser period of time. 

Because persons monitoring the Recreation and Parks Commission's Early 
Notification System were excluded from receiving the meeting agenda, knowing of 
the existence of the. Autry's project item on the agenda, and participating in their 
government, the Autry project was approved by the Recreation and Parks Board on 
May 20, 2011 with testimony of four Autry employees. 

According to the staff report dated May 20, 2011 for Item 11-129, and 
attachments, (Exhibit 10.) the project now shows modifications of both external 
and internal walls of the Museum building which were not shown in the drawings 
provided to the Department staff back in May 2010. The Notice of Exemption relied 
upon by the Department staff and Commission is the June 18, 2010 form in Exhibit 
5, even though that form erroneously states that no exterior walls of the 
Museum building are to be modified. Thus, the Project description in the June 
2010 Notice of Exemption varies from the project approved on May 20, 2011 by the 
Commission. 

Additionally, the ongoing failure of the Recreation and Parks Department to 
prepare a proper Project Description of the whole project contemplated by the 
Autry Museum has resulted in a failure to identify potentially significant 
environmental impacts of the project. There is substantial evidence before the 
Recreation and Parks Department and Commission that the actual project 
contemplated by the Autry will convert substantial non~public spaces of the existing 



building to expanded galleries and public events spaces that did not exist before. 
Additionally, even though Recreation and Parks staff sat through an explanation of 
how the replication of Southwest Museum exhibits in the Griffith Park facility would 
violate the a protective provision of the Southwest Museum in the City's General 
Plan, there has been no acknowledgement of the potential impact in the revised 
project which clearly is intended to rendering the historic Southwest Museum 
building redundant- enabling the Autry to sell it or give it away to breach its 
merger fiduciary duties to the Southwest Museum. 

Because there is substantial evidence in the record that the Notice of 
Exemption was obtained by fraud or error by representatives of the Autry Museum, 
the case of Smith v. County of Santa Barbara (1992) 7 CaLApp.4th 770, 773, the 
Notice of Exemption, obtained through such misrepresentation or error is null and 
void and no valid building permits may issue from such faulty, incomplete 
environmental review. 

Additionally, in accordance with CEQA, because the Recreation and Parks 
staff had no authority to approve this project under the terms of the Autry /City 
lease agreement, no project approval could have occurred until the Board acted on 
May 20, 2011. (and which is WHY the Board acted). Accordingly, the filing of the 
Notice of Exemption in June 2010, obtained in fraud or substantial 
misrepresentation, could not and did not run the statute of limitation under CEQ A. 

Additionally, there is substantial evidence in the record that a fair argument 
could be made that the actual full project contemplated by the Autry Museum will 
have one or more significant impacts on Land Use, Cultural Resources, Traffic, 
Parking and Safety such that an environmental impact report or mitigated negative 
declaration are the only legally sufficient environmental clearance documents for 
the revised Autry expansion project. 

CONCLUSION and REQUESTED REMEDY 

For these reasons, the City Council should declare theN otice of Exemption 
null and void, overturn the Recreation and Parks Commission May 20, 2011 project 
approval for a piecemeal part of the overall actual project, and remand the matter to 
the Recreation and Parks Commission to prepare an initial study and determine the 
appropriate and lawful level of environmental review. 
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i from: Michael Shull 
1 T~: (?a~l~ J\~way; ~~y, Joj')n; Mul<ri,.Jon l<irk; Paul Davis 

I CC; Adarns1 BeQina;: tartwrtghti David 'WJ,? dgJ::qn@r9Sdtunper;com 
Date: Sf11/'20lQ'I0:56 AM 

[i SUbject: Re: Greetin~sfrom the Autry t Meeting 
j) ,, 
!j 

11 
! 

>~> Jon Kjfk Mukri·S/10/,2010 9i38 AM>>> 
Mike, 

Please review and advise. JON. 

JON KIRK HOKRJ 
GENERAL MANAGER 
DEPARTMENT Of RECREATION AND PARKS 
22tf-4. Figueroa street· ·· · 
Los Angeles, ca 00012 
(21~) 2'02~2633 

X>> ~John G~;ay~ ~irua~> 5/10/2010 9':35 AM>>> 
Jon, 

~ 1\UW plari$to do, an internal r~figt:iration bf the gallerieS: and a 
refurbi5tlmentofTraii!s'west. our:Outd0of.5Pa~on the norihend of the 
buildipg, .. 

We a:r~ Clpplylng fpr a si'gnihcarit grantfrOOl the State of talifomia, 
and We WilJ IJ~ $Qrrie;stiWQrt:fr6ill y&Jrdepartn:lerit That would irM:hlde 
a SE:QUA letter and a diScussion of !:he terms oftne le~se. ·Once before 
yaur aepartrnrmt sent a l¢tter for SEQUA tliat related•to our new boih~rs, 
and thls Is a sln'llfar reque~st. · · 

May we come in and viS!ti!Vlth yoo arid the aPPropriate staff next week? 

Best arid I II)Ok forward to seeing you. 

John L. Gray 
PreSidentarld a:o 
Al:rov ~arlon!in:en'teJ: Qf tf!e Americtm .West 
4100 We-stem HentageWay 
Los Ai"l~~,CA 90027 -146~ 

~:~:·~~~~W;.~~~ EXt. 3oi 
tgray@ttJ~ 
www..;,th~~t.i.ro!.!'f.9 <httP: 1/yfflW.~.?.utr.:wm[;> 



From: 
To: 
CC! 
Date: 
Subject: 

David Attaway 
John Gray; Jon Kirk Mukri; Michael Shut!; Paul Davis 
David w. Cartwright; dgcon@roadrunner.com; RE:!glnaAdams 

5/11/2010 11:21 AM 
Re: Greetings from the Autry/ Meeting 

Will do. I'll let you know the outcome, 

>., > Mkhaei Shull 5/11/2010 10:56 AM > » 
Dave, Plea$€ contact John Gray· and athtise hlm on this matter. Thanks. 

> > > Jon Kirk Mukri 5/10/2010 9:3&AM > > > 
Mike, 

Please review and advise. JON 

J.QN f{lRK MUKRI 
GENERAL MANAGER 
DEPARTMENT OF RECREATION AND PARKS 
221 N. Figueroa Street 
Los Angeles, Ca 90012 
(213) 202·2633 

>> > ~John Gray~ ~jgray@theautry.Qrg> S/10/20109:35 AM > >> 
Jon; 

The Autry pl<!f1S to clCI ary irnernal reccmtiguration ofthegalleries and a 
refurbi!;hment of }raWs W~st; ()ur outdoor space on the north end of the 

building. 

We are applying for a significant gr<'!nt from lhe State oftalifomia, 
and ~e:Will ne~d'some suppott ffom your department That.would include 
a S~QUA lette~ and a discu~slon of th? terms oft he lease .. Once before 
lfOIJt dt:~partr1:Hmt ~¢nta .tetter for SEQUA that related 16 our new boilers; 
imd this is a similar requ.e$t. · 

May we come fn and visit witn you and the appropriate staff next week? 

Best and} •look fol'\Nard to seejng you. 

John L. Gr~y 
Presidfmtand :ceo· 
Autry NationaJCenter of the American West 
4700 W~s~em Heritage: Way 
los Mg~les, CA· 9tJ027~14f)2 
Tel: 323~667c2QO.n Ext, 302 
faJ!; 323"660..:5721 
igray@theautry;ru:g 

~~thea,~ <http_;/ /www~th~a;ti~r)H'!:91> 



I 

I 
t 

I 
1 

EXHIBIT 2 



i. 

·~.- ~ 

·--··-.'· .. ·:. ...... ; 
-.-_...__ ___ _ 

~ . i ... 

·~-.-·.:..'" .,;,_ ·-···-·· ·-· ·-· ·-~ 

' I 
.l 



'c;,_•;c~'•'~~" :. ,",:).,:·.;;~;,;);"}',•"••"c '"' 'r'.' •:"!,'_•',, • ~?. ·,:··.·;~~~~,!%:·~::';"' ': :. ~,:;:./,~ ··~· .. 

f;\':f':'ii\,,,,,>· . . .. ~ . ·---··... - ·- . -·": .... .. ·-· .......... . 

.,... .... ~--"-' 

ODR EXHIBITION 
RAILS WEST) 

tl 

COLLECTION 
STORAGE 

!J 

VAQUERO 
GALLERY 

!J i::l 

COWBOY 
GALLERY 

~A~ 

Cl 

0 

0 

lAW MD ORDER 
GALLERY 

1:1 0 

Q 0 

11 

HERITAGE 
COURT 

[I t3 0 

CO!_LECTIONS 
STORAGE 

0 a 0 

BOILER 
ROOM 

" 

r---·· .. 
I 

' I 
I 

' ( .... 

CHILLER 
ROOM 

LIBRARY 
STORAGE 

Garden Level 
Existing 

[~!~ 

Autry G•lle<y 
Roiosta!lalion 
a~GH-lNIN:; ~~~J 

-·-·---
PlANNING 
DOCUMENT 

IPAGE20f s 

I 

! ~i~~;~ll:~ Qs/nno 



·'· 

OOR.EXHIBinON 
RAIL$WESD 

,· :, ; ~' ..-~.--i:" .;·: .. 

PUBliC SPACE 

RESTROOMS 

EVENT SPACE 

I 
I 

. ,_ ~--

I I 
lu~~-"""_j 

CHILLER 
ROOM 

UaRiiRY 
STCMGE 

Garden Level 
F1nal Reinstallation 

Autry Gallery 
Relnstallatisn 
9~!;l!;llltl~ ~.rn 

'PlANNING 
DOCUMENT 

.. PAG£4 OF 5 

Di~·ii:~:~Por! tl~f"i~~::. 



I 
I 
I 

! 
j 

i .. r~ 
t 

!· 

'I 
:j 

j 
i :1. 

'J 
I 
j 

I 
i 
! 

EXHIBIT 3 



'~ 1.:- . 

. ) 
l r 
~ 
1 

From~ 
To: 
CC: 
Date: 
Subject: 

bid, 

"John Gray" <jgray@theautry.org> 
Cid~ Macaraeg@lacitY;org 
dbt~rton@tl"teautry.org; Paui.J. Davis@laeit:y. org 
5/1312010 6:16PM 
• Howcl~tl lease ·comfort letter 

The Autry is going to reinstall our galleries over the next five Qt six 
yeats. Thiswotk wili be done within the existing building footprint 
We are now applying fw <a $tate of California Nature Education 
facnities Grant (prop 84) for a specific pr6jed far the north encfof 
the lpw~r level of the building, a11d creating a new Native American 
lanr.f~cape, replacing the existing landscape for our out door area called 
Trail's West 

If the .applicant's project js on a leasehold, there is a ·30 year term 
requiremf:ntor, ifl!'le IEr.'ls;e has less than a 30 years remaining, then 
the apJ)ileant PI:o:Vide a ~omtort letter from the landlord that th~ 
e)(isting lease. woufd• .. l:>e r~asoriabty extended at the appropriate time. 
The Autry dOeSJ1Pt plan td ask the City to eXtend the lease at this 
time; sqWe w¢Likfa$ktt1e City fur a comfort letter. 

If we provide you with suggested comfort letter language;. could you 
process it for us? We., do need it over the next month, and are notsure 
of your' process Or requirements. 

lfyouwo\ildlikefor ustowme down and meetwithyoi.l, that is aloo 
possible.· 

BesU 

John L Gray .... 
Presidentand.CEO 
Autry National Gentercitthe American West 
4700. WestenTI-Ierltag~ Way 
Los filngE:~Ies; $A•90{)27 ~1'4a~ 
Tet 32~67<:-2000Ext, .302 
Fa~: 323-.66~5721. · · · · 
jgray@th®tttfY.org • .,.rpailto:Jgray@theautry~org> 
WW?N.:the~try . .c>~g·<http:ll)vww.tfieautry.Org/> 
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Cid MaH:ara~.B<ch:t.rrnu:a..ae· Alad+.:.or: > . · ...... · .. ·.·. llf· . . . . . ·.· . . . g~ ·.· wy. 4} 

Re;: Fwd;. Howd.y /lease .comfort lettf!r (Autry Nat:io:n'•l 
Center) 
1 mes:s·age 

Mlcb~el S~un <Mlcna~f~A.Shti11@!11$ciity:org> Weed, Mlii)' 19. 201'0 at 9:11 AM 
'TO: CidMacaroog <CidJiA~~ara~l~¢ity,or!!p•, V14ki'!Sraal <VickLisrae!@lactty.org>, Krega(l@f'ap)aci1y org 

PH~~ft· gi~ U~~m th:eiettet 
-..,Ortginai'Me~$ag~-~.-'-'. 
From: C•d Macameg 
Tf;~ ~f~ha.~aJ S,~cUU ..CMJCh~I.A:stnJif@lacit£ .org>·. 
To: Vick•: Israel <Y!c~L lsra~@lacliy. org> 
To: K~\4n Regan <Kragan@rap .. ~~-f1.y_..Q.!J;i> 

Senht>i1812010 1:$0:65 PM 
Subject fwdJ Howey lleasetomJorttatter {Autry Natiortal Centtf) 

Hi, 

i'heA1A!y·~m .. ~ ~pplyh'lg fjr Prop $4 ftmqmg aM Will n¢etfan ex(ensioii 9Hht;~lr current lease to q~alify for the. 
tundi~g. J'h~.·gr~nf.: ~\ll~$ a 30year term: They cummtly have 21tyears left io'their lea~~, .At this>llm,e. they 
n¢~ a ··comfort lettar to• assure Hte SUite ttl at we: would gram them :.:an. extensiOrL .Are them any impediments Jo 
9rarilhig:u,errrth~~ 1~tt$f1 · · · 

CidM. 

>>> "Johtl Gray"< Jgray@lthtullut(Y.O{.g > 511712010 6:22 PM>>> 
c~. . . . 

There am 'thM ~t~hments ftrsf 1s .. a l~tter~m the au1ry to P & R 
second is a draft of 

guidelings. 

We hOpa this pr;o\4des the irifOfmaUon 1hat you naoo. and please .contact 
us 1fyou need anything atse 

Best! 

46h~ ~' Q.i~ ... . .· . 
. P~srdeot''and CEO~ 
Atltt¥Nat.ltii'l'ai'C:E:!riierot tlie!Am~nean West 
47Q-o<we~t~mHentag¢ way 
Los Angeles. CA,~21·l462 
Tet %32:);:66,7;;.;-;wooe:xt 302 
Fax 323-660..5721 
.· jgr~~theaLJt!}fOI"9 < m;a,it~r.jgfaytmtheii!~~ > · 
~.H'ieauirt:om ·· < n~tp:H..wAvJne~4f~ .>-
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llf!W!Ifheiilltt2 dtj "* m~ll!gfmr!f!mtbeautrj;·~ > 
~Jhea:lrtJY:0£!1 < htt21/~:!_~-~~utcy;otf!!· >· 

·'"!.) .A~to<<l\la~l>""llcerrter t~•r;~~ 
. S2K 

... · •.\ ~. '- ''_I ' I 



I 
I 
! 

:' 

·Re: FW: Howdy·/ lease comfort letter 
t message 

·~!~~h~~~~q~~~~fl~:~&~~tity~o~> 
.JOhn;. 

Here is· a pdfofihe'stgned combrt latt'er ·The :original is on its way \fa pest·ar ser\ice, 

Cid lVI. 

>>~ .. J()hnGfiiy" <: iiJ!!)f@theautty ()fg > .5124/2010 2:53PM >>> 
Cid. thank$ :fur. the llf:ltter~ 

from: JClllrrGray 
Sent: MCjflday,.May t7;20106:22PM 
tor 'Cid Mac;a~~· · 
Cc ba-.Jd Budon 
Subject' Howd)ti lease comfort leth:lJ 

Cid. 

nwrearathroo ~tachments: first I~ a.l,e:Usr *omthe autry t.o p & R 
.second is .a .drafrot 

9ufdefings: 

We nope: this pro~desthe, informaHorrthat you oo&O,<and ·please contact 
us if you ri~ anythln·s else 

Basi~ 

••·~::i~~i!~d·:aeo·, 
. Ati!ty National Center of tne Am:·encan West 

ntt~~lfm~itg(liC!g~;.~amta/~dtY;orgpui , 1/) 
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from: 
To: 
Date: 
Subject: 
Atiachment$: 

"Davtd Burton~ ..:dburton@theaut~.Ofg> 
Paul J oav1s@lacity org 
6/10/2010 10:57 AM 
Autry CEOA docs 
CEOA NOE for NEFgrant 6·9:..10 doc. Autry Gallery Rooes1'gn dot: CEQA certlfi 
cat1on pd1 

H1, PauL Attached is the NOE form with the relevant sectiOns filled 
in I've also ;;tttached a shghtty longer ctescripbon or the proJeCt 
just tor your u'lformatlon. 

Also attached 1s the CEOA Ccrtificatio!'l form that we must also submit 
with our gr:antappllcation. ·. Could you please fill out the lead Agency 
Conwcflnfol"fl'\atiol'l seet1on'> Also. at the iop. it asks what date the 
CEQ). analysisw~s CPf11PIE!led -~could you please adviSe on that? l spoke 
with an NEF grant officer Wtio 'clarified that Rec & Parks doos NOT sign 
this dOcument John Gray at the Autry w111 :sign the certltiCatiOn at 
ltle oortQffl 

Do you f!'link this can all•be' done by middle or end of next week'> Please· 
let me know tf you need anythmg al5e frbm me Thanks sa much, Oavid 

Oav•d Burton 
o.r(:;ctor. GovemrrieritAffaur:S & ·.Special Proj€Cts 
AU1ryNational· Center ·oft he Amencan West 
4 ZOO West em HentaQ.E! Way . 
·LOsAngeles~ CA 90027-1462 
(323)667-2000. ext. 378 
(S't8)679~8052 cell 
dburton@theclutry org <matlto dburton@theautry qrg> 

From; paul bavili, {ma1ho:P&ut~•·oav1s@l~ty,org] 
·~~jrlt~:i~··tv\~y·2t;> 2d1Q)b7~.A~ 

~~t,lJec.t Re t1C>Wdy J lo.a.~e comfort I~Ucr 

John, 

Attacll~d 1s ttu~ Not•q€: ofE;<emphon form that we win need 10 complete 
for your grant appi!CB1iqn ~long with 1he CEQA Cerbfk:atlon page ftom 
• thE:l<grant ittstruc;oot'l ?l~ase complete the "ProJeCt Title_·" "ProJect 

·~~~~~?J~dWfl~ol~~t~~:cifr1:nn~:~~:,~:~~P~~~~~~·~"oiretum 
ij)e~ forms. and ret;jinthem to you 1ortMapptication 
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ln.2Ut:t· •. the.Autry··.\\~il1 em hark .orr a rt:.des~grl .. ofits··~~hi.hiti()p.gall~rie~.~d.0JM·r;pP,~l}¢:~paC:~$. 
Ih~ fj:'ffii Ph<t'¢ ~f·.~ts multi ~}'car proje~t \\-i-11 ~.·the crcation<of't\\'o ~xbibitgallcncs and an 
tittttlgor teaching garden·de\'otd to· the indigenous pe<,pk~s o'rta1Hbmta; d1ck·r~latkmship:Jp·di~: 
nat~ai ~nvin1~ent. and~~cy ~tc.wa,rd~ip practiccsth¢y hr.lv¢ ef11plttyed h~:S;~t*i~lng. ~lie~t 
uad~tiof1s andliti:Ways, T'ht<HJgh the ~ati\;c (~aHfnmian galreries and garden, ~Hsitors: to the 
Autry wm lea.matioul histQrical and contcm~mu:y·~wiogic~l issues tb.at hnpad and. li);SQrrie 
cases threaten ilie wav we liVe; Thcv wi If abo COttlC .to understand hu'\v Native: Ct.trrunurih ics 
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devcli~pcd systems.and tcchniques.d~dicatC'dJo maintaining the plan~.andAAimall'pc4;!1:es uP:Qn 
which ihdr~o.p\~s::4cwn<J~4. T~cscffictij()(js, and' the f.!lhi<:iiJ tount!ati~rt,$ ~~,~·:whi~:b:th#Y' 
g~bW~ h,ave mjjdh to t¢ath all :Cahfotnians ah<:ltit ho\\.· t\·e might live rnt)tC SU$tainahly and 
hatmtin1ously ~~iih th~ ·r~sourccs with which we've been l'llcssed and which. w~ ar:~ qbligcd to 
m<m~g~ respOtislbly, ·.· 

The Atttry v.'HJ l>e. rf!questing;l grant of roughly $6.5 nt!lli<m tht~nigb th¢sti,ltc ofCaliff1mia's 
Namrc EdU,~*i~n >Facilities program. to :-upporr the. \:r~ation of. the N ative.C:alifomia. compon((nt 
Qt.i£$4~~llecy rcdcsi.gn plan.· ·.Thi~.·includ~:s.1nfrl3stnlcturc irnpro\~cfl1.¢!Hs: tq tV.~()~~i.sJing spr1t:cs. 
that ~~lt·~oti.~c tl.)tf.Cali'iqrnia Indian s41llcries; .as wcn.a~the:installatibnoi'interpretit•c exhibits 
am.l· the crcaiioh·'c)J:·the Nattvc{:alifomia teaching garden (also hous~d· wilhin,tht!:~xi$ting 
nlqS¢ltql [i?qtpi;:H!tl. ,f'Urid~ Y-111 al~o ~upport · tht!. n;yaro,ping l)f ~xi.,ting r~~~r~Jt1~ c;pmmpn t() · 
t::a~Ji.6f:~IW$f.!J~~~tpretive area.,; 'fh~ Autry will cmpiqy- susw.in<iblcdesign·ln ihc.'c<m$t:ro~limtof 
the g~Herie:s~.ga,rden, . .and r:t:stnxmt!i. })otfl·•toncutr,ilizt:·.t:n\'konrq~ntatJffip<!c.t ~P~:'lct e*cn1'rilg¢· 
v~sii9ts:·in'th~9*~iqf:SQ,sta(t1ahlc·rmlcticcs. 

N(l cxt~rior:walJsof~h~c:urteritmiJse'tun building \Vill be brc::~chcd, .-\11\\;qr!( wU!h¢ 
accomplish~d wiih~nthe must.-urn's cxiAtihg ftlNprim 
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N Tl E.· 

. AO CiTY AGENCY AND ADOF:lf:SS\ Depart11"1(1nt of Recreatl¢n and Parks. 

.2t N Figueroa Stroot, S1.11tfi.t 100~ los Angeles~ CA 90012· · 

(;reation of•faCJiltJes Interpreting Native Arne~n 
ErwironrnentaLStE)wardship · 

COUNCIL DISTRICT: 

tOG REffRENCE: 

f 'l 
!'-------..;..·.;·.· ------------------------... ---·' -~'· '"''· ..,..._. ___ -- ---...:.-..-------4 

.~Se~~TiQ~ ,OF;tlATOR~. ~Jjij~se_. ~~D;Bt'iNEACIAf:t.E'SXlf··~~QJEC,T;: 
11 

Il 
· • e Autty;pJ~ns,tO'c~ate\tWo-exhtbtt 9?tll&tieS::i!nd an outdOor teadnng garden devotec:Uo 'the 1 !¥:1igenoo~ ~pl~s:of•(;ai~Qt.rua~ tQe1r 
. !atlonsf:ttp to tt;e · ~atU:f?l e~v~~menl. and. key stew~rd~hip ,pra~ra;~ fhf!Y h~ve. ~rnPI()fed. i!1: ,$1J~ta!r•~rg:tfl?iL .. , .. · . n~ and 
· · . ·rhiS.>PiQJ~W"R.tn¢1od~'lnfra:$)trucwre•.tmprQ'Jemen~s:tot;.voe.){i$tingmu::>eum·s~sttiii!t·W•II hC)~~ttieCal QlllJ;,llndiao !! 

!! 
il 

. ·,·as wei~ as the convers•o~ of an existthg exteriotinterpret!vt"fs;paoo 1ntothe NatNe'Calitomiateaching gar,oen, J'he projeCt 
·. II also mtlude. the- rev~mpit~g of extstlng: restrooms common to each of tt1ese Interpretive are~~ No ~~en or w~lls·Qfthe current 

·~.::::rt:re!.!:$:a~=;L~~~t~~ 
q 
;i 
d 
~; 

i.i ._ ~ 

., AME Of i>ER$0N Qfi ~GE'tii~YC~R~'flf4G our Pf{QJECT. IF· OTHEA ,.~~'l£~o.qrry A~~~G~' 
:1 
(' 
~i 
~I 

II 
t! 

•i 'XEMPTST~JtJS::(Ched\ One} 
·! 

:: 0 OECLARe:r:;u::t~~~e:r«,;iEHCY 
ii U · EPAEtro.el>icv PROJECT 
li U Mt~t$TE'RtALPRQJEeJ " cil: c:All.%'idiUcAiCexe~AF!'OON II 0 ·.GENERAL t::XEMPllQN 
!] n· STATU_TORi£xe-M$J'frow L 
~ ~ 

~ ! ' ·.~ .. . .· . . . ._. . .. - ' . . . . -.. ._ ·. . . . . . . . --. .' . . . . .. .. . . . ' .... ·'. .· . ·. .. . .· . ·.- . 
;! Jl$'flf:tCA1'lON f()~.PROJEJI'f.~~£MP.'f1~~: 

CrrY CEQA GUIDEUNES 

At!. II, Soc. 2&{11 
Art: II. Soc .. 2lBW:1)(3) 
Art II; Sw. 2b 
Art. 11; s..:c: ~t<:rSH- ~iow. 
Art. II,: S.C. :!{d) 
Art: II;. ~e. ;!(!) 

STATE CEQA GUIDELINES 

AR'L 18. Sec, .. 11'!~9(a} 
ART. is~ ~. -i~269{bl(c) 

:~: .. ~.::•~::·~~= ·1·5J3l 
. AR:f. is,. soc. 1s2s2 
·AR:T. 1t,•:s&c, 1$212 

(City ca;~,~oJ~ti~); 
. lirt,JIJ,.~C~), 
·.Aif,.lif •. ~t.}~ 

. Ait. 1.lt, seec~l 
-~~.,llf.~tij: 

.. 

I 
.! 

'! . . . . 

:·1 .·li~~~l~rQ~~~~~~~~;:·w~~:~co<li1~~-g{~I~'t~q~:~~~~~"'~~~~~r~~:r~~~~l:y:~t~~~~~~~.r~~;:i~~t~t=~=a1~~- · 
; : ~eo· of lh~ bi.Jildl ng and,, tht,:ret&~. ltle p( . •. i$: exernpt .tJndet · S~a!a Cl: QA GuK1el,n& 153001· · ·· 

!j ·~~L~~BYAPPUCANT. ~iriACHCfiATIFIEOOOCiJMENlOF EXEMPHON FtNDiNG 
J~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~ 

1 
·~ ~"~m·e~c·-~--

IGNATQRE TlTLE . .DATE· . 
;1 ALit DAVIS ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALIST 
ri i--------r- .. , ·~~-----+---------------~+ "·-·---· ---'"-------1 
iJ EE.$1$;00: RE~EtPTNO. -~ec·p, SY; . IOAJE· 
~~ t---~. • • ~,...__. ____ .,..__ "' ~ ~ "l IL -------'~""':· -~·-~~~--------'. 
u 
'i! 

r1 



~ ' . ~- "' 

CEQA CompUanc;e Certification Form 

AppUca~tiGrantiee: Autry National Center Project Name~ Nature E~ucc:ltionFaeiJl~l~$ 

Prd.!~ct ~~dt~s$~ . 47.00 West$rn tf4lflta9~ Vi/f$Y; Los An.geles, CA SOOZ7 

Whatdocumerits war$ filedfor this project's C(;QA analysis: (ch~¢k ~m 
that apply) · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · 

Qlnittai>Stu~y lt]Nottce of Exemption QNegabverDeclaration 

OMtti9ateaNegative Oectarat1cm 0Envin:m~otaf lmp~~R~port 

Obther ----~----
.Please. attach the NQtice of Exemption or thE~ Notice ofo&terminatlcnuls. 
appropriate. 
lf.the$~Jom'I$Werenotcomp1et~d pl.ase a~ph alett~rfro.fil ~hll'-&a~ 
Ag~ncy E!'.Xplaintng whyj certifYing the project has eompn~ withcCEQA and 
nQting ·lli~ ~.ate: tllat tfte· proj¢t \Va$ approve(i by the L~ad Agency. 

L~•d: 1\g~:u:acy: C,on~ct.lnformati~n~ 

AQenct Name· ~-----"'"""------- ·.Contact Persqn .. .,__;.;..;.;_;;. ......... ,;,;,;....;..;,........_~ 

MamngAddress· ---~-------....,......~---...;..;...;.;,.;,.;....,.....;....,.;..;..;:..___;___;__.,.;,.,;_ 

.Phone:....---< ______ _ 

Certificcdic'>o: 
.I hereby cierttfyttJattheL«;a(j Agency U~t~d .. aQ:o\(e. ha$ de:te@if)~Q.th~fitt'\:iS· 
cQm,pJi~ Witt! th?Califomla EnvironmentaJ Quality: Act {CEOA} for the: project 
. td,~oiified. ~.~OV~ ang ·tn~tthe proJect i~ ~escrib.ed in ad~quate ~ri.;l• $Jiuff!g~nt q~~~H 
;td allow;theproject•s construction or acquisition; · · · · · ·. · · · · ··· .. • · 
I certifY that tne CEQA analYSIS for this projeCt encompasses all aspects ofthe: 
work to be completed withgrantfunds. ·· ·· 

AurHoRfieoREPRtstr'J·r /HIVE. Rt;PHtSfN1:ktlVE. •. ···.··· . 
(Signt:Jtttre,) 

Date AUTH0£~1ZED 

(Printed.Name andlitte) 



From: 
To: 
Oate: 
StabJet-t: 

"David Burton" <dborton@theautry org> 
PauLJ. Oav1s@lactry org 
512712010 6:56PM 
RE Howdy J lease COfl"lfort letter 

Paul. tllanl(s so much fot sending arong the NOE form As well as for 
me-ehng v.;rth us a couple of weeks agor Hop1ng to have all ttus 
ciimp~eted and bac"ldo you next week: Cheers, Oav1d 
oa\11d Burton · 
Ditectqr .. Govemf'rlefit Affairs & Special ProJects 
Autry National Center of toe Amencan West. 
4700 we:!?> tern Heri1age way 
Los Angeles~·cA 90027-14$2 
{32~}667~2000, ext 378 
(818) 679-8052 cell 
dburtoo@theautry .org <mai~o dburtan@theautry :org> 

From: Paul Davis [rnadto·P"aul J Dav1s@lacrty arg] 
Sen~' Wednesday. May 26.2010 10;25 AM · 
To; . .JonnGray . · 
SiJbjecr Re tiOY/dy l Je~~ comfort letter 

Jotrn. 

Attact.l~j~.th~ Noltoe.ofJExer.r~ptonforrn thai we will need to complete 
for- your grant apphr;ab6n a_ldhglil,titj the CEOA Certifdtlori page from 
the;g.@nt JnS:t~CfiOn Ple~Se can"!plcte ttla ';PrOjeCt Title." "Project 
Addre?!> ;, and ~ProJect. ~~r1pbqn'' sectiOns ofthe NOE form and return 
1rt0: ~alqng !J.ti1hlfie.:c;f!(tift~t1Qn page I Wtll complete the rest of 
fhe~e fqrm~ ;,'Jr)(;f.~~tqrr;t~fiflijo you for the application 

>j.> "JoflnGra'(' <jgray@theautry·org> 5lr3J261o 615 f'M>>> 

C1q, 

The Al.lh)ds going "to reih~taltour gallenes>over the- neJ~:t Jwc or ~m. 
y~ars· This \Nor~ Will be ironewrtliinth~ e!(tSting,IJQittlii"Jg fqp~rlht 
.V'Je··are now app!ylng•·rora State· of· Cailforn1a N~ture.·~<;ILJoali(")n; 
F atiht1es. Grard{p~oP: 84) tOr a Speclfic.project fqr the north ~nff of 
the tower teveroHM bw!ding._andc.reatlng a new NatN~Americi:ln 
landscape, reptacing the ex1sting li:mctseape; for o~r out door area called 
Trail's:West · ·· 



·,;'·· 

~=::;fc:~t~;~~v~:.·:=~~: 11::r~~"ma~ 1t~~~;=~~;;g···theo 
extstd'i.g Je~~ would·~ ~a.Son~tiw·:·a~nd~ ~t the• appropnate lime. 
The Autry does l'lPlPI~(l ~$.skt the City to ~xtend the lease al tt11s 
tirne, sqwaw,oul(i~skt.h€!Clt)i fora comfort.k!tter 

11 we.PfoyKJeypu· \.Vlfh .SIJg~te(i. comfort.letter lf'Mlguage;. t::ould.'.YI>~·· 
processijfor u~e· Yi(ei;l9 needrt()ver the next month,.andarenot$ure 
of your proc!f;lS~ Pf · r~u~reri'lerits. · 

It you would like for. us toromedcmrl and meet with you, that rs al$0 
poss1ble · · 

Johnl Gtay 

P'resldeotahd c~o 

Aut:ry Nat110rtal Center of~he Aroo.r~nVkst 

47.00 .~s:terrtH~~aQ~ Way 

·los.Angetes. CA·S002i-Hs2 

T e1· 323-667~26'()0 Exr ~(.)~ 

Fax: .323~0-572t 

jfjray@ttrea~J,try.org <rnaiitQ'Jgray@~heautry org:::­

www theau(ry.()rg. <h:tt?!NtwWJh~autry.org!> 



'' i 

EXHIBIT 5 



from: ''David Burton" <dburton@lheautry org> 
To: Paul J Oav1s@lacity org · 
Oate: M~2/2010 12 55 PM 
Subject: RE PICking up Autry NOE 

From:. Pilul Dav1F. fma\lto. Paul J. Dav1s@!actty. org} 
Sent· Tuesday. Juoo 22. 2010 12 47 PM 
To: Davio BurtOn · 
Subjett.Rerpit!<iog upAutry NOE 

Fr:t<;iay morning is fi11e The·fll\iig doesn't take loog~-it'SJUSt a matter 
o1 starnplng' the doet~~nt It's the traffic and parking that takes time: 
as W:CII as standing In line at the toun':y Clerk (first-come~first-serve 
bas)s only) lt:w1ll take a gOOd couple of hours. Only the County 
requires a fee 

>>>"David Surton" <dburtOn@tneautry org> 812212010 12 11 PM >n 

Paul, Would ~~.~. poss1ble for· mer to picJ\ .up• from yQ:U .the NOE w1th 
ot1girial Sigpatur~ this fJJday morning? I'd l1ke tqtak:e care: ofthe 
tilif'lg·s that day Hp:w much time oo yoo recommend I budgetformy tnps 
to: the clerks? ~li if done fairly qu1ckly or snoulo 1 ant•cjpate wa1tm.9 
around at the clerk offices.? . 

Thanks aga1nf6r the inst(l.JCttons below. I ~ the lOcatiOns of tne IWO 
clerk offices a(e on the NOE forM C1ty Clenon Crty Halt County Clerk 
in NON!afk. Only the County reqUires a fee.., 

f'rom: Pali{D~~1s (ma11to Paul J.Davts@lactty org1 
Sent Fn(Jay, Jonti''l8, 2010 it·OO AM · 
To •oavtq~~t:ton 

.~J~=j~OJ~~:-C~OA docs 

p;ty~,, . . . . . . 
~tyour vtnc~ ffi'$liS>a9e- from yesterday Attached are ~tie s~gned Not~C& of 
E¥~Ph¢fl·(NOE}an(t9EQACerlifi~Uonfor your,grant apphCQtton For 
Jhe N()E. you. Wllt wanrtc) fil¢ itWttn bot~ the City. and. Cou,nt)' ·Clerk 
Offt~s~tote:ln~et1i!19'n.the·~u>plw;ati.ot1 Tnen iosert.the.r\hogaate 
1nt~ tne C;ertificaiio,n ftirmJo: cornpl~~e: 1t ·· · ·· 

Yo!J·.n:;,ay;J!dread'y:~now·theflllog·p(Qeedu~es; but·.£'tl,e)(pjjjM;ttJusttn 
~s¢.yoo don:t 'Yot~ ·will o~. ;o arrang¢tbp1ck; up th~origJnatsigned 
<;opy·ritlhe NOE'frqml'rte oocause.tt}e·C~uiity•Gier~Qfll}' accept$ IDe 
pqgin~i (wetSigf\aturJi) for· filu1g Then yoiJ will tak.e the origlp$1' and 
·rwocop~esto•th~CitYClerKfirst, Alltnree a&:vmert~ wm.t>e.stamped . 
. aq(j yell will ge!;t>apl:{ ·~ orign1aland one copy. they kee!l one orti:le 
~pies Tatte: th~ s,t~mped oryglnal ~nd cbpy to the Cotjf1zy CleJk~. ~Mong 
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l 
l ·With a·$1:S':et)~~m~depu~lQ.the Lps.Af;gelesCOunt)' Clerk fotthe fihn9.' 

tee~ Tt:ie:county' t1tef1(;WJU:st~u~pant;:t ke~p ttleoflginal futthe,requir~ ·.~ .. 

~!~~!:1!!~~l~¥i!~:=i:ou, 
1'h~. Cl~Ciark·•~SI~~d qti th~ ~rdfloor of City Hall. ano.th~Couf\ty 
Clark 1s m :fi,!QfW,~lk(fil~ or1 ttl&. 2nd ,floor in Business Filings) Good ·· · 
luckQf'fthe grantand ~(:!lfri.kto contad,·rne·if you nave ariy·further 
questions, · · 

>>'"'' itQ;aw:t $t;~rto~f' 4'i¢ili.JrtO.r)@theautry otg;:;; 6f10!2010 toM AM.<">> 

fh. Paul Attaehea Jstne NOE'forn1wnhthe relevant se¢iions filled 
in . J'v~ ats9 att~h~ a ~!i{ili1JY longer descriptiOn of ihi;l projed .. 
JUstfQr.ypur inform~tiort · · · ·· · · 

AI~ t:t~~lieti Is th~ .C~(:JA Ce~t .• on forro .to at we .rnust<!lsp sl)t)mlt 
W!lh ·¢pJlgfaryf;~pp1~ticin €duld ,YOU p3ease fi II out the ·le"'ti 'Agency 
QQrttaCflp1Qffflab0n'if:e:ctioo? AlsO. at the t~ rt q$l<;S Wllat date the 
t;eq~ i!n~ly$is w~s oomptetoo ~- c®ld you ~ase apv1s~ a11 tli~t? 1 s!'>Ok~ 
Witt\ .~/fNEF g'ranfoffic:ei wno clan tied that Rec. & Parks does NQr·.~~o 
th(s (fqc~f'ri6flt John Gray aUheAutry Will S!90 the certifiCliltlo·n ah 
~e bq~t1fi'i . . . . 

Qb ypti ~hink,th1s can aiU>edooa. l)y mi;Ctd~ or e.n.d pt ~:4 w~~?. p~as~ 
If!~ ~know nyou<nead a"ythin~ tH~ frorpme. Th¢3.nk$ $0 ljll;lch. Da\itd 

oavk:tSurton . 
Direc1or.: GovcromentAff~~l'$& s~91at· P'Oi~cts 
Autry Natiooa!Ce:(lter Qf·t~AfTliencanWest · 
4700 western HMtag~ W~v· 
Los Arygele~;. GA 9'0(,},27·1:4().~ 
J323J:GIS7<'2QOO. ext · 31$ 
'{81t~1 &'l~~aos~. ¢~i' 
dburton@ttt~~n.ltry org·~fO<j!Jito:oburtcirl@~heautfyofg'> 

. .}q't!n. 

·~~~~q~~~f~:Sl~~~~P!:~ :~:t~~~~wbe~~1i:~nt~:Sj~~e· 
!11~: gn,tnt insth-l~@!L Ph?:~se. com):llote the .. ProJeCt Title ... ,;Project 
Adt:fress.;·anci ·'Project Description·• sectiOns oftMNDE tormancreturn 
. it t9 me al~rig With tn'e; certlf!CabOO page, I 'Win Compltlte the rest of . . . 
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COUNTY 

JUN , 5 2010 

·---- -· ·- ---·· . ··-----

CITY OF LOS ANOCU:S 
ornCe OF THE CITY Cl FRK 

I<OOM 395, CITY HAlt 
lOS ANG(t ES, CAlifORNIA OOOU 

CAliFORNIA ENVIR'OfiMf.NTAL QUAUN ACT 

TICE FEXE PTI 

LEAD CiTY AGENCY AND AOORESS: DepartrnP.nt of Recreation and Parks. 
221 N. Ftgueroa Street Suite 100. I os Angeles, CA 90012 

PROJECT LQCAnON: 

AUTRY NATIONAL CENTER {Griffith Park)· · Factlrty 
R~ll11g of Exh:bit Space for Interpreting Native 
American F.nwonmeritai.Stawamship 

4700 Wes~ern Heritage Way. los Angeles. CA 000:27 

COUNCiL DISTRICT~ 
4 

., ··-· "'---·------
lOO REFERENCE: 

Proposition B4 Grant 

I OE;~~~-P-Tt-ON_O_F_' -N-A-iU_R_E_' .• -P-URPOSE, AND BENEFICJARIES Of PROJECT: 

I The pr~ p(oject Wi(l fO Cfe<lte fWC CXhtbJt galleries af'ld a'l OU!dOOr fe;?Chlr\9 gard(J:i) dC\TQ.tfxl t0 the indigefl()U,s 'peOp'eS Of 
] California, thim ft..-laticnship to t.'le natural emri:'orlmcnt, and kay stcwatdsh1p pracl.k:es they havH ~mp!oycd in SIJStainlng tt-,att 
i I traditions and liteways The project will include infrastructure lfflPfO\femants to tWo eXistlrig museum spaces mat will rouse the 
· ! Cahfomia Jndtan exhibits. as welt as !he cooveJsion of an existmg eXterior interpretive space into the Na1ive Calltorma teach1r.g 

garden. The proj~ will also inc!ude ~e. ICI'IOVaoon of eXiS~r'K,f resb'OOf!ls common to_ c<4Cil of th!$C interpretive ~ea~. All 
re!"rl0d$!1ng woi< Wlli oo accomplished Within tile muSe-um's e;:(lstlflg footpnnt and no extenorwallsof the museum building wtll be 
mod!fioo The patrons of the Autry National Center museum Md GrifftthPark wm be the beneftCiar~ ofihe project. 4 

I 
I 

I 

___ ....,.....,;,._,....,........,_.,..,_ __ ll'!lo~~ .. ~~-u.l~'~~·"""""'-'""""'.....,_...,...;...,........,....,.....,. ....... ..,,...., . ......,,.,..,..,.!hC~,~·~a~.l1!"'~""""'"'"""'~1to..........,jl-~ 
NAME OF PERSoN OR AGENCY CAftRVl~G OUT PROJECT, IF OTHER THAN LEAP Cf'N ACUlNCY: 

,, 
'l 
l 
! 

·l ;t 

II 
~I 
I, 
!i 
L 
'I 

Autry NatiOO.al Center 4700 Western HentageWay. tos Angeles. CA 90077 
~-·"""""" _______ ...,...._ 

. EXUlPTSTATUS:'((;h~:One) 
0 DECLARED EMEROE:Ntv 
lJ ~i:NCY PROJECT 
0 lia!N!9~!AL PRWECr' 

AREA CODE . . 2.13 ... 

1&1 CAr£G0tUCAI. EXa4PTION 
0 OE-"EAAte EXE~PT~, . . 
0 STATUTOIO"EXEMPnON 

4 .. 

TELEPHONE NUMBER; 
. 202~2667 

CITY CEQA QUIQELINES 

Art. II, S.c. ~1) 
Aft. U, s.&c. 2{al(~}(3l 
Art. If; S<!Je. 2h 
Aft. 1~ S.C. 2{c) SM Solow 
Ali. If, See. 2(d} 
Alt • ••• &M:, 2fi) 

Category 
. 1. 13 

C OTl"F.R·~ P~*~c~SI':!)1~:#1"01w.'Ot!t\ 'i'!•ualii a *t:~ ~ri:i) 

.~lA.J.SQS.~DELINES 

AAT.18.~. 1s2e~a) 
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Yadhira De Leon 
323.667.2000, ext. 327 
ydeleon @theautry.org 

THE AUTRY NATIONAL CENTER ANNOUNCES PLANS FOR 
TWO MAJOR ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTS 

Transformation of Griffith Park Facility by Levin & Associates Will Add 
25,000 Square Feet and Offer Stunning Showcase for the Autry's Collections 

New Building in Burbank Designed by Chu + Gooding Will Serve as 
Autry Research and Resource Center 

Los Angeles, CA (June 30, 2010)- Moving forward with its ambitious plan to create a major 
new intercultural center, where it will bring together and honor the stories of all the peoples of 
the American West, the Autry National Center today announced plans for two major architectural 
projects. The Autry will transform its existing Griffith Park campus into a cultural attraction for 
Los Angeles, designed by the distinguished firm of Levin & Associates. The Autry will also purchase 
a new building in Burbank and work with Chu +Gooding to create a new Research and Resource 
Center. Through the $75 million, seven-year project, the Autry will bring its collections and 
exhibitions to the public as never before. 

Over the past year, the Autry has worked closely with Brenda Levin, Principal of Levin & 
Associates, on a planning study for the Griffith Park facility. The study determined that if the Autry 
is to dramatically increase and modernize its galleries in the existing building, it must free up spaces 
on the first floor that are currently used for offices, conservation laboratories, and collection storage. 
To achieve this goal, the Autry will establish an off-site Research and Resource Center, which will 
accommodate its curatorial offices, laboratories, research libraries, and approximately 500,000 
artworks and artifacts that have been stored until now in both the Griffith Park and Mt. Washington 
facilities. 

"Brenda Levin has drawn on her great expertise, and her deep knowledge of our institution and the 
Griffith Park facility, to give us a sensitive, sustainable, and highly attractive plan," said John Gray, 
President and CEO of the Autry. "By creating a museum space that better addresses the needs of our 
visitors, collections, exhibitions, and programs, this project will enable the Autry to fulfill its unique 
potential, as the institution that can tell the comprehensive and integrated story of the American 
West." 

Autry National Center 4700 Western Heritage Way, Los Angeles, CA 90027 · 1 323.667.2000 · F 323.660.5721 • TheAutry.org 
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Brenda Levin's plan will open up the first-floor level of the museum, adding 25,000 square feet 
of gallery space. These new galleries, scheduled to begin opening in 2013, will allow for the 
presentation of multiple exhibitions. Highlights include First Cal{fornians, a permanent gallery 
devoted to the story of Native Americans living in the West before European settlers arrived; a new 
gallery space for rotating exhibitions of the Southwest Museum's outstanding Native American 
collection; and a redesign of the outdoor landscape area now called Trails West. 

The new Autry Research and Resource Center will be a two-story, 100,000-square-foot structure 
located on Victory Boulevard in Burbank, approximately 2.5 miles from Griffith Park. Its primary 
use will be to provide state-of-the-art, museum-quality storage for the Autry's extensive collections 
of art and artifacts and library materials. The Autry's Institute for the Study for the American West, 
which encompasses the Braun Research Library and the Autry Library, will move to the Research 
and Resource Center. A reading room will be open to the public by appointment. 

The collections now stored at the Southwest Museum building in Mount Washington will also be 
moved over time into the Research and Resource Center. This move will ensure that these priceless 
artifacts and pieces of artwork are maintained under pristine conditions, that they remain safely 
accessible to scholars and researchers, and that the Autry's curators can select from them for 
exhibitions and installations. Gallery space in the Southwest Museum is currently being used for 
expanding much needed conservation and preservation work on the collection. The Autry expects 
this conservation project to be completed at the end of 2013. The Autry is currently seeking 
partnerships with educational, cultural, or civic organizations to develop future programs suitable 
to the Southwest Museum site. 

About Levin & Associates 
Founded in 1980 by Brenda A. Levin, the urban planning and architecture firm Levin & Associates 
received worldwide attention early in the decade for its revitalizing historic preservation work on 
some of Los Angeles's most beloved landmarks. In the intervening 20 years, the firm's profound 
concem for enhancing urban memory and the humanity of a project has positioned it to be an active 
problem solver in the issues and neighborhoods of a complex city and region. 

The scope of Levin & Associates' work includes urban design and master planning, large-scale 
renovation and adaptive reuse of historic buildings, and the design of new institutional, commercial, 
and multifamily housing facilities. Geographically, the firm's project sites blanket Southem California. 

Levin & Associates Architects has been honored and recognized by many organizations, including 
the American Institute of Architects, the Urban Land Institute, the California State Legislature, 
the City of Los Angeles and its Cultural Affairs Commission, and the Los Angeles Conservancy. 

Autry National Center 4700 Western Heritage Way, Los Angeles, CA 90027 · r 323.667.2000 • F 323.660.5721 • TheAutry.org 
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A monograph featuring the finn's work, titled Brenda Levin, Levin & Associates Architects: 
Los Angeles, has also been published. 

About Chu + Gooding Architects 
Chu +Gooding Architects is an award-winning, Los Angeles-based firm specializing in arts­
related, cultural, and educational projects. Crafting engaging and lasting environments that integrate 
architecture, landscape, and interior design, their work is celebrated for its insightful recognition of 
the user's experience and its refined synthesis of materials and color. 
The firm commits to a framework of design formed by a studied response to context and a close 
collaboration with all involved in the project. Notable clients include MoCA, the Hammer Museum, 
the Getty Center, the LAPhilhannonic Association, and KPCC 89.3 FM. 

Autry National Center 
The Autry National Center is an intercultural history center dedicated to exploring and sharing 
the stories, experiences, and perceptions ofthe diverse peoples of the Ametican West. Located 
in Griffith Park, the Autry includes the collections of the Museum of the American West, the 
Southwest Museum of the American Indian, and the Autry Institute's two research libraries: the 
Braun Research Library and the Autry Library. Exhibitions, public programs, K-12 educational 
services, and publications are designed to examine critical issues of society, offering insights into 
solutions and the contemporary human condition through the Western historical experience. 

Weekday hours of operation for the Autry in Griffith Park location are Tuesday through Friday, 
10:00 a.m. to 4:00p.m. The Autry Store's weekday hours are Tuesday through Friday, 10:00 a.m. 
to 4:30p.m., and the Golden Spur Cafe is open Tuesday through Sunday, 9:00a.m. to 4:30p.m. 
Saturday and Sunday hours for the museum and the Autry Store are 11:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. The 
museum, the Autry Store, and the cafe are closed on Mondays. The libraries are open to researchers 
by appointment. 

### 

Autry National Center 4700 Western Heritage Way, Los Angeles. CA 90027 · T 323.667.2000 I 323.660.5721 · TheAutry.org 
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john L. G1·ay President and CEO, Aut1y National Center 

Evolution of the Center 

"Change Happens. It Will Only Get Better." 

Roughly seven years have 
passed since the merger of the 
Southwest and Autry 
museums, resulting in the 
creation of the Autry National 
Center. During that time, 
we've made enormous strides 
in saving and protecting the 
Southwest Museum's 

magnificent collections, and have made imp01tant 
progress in addressing critical structmal repairs to 
the Southwest's hist01ic 1914 building. Considerable 
work has also been done organizing major 
exhibitions on Native cultures based on Southwest 
collections. 0Ul' Native N01th American baskets 
exhibition, which opened last November, is a 
lcey expression of the promise of the merger, just as 
the recent opening of Home Lands: How Women 
Made the West has helped advance the promise of 
the Autry's earlier merger with the Women of the 
West Museum. 

These seven years have not been without bumps 
and disappointments. Plimari ly, plans to expand 
our facilities in Griffith Park-to accommodate new 
galleries and storage for Southwest Museum 
collections-were withdrawn due to political 
obstacles, and fUJther hampered by the challenges of 
a major economic downturn. Thankfully, our 
accompHshments, as well as our ongoing work 
engaging the broader public, far outweigh any 
temporary setbacks or bruises. Over the past year, 
ow· board and staff have worked energetically on a 
plan to create greater exhibition space within the 
walls of our existing Griffith Park museum, getting 
us back on track to fulfill a key principle of the 
merger- the interweaving of the NativeArne_rican 
experience into the larger story of the American 
West. And despite the global recession, we have 
managed ow· resources well, putting us on solid 
footing to pmsue impm1ant work in the years ahead. 

When we determined last year not to move 
forward with plans to expand our Griffith Park 
facilit ies, the Autry engaged in a visioning process to 
help us focus on a new course for the future, one 
that has resulted in the above-mentioned plan to 
reconfigme and redesign existing intemal space. We 
undertook a similar focusing exercise when the 
Autry National Center was created in 2003. Through 
many visioning discussions, it has become remark­
ably clear that the il1Stitution's core beliefs and 
values are unchanged. Wllile the physical elements 

of the Autry will take a different fonn than had 
been anticipated a year ago, animating institutional 
principles have remained constant over Lime. 

Foremost, the Auby tells the stories of the 
American West within the context of the conver­
gence of cultures. At its heart, this represents an 
inclusive view of all the peop les of the American 
West, one that recognizes the staggering diversity 
of the region and at the same time acknowledges 
both its beauty and complications. Convergence is 
about looking honestly at our shared history, at 
times learning uncomfortable lessons about the 
darker aspects of human behavior, but ultimately 
finding inspiration and hope in the indomitable 
human spirit. 

Second, the Autry tells the stories ofthe 
American West with respect and affection for people 
of all backgrounds, from N011h America's 
Indigenous cultures to those who trace their roots to 
Europe, Asia, Africa, and Latin America. Eve1yonc's 
story deserves to be told, without pre-judgment or 
irony. We can all relate to persona l joumeys of 
struggle and failure and triumph, as well as to 
dreams of home, oppmiunity, and acceptance .. They 
are what unites us all. And they will always be found 
at the Aub-y. 

TI1i.rd, the love and care of om amazing 
collections is of primru.y importance. We are 
stewards of wide-ranging, wonderfully encompass­
ing, and often surprising holdings that have the 
ability to teach us about a past both real and 
imagined, and a future we must all build together. 
Our everlasting responsibility is to preserve andlceep 
them safe, and to find engaging and meru.lingful ways 
to shru.·e them with the public. 

By now, many of you )mow that after eleven 
years at the helm of the Auhy, I have a1motmced my 
plans to retire. When I leave, I will do so with great 
hope for the futul'e of this institution, for I wil l leave 
it in the hands of a committed board oftrustees, a 
hard-working staff, and a new president with great 
ideas, Da11iel M. Finley, whom you will learn more 
about in the nell.i issue of this magazine. They will all 
be unified around a set of core beliefs and values that 
ground the Autry and make it matter. 

Change happens. It will only get better. 

Fall 2010 
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TELEPHONE:{3 !0) 314·8040 
FACSIMILE: (310) )14·8050 

CHATTEN-BROWN & CARSTENS 
2601 OCEAN PARK BOULEVARD 

SUITE 205 

SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA 90405 

www .cbcearthlaw .com 

Via US Mail and Email to sberr@parks.ca.gov 

Febmary 23~ 2011 

Ms. Sandra Berry} Supervisor~ 
Nature Education Facilities Program 
Office of Grants and Local Services 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 
Post Office Box 942896 
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001 

E-MAIL: 
DPC@CBCEARTHLAW.COM 

RE: Objection to Funding the Application of Auny National Center of the 
American West for Proposition 84 Grant Funds to Renovate Museum 
Building 

Dear Ms. Beny: 

This finn represents the Highland Park Heritage Trust and the Mount 
Washington Homeowners Alliance, two community-based organizations 
concerned with assuring that the collections of the Southwest Museum, Los 
Angeles' first and most historic museum, continue to be principally exhibited at 
the National Register of Historic Places site located in the Arroyo Seco area of Los 
Angeles on Mount Washington. Our client organizations were founding members 
of the Friends of the Southwest Museum, a broad coalition of over 60 
organizations. 

Our clients strenuously object to the grant request of the Autry National 
Center of the American West («Autry Museum,') for $6.5 million under the 
Proposition 84 grant program. The Autry Museum does not meet the grant 
requirements and the application has failed to demonstrate appropriate land tenure 
in accordance with the Department's requirements, and provide environmental 
clearance for the proposed project. 

In addition, the proposed redesign and expansion of exhibition space project 
at the Griffith Park location of the Autry Museum would have significant adverse 
impacts on land use policies of the City of Los Angeles, on the historic resource of 



Ms. Sandra Berry 
February 23, 2011 
Page2 

the Southwest Museum, and potentially upon traffic at one or more intersections 
near the Autry Museum. The state Department of Parks and Recreation 
(Depa11ment) has a responsibility under the California Enviromnental Quality Act 
("CEQA") to assure that its discretionary grant wiH not lead to a significant 
negative impact on the environment 

The Autry Museum currently leases space from the City of Los Angeles in 
Griffith Park. Unless extended, the existing lease will expire in 203 7. It 1s our 
understanding that the Autry Museum has submitted an application seeking up to 
$65 million in state bond funds to undertake a redesign and expansion of 
exhibition space of the lower level of the Autry Museum building located at 4700 
Heritage ·way in Griffith Park Currently, the space houses the collection storage 
and curatorial function of the Museum of the American West- it is not currently 
used for exhibition space for visitors, a more intensive use. 

As we understand the grant application, the Autry Museum plans to move 
the collections storage and curatorial functions of the Museum of the American 
West to a renovated building located on Victory Boulevard in Bm·bank~ California. 
Additionally, it declared its intention to remove the entire Southwest Museum 

Collection and library materials to the same Victory Boulevard building. 
Thereafter, the Autry Museum stated its goal to make substantial internal 
modifications to their existing Griffith Park museum building, expanding its 
exhibition space by 20,000 additional square feet. Some or all of the state grant 
funds in this application are proposed for use by the Autry Museum to significantly 
expand its exhibition space to exhibit the collections of the Southwest Museum 
instead of rehabilitating and reusing the existing and historic Southwest Museum 
building it owns. Use of the existing building is required by the City of Los 
Angeles' 1999 Northeast Community Plan, and this important fact is ignored by 
the Autry Museum's proposaL 

A. The G.rant Application is Based Upon an Unauthorized Project 
Approval and a Letter From City Staff Opining the City Would 
Be Inclined to Extend Autry's Lease. 

Our clients only recently learned of the content of the Autry Museum's 
grant application; the issuance of a Notice of Exemption (NOE) from CEQA filed 
by the City of Los Angeles on June 25, 2010, and a letter from City of Los Angeles 
Recreation and Parks General Manager Jon K. Mukri, dated June 23,2010, saying 
that City Recreation and Parks would be favorably inclined to extend the existing 
lease of park land in Griffith Park for the Autry Museum. 
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The Autry Museum appears to have improperly convinced staff at the City 
of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks to produce an NOE to make 
the Autry Museum's grant application pmticularly attractive by representing that 
CEQA compliance for the project was completed. 

However, the NOE provided by City staff to the Autry Museum is void 
because the underlying project- reconfiguration of exhibition space at the Autry 
Museum- could not validly be approved by the City staff member, Recreation and 
Parks General Manager Jon Mukri, who seemed to approve it as part of signing a 
Jetter regarding the land tenure. The implied approval of an expansion of over 
20,000 square feet costing over $6.5 million requires approval by the City of Los 
Angeles Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners. The existing lease 
agreement between the Autry Museum and the City of Los Angeles states: 

"Following the original construction of the Western Heritage 
Museum, .... (ii) any expansion or major permanent internal 
modification to the existing museum structure with an 
estimated cost ofTwenty-Five Thousand dollars ($25,000.00) 
or more shall require the prior written consent of the 
BOAIW.'' 

(Lease paragraph XX.B~ emphasis added, a copy of which is attached 
as Exhibit 1.) 

There is no evidence the Autty Museum obtained the pennission of the 
Board of Recreation and Parks Cmmnissioners for its proposed exhibition 
expansion project as required by the ]ease, and we have been infonned no such 
approval has occurred. In the absence of an action by the Board, Department of 
Recreation and Parks General Manager Jon Mukri had no authority either to issue 
an NOE or to provide a letter stating that the City would be favorably inclined to 
grant an extension of the Autry Musewn's lease of park land for the minimum 
period required as a grant condition since only the Board has authority to approve 
such a lease extension. 

Because they were granted without authority to do so) the implied project 
approval underlying the NOE and the letter seeking to provide assurance regarding 
the lease held by the Autry Museum. are null and void. Consistent with the 
principles set forth in the case of Smith v. County qf Santa Barbara ( 1992) 7 
CaLApp.4th 770, 773, the NOE does not provide sufficient environmental 
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clearance for the State Department of Recreation and Parks to rnake a grant award 
because it is void. Jn Smith, the County of Santa Barbara's building department 
was misled by the project applicant's representative to authorize revisions to a plan 
for microwave towers without perfonning new CEQA analysis. (Jd. at 773.) 
Therefore, the court found that the County could not validly issue a permit based 
on those revisions obtained in fraud or error. (ld.) Likewise, the Autry Museum's 
purported NOE was given without proper authority, since the lease restricted the 
ability to approve such a large expansion to the Board. Since the implied approval 
and NOE for it were given in excess of authority, as in the Smith v. County ~f 
Santa Barbara case, they are void and therefore do not provide a valid basis for 
further approvals such as the Autry Museum's grant application. 

B. The Notice Of Exemption Provided to the Department by the 
City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department Was 
Erroneously Filed. 

The Recreation and Parks staffs purported approval of an expansion ofthe 
Autry Museum based upon a categorical exemption1 is improper because the staff 
does not have authority to approve a modification to the Museum that costs over 
$25,000; that is the responsibility of the City Board of Recreation and Parks, and 
they have not acted upon an application for approvaL Further, such a 
modification, if used for exhibiting the Southwest Museum Collection, would have 
direct, adverse impacts on the historically recognized Southwest Museum and 
would be contrary to the applicable City Community Plan that contemplates the 
continued existence of the Southwest Museum at its cunent location. The staff of 
the City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department have conducted no 
appropriate level of environmental review of the potential negative impacts of the 
proposed project in the grant application, and instead falsely claim the project is 
categoricaJly exempt from CEQA. To the extent review of an expansion of the 
Autry Museum to include 20,000 square feet of exhibition space for the Southwest 

1 Los Angeles staff members claimed a categorical exemption numbered Art.III. 
sec. 1 ( a)(l )(13) under its CEQA Threshold Guidelines. This exemption is for 
"'Interior or internal modifications to established and discrete areas which are fully 
developed within the larger enviromnent of parks or recreation centers, where such 
interior or intemal modification is essentially a reauangement (rather than an 
additive function) such as might occur at a zoo, outdoor museum, arboretum, 
formal garden, or similar display area." However~ this exemption is inapplicable 
because the expanded area would be used to exhibit new collections brought in 
from the Southwest Museum. 
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Museum has been conducted in the Enviromnental Review process by the City in 
2009 (EIR number EIR-RP-013-07), it revealed significant impacts that the City 
was not willing to certify and accept. 

A public agency may not claim a categorical exemption from CEQA when 
the project it proposes would have a significant impact on the environment "Even 
if an activity fits within an otherwise exempt category, the agency may not find it 
exempt if the project will have a significant effect on the environment due to 
unusual circumstances. (CEQA Guidelines,§ 15300.2, subd. (c) [fh] .)" 
(Committee to Save Hollywood/and Specific Plan v. City of Los Angeles (2008) 
161 CaLApp.4th 1168, 1186.) This is especially tme when the impact would occur 
to a historic resource: Ha categorical exemption is not applied to projects that may 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historic resource. (Pub. 
Resources Code,§ 21084, subd. (e); Guidelines,§ 15300.2, subd. (f).)" (Ibid.) 

The City of Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department has provided the 
Department with a NOE dated June 25, 2010. The City may argue the NOE is 
beyond challenge under the California Environmental Quality Act's 180 day 
statute of limitation based on Stockton Citizens for Sensible Planning v. City of 
Stockton (20 1 0) 48 Cal. 4th 481. However, we do not believe the NOE is beyond 
legal challenge because, unlike the staff member in Stockton Citizens, the Los 
Angeles City staff member who approved the Autry Museum expansion project for 
purposes of the NOE did not have the authority to do so. This case is like Smith v. 
Santa Barbara where enviromnental review had been avoided and a pennit had 
been issued using mistake, fraud or error by the project applicant or planning staff, 
aU pennits issued as a result of the mistake, fraud, or enor were void. 

Even if it were beyond challenge under CEQA, that does not alleviate the 
Department of its own duties under CEQA to ensure any project it approves does 
not have a significant negative impact on the environment. The Deprutment has an 
independent duty to identify and avoid significant impacts from a project. (CEQA 
Guidelines § 15096, subd. (g)( 1 ); Pub. Resources Codes, § 2 I 002.1, subd. (d).) 

C. The Autry Museum's Application Does Not Meet Grant 
Requirements for Land Tenure. 

It is our understanding that the Application Guide for the Nature Education 
Facilities Program dated March !, 2010 (Guide) requires the Auny Museum to 
demonstrate that it has site control for over 30 years for a grant of the size 
requested. The Autry Museum's application does not meet the Land Tenure 
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Requirements set forth in the Guide. The Guide requires that for grants of over $1 
million, as this would be, the applicant must satisfY land tenure requirements of "at 
least 30 years ofland tenure." In this case, the Autry Museum's lease was 
executed January 23, 1987 so it expires in 2037. Thus, it would be at least two 
years shmi of a 30-year land tenure if it received a grant this year. In an attempt to 
cover this shortfall, the Autry obtained a letter from Jon Mukri, General Manager 
of the City's Department of Recreation and Parks, stating his opinion that the City 
of Los Angeles would be '"favorably disposed'' to extend the Autry's lease, though 
he acknowledged his statement would be subject to approval by the Board of 
Recreation and Parks C01mnissioners. (Mukri Letter, Exh. 4.) This statement of a 
favorable view by a City staff member who cannot approve the proposed lease 
extension does not adequately prove the Autry Museum's 30 year land tenure. The 
Guide requires that the Autry Museum provide '"A letter from the landowner which 
confirms .... Cmrunitment to continue, to renew the land tenure agreement ... to 
satisfy the ... 30 year requirement'~ (Guide, p. 32.) The City of Los Angeles is 
the landowner and there is no such conunitment that was properly approved or 
granted from the City of Los Angeles through its Board of Recreation and Parks 
Cmmnissioners. 2 

D. The Autry Museum is Applying for $6.5 Million fm· Redesigning 
and Expanding Exhibition Space to House the Collections f.rom 
the Southwest Museum In Violation of the City's Northeast 
Community Plan -A Proposal Previously Rejected by the Los 
Angeles Board of Referred Powers. 

There are multiple potential negative impacts that might result frorn adding 
20,000 square feet of exhibition space for exhibition of the Southwest Museum 
Collections to the Autry Museum's Griffith Park building. These impacts were 
identified and explained in a letter to the City submitted by Terry Speth, Diana 
Barnwell, and Miki Jackson on June 29, 2009, a copy of which is attached. 
(Exhibit 2.) Among these impacts is that the movement of Southwest Museum 
collections to the newly expanded Autry would violate Policy 14-3,1 of the 1999 

2 This is not the first time the Autry Museum has failed to meet grant 
requirements. The Autry Museum's most recent state grant was not successfully 
caiTied out as the Autly Museum terminated its Round 3 grant agreernent with the 
California Cultural & Historical Endowment (CCHE), without having raised 
sufficient matching funds. (September 8, 2009 Letter from Autry National Center 
to CCHE, Exhibit 5.) The Autry Museum thus wasted CCHE's staff time and with 
no tangible outcome or benefit to the State. 
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Northeast Community Plan. 

Policy 14-3.1 states "Support the Southwest Museum as a cultural resource, 
encourage expansion on and off site, and preserve its present location in Mt. 
Washington.;' (Speth et at June 29, 2009 letter to the City of Los Angeles, Exhibit 
2, p. 9.) 

Other experts in preservation have opined that the unnecessary removal of 
the exhibition space of the Southwest Museum from its historic place would impair 
the National Register status of the site. (Exhibit 6, Letters of Highland Park 
Heritage Tlust, Frank PareHo/Nicole Possert, Charles Fisher.) 

These are just some of the most significant negative impacts brought to the 
attention of the Los Angeles Recreation and Parks Department in the context of a 
prior Autry Museum expansion project. You should be aware of the full context of 
information relevant to this current project that the Autry Museum's earlier 
proposed project to add 20,000 sq. ft of exhibition space through expansion was 
the subject of a highly controversial public review process, including an 
Enviromnental Impact Repmi number EIR-RP-013-07 prepared by the City of Los 
Angeles, that ultimately culminated in no support for approval of the expansion 
project. (Details and supporting documents of this controversy may be viewed at 
www.friendsofthesouthwestmuseum.com.) A hearing was held before the Citfs 
Board of Referred Powers in June 2009 to consider approval of the Autry's 
requested project and certification of the EIR. 

In the face of widespread public opposition and hundreds of Southwest 
Museum supporters at the Board of Referred Powers meeting, the hearing was 
continued before any decision was reached. Instead of pursuing its controversial · 
expansion application, the Autry Museum withdrew its application. It appears that 
the NOE and grant application the Autry Museum is submitting now to your 
Department is an effm1 to obtain grant funding before many members of the public 
or officials throughout the City are even aware ofthe Autly Museurn's revived 
intention to again try to expand exhibition space in its facility at the expense of 
depriving the Southwest Museum of its historic ro]e of exhibiting the Collection -­
the precise goal of the former project rejected by the City's Board of Referred 
Powers without a condition to protect the Southwest Museum. 

Conclusion. 

Based on the evidence presented, we request that you deny the grant 
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application for the Autry Museum's project due to its deficiencies and inability to 
meet Department grant guidelines. Jfyou further consider it, the Department must 
prepare and certify a legally adequate envirorunental review document, since the 
NOE attached to this grant application is null and void as having been improperly 
issued and because the prior City of Los Angeles' EIR was never certified by the 
Los Angeles City CounciL The Department must also request that the City of Los 
Angeles approve a legitimate and binding Lease Amendment to the existing Lease 
to extend the tenns for 30 year land tenure. 

The Department should be no less careful than the City of Los Angeles' 
Board of Referred Powers who refused to certify the EIR for the prior expansion 
project or grant approvals without a condition obligating the Autry Museum to 
rehabilitate and continue to use the historic Southwest Museum. The Depmiment 
has the discretion to deny the grant request outright, or to impose conditions on 
this strikingly similar, but new expansion proposal, inside Autry Museum. 

Please put this finn on your mailing list for all decisions or notices related 
to the Autry Museum's proposal and its environmental review by State Parks and 
Recreation. 

Should you have any questions or require fmther infonnation, please do not 
hesitate to contact me at (310) 314-8040, ext. 2. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Exhibits: 

1. Excerpt of City of Los Angeles Lease to Autry Museum, p. 36. 
2. June 29, 2009 Letter re Autry National Center Expansion for the 

Southwest Museum CoHections to Los Ange1es City Council, 
without exhibits 

3. Notice of Exemption of City of Los Angeles filed June 25,2010 
4. City of Los Angeles letter of June 23, 2010 re Autry National 

Center- Letter Regarding Land Lease Extension. 
5. Autty National Center September 8, 2009 Letter to CHHE. 
6. Letters of Highland Park Heritage Trust, Frank Parello/Nicoie 

Possert, Charles Fisher 
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cc: Sedrick Mitchell, State Parks 
Hon. Jose Huizar) Los Angeles City Council member 
Hon. Ed Reyes, Los Angeles City Council member 
Hon. Kevin de Leon, Senator 
Hon. Gil Cedillo, Assemblymember 
Autry National Center 
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~X. CONSTRUCTION OF MUSEUM: 

A. CITY and MUSEUM ag~ee.that the Western Heri­

tage Museum shall be constructed in conformance with plans 

prepared by MUSEUM and approved by the BOARD. Such approval 

by the BOARD shall not be unreasonably withheld. Subject to 

all applicable laws, rules and regulations, MUSEUM shall be 

entitled to grade and contOLn:: the premises, to excavate and 

to take all other actions on the premises that may be neces­

sary or desirable in order to construct the Western heritage 

museum and any subsequent improvements or additions thereto. 

B. Following the original construction of·the 

Western Heritage Museum, (i) any expansion or major permanent 

external modi ficat.ion to the existing museum struc:tu.re with 

an estimated cost of five thousand dollars ($5,000.00) or 

more shall require the prior written consent of the BOARD and 

(ii} any expansion or major permanent internal modification 

to the existing museum structure with an estimated cost of 

Twenty-Five thousand dollars {$25,000.00) or more shall re­

quire the prior written consent of the BOARD. Said consents 

shall not be unreasonably withheld or delayed. 

C. The BOARD's approval of plans for the Western 

Heritage Museum shall include the approval of plans for land­

scaping and other outdoor improvements related to t~e fi[{JSE;tJ}I. 

36 
0441 
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REGARDING: 

Autry National Center Improvements Project 

EIR- RP --013-07 /Board of Refe:r:red Powers 2009-02 



Terry Speth 4325 Victoria Park Drive Los Angeles, CA 90019 
Diana Barnwell 630 West Avenue 46 los Angeles, CA 90065 
Miki Jackson 236 South Avenue 60 Los Angeles, CA 90042 

Hon. City Council and 
Related City Decision Makers 
City of Los -Angeles 
200 N. Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

June 29, 2009 

RE: Autry National Center Expansion for the Southwest Museum Collections 
2009~02 Board of Referred Powers EIR-RP-0 13-07 

Dear Council and City Decision Makers: 

The undersigned members and former City Planning Department staff of 
the Northeast Commun~ty Plan Advisory Committee? submit the following 
comments regarding the City of Los Angeles's ("'City") lack of compliance with 
tbe California Environmental Quality Act e"CEQA") in respect to consideration of 
the project proposed in the final environmental impact report ("FEIR'~ prepared 
by the Department of Recreation and Parks for the Autzy National Center Griffrth 
Park Improvements Project ("Project"). 

CREDENTIALS OF TilE COMMENTERS 

Terry Speth was a planner for the City of Los Angeles for over 25 years. 
The Northeast Co:mmunity Plan revision process ron from January 1990 until the 
Plan's adoption by the City Council on June 1.5, 1999. The CommunitY Plan 
Advisory Committee («CPAC"), a2l~member group ofpersons appointed by the 
affected council offices, guided development ofthe Plan. From March 1996, :M:r. 
Speth was involved in ALL of the comnnmity meetings, drafting, and revisions of 
the entire Plan that was ultimately adopted by the City CmmciL Of all the 
Planning Department staff assigned to the revision of the Northeast Community 
Plan, Mr. Speth as the project manager served the longest in drafting and 
interpreting the Plan. Mr. Speth is a recognized expert on the Northeast 
Commumty Plan and its application in a variety of factual circnmstooces. 
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Diana Barnwell and Miki Jackson both participated in CPAC for its entire 
existence from Janumy 1990 until a few years after the plan~s adoption- a span of 
13 years. As appointees for their respective council districts, they participated in 
both the drafting of all portions of the Plan until it was adopted. Subsequently, 
they continued to serve with the several other CPAC members as the body 
primarily responsible for PJan monitoring and interpretation of the Phm by 
:reviewing proposed development projects in the Plan area. This experience makes 
both Barnwell and Jackson City -appointed and City-recognized experts in the 
application of the Phm to various factual situations. 

In addition, Diana BarnweH was a key community activist involved in 
retaining the Southwest Museum in its historic location when that Museum's 
directors twice tried to move the Museum's world-class collections to other 
locations in Southern California. In both of these hard fought battles, the Council 
and Mayor declared the centrality of the Southwest Museum to Los Angeles' 
identity. To this end, Ms. Barnwell~ perhaps more than anyone knows the history 
of how the Northeast Community Plan wa..;; designed to include an express land 
use policy that the Southwest Museum's use as a museum be retained on Mount 
Washington. 

I. INTRODUCTION. 

Despite objections made during the Draft EIR's public comment process/ 
the FEIR fuils to address a significant negative land use impact that will result if 
the City approves the Project as described in the FE1R. CEQA mandates that a 
Lead Agency shall analyze both the direct and indirect impacts that would occur 
as a result ofthe project being implemented as proposed. (Public Resources Code 
§ 21065; CEQA Guidelines§ 15378.) The Project as proposed would result in a 
violation of the City's General Plan policies (as expressed in the Northeast . 

vould ~ · ·Community .PlanJ that ool:i.gates City decision makers to take no action that 
Mt result in the removal offue Southwest Museum from '<its present location iJ 

Washington." Approval of construction ofreplacement space in the Autry 
- :~~ ....... y~w.u .i. !VJWl- nut l~~~a'1tioo Rreificrv1lfU~m.e tfttnu:?~e:,nwus:ffihn+'Jibnl':1Ur~t.-~T~~'" 11. K .. ~~"- £... 

present location or enable such removal. Because the Em. denies there is ;my 
connection between the construction of replacement facilities :in Griffith Park and 
the removal of the Southwest Museum from "its present location in Mt. 
W ashlngton," the EIR contains an undisclosed significant adverse environmental 

Comment letter of Diana Barnwell, Comments 23~6 to 23-13; Comment 
letter ofNicole Possert and Frank PareJlo, Comments 43-62 and 43-63. 



Autry Expllmion Comments 
June 29. 2009 
J ofJO pages 

impact. This impact can be mitigated but the Autry and City refuse to incorporate 
feasible and enforceable mitigation measures from a 2004 Rehabilitation Report 
for the Southwest Museum prepared by Autry's ov.tn experts. 

Additionally, by violating the City~s General Plan, the required findings for 
the requested Vesting Conditional Use Pemllt. and Parking Zoning Variance 
cannot be made by the City because the Project is :not in conformity with the 
City's General Plan. 

ll. SUMl\fARY OF ,THE ANALYSIS. 

The FEIR studiously avoids disclosing the principal purpose of this project 
and in so doing~ violates the fundamental purpose of CEQA to disclose and 
mitigate vv:,ith legally enforceable meqsures all potential significant negative 
impacts. The failure to provide an accurate Project Description cascades through 
the EIR tainting the Land Use, Cultural Resources~ Alternatives, and 
Environmentally Superior Alternative ana1ysis. The ElR l.9 so deficient it cannot 
be used for the environmental clearance for the Project. 

The Autry Board ofDirectors announced in a March 7, 2005 press release 
that the principal purpose of this Project was to absorb and merge the Southwest 
Museum into an expanded Autry building in Griffith Park. The March 7, 2005 
press release was disseminated to the public befbre Autry hired the law firm of 
Latham & Watkins and the EIR consultant PCR Corporation to begin work to seek 
the entitlements to expand the Autcy Museum building located in Los Angeles' 
historic Griffith Park. 

Prior ~o.morphing and massaging of the Project purpose in official City 
environmental documents, written by Autry's consultants and attorneys, Autry's 
declared purpose of this Project was to take the institutional administrative offices~ 
the 250,000 piece artifact collection~ the e]l,iensive Braun library collection. and 
the exhibition spaces of the Southwest Museum from its location within the 
boundaries ofthe Northeast Community Plan and construct a 129~000 square foot 
addition onto the former Gene Autry Western Heritage Building so that the entire 
Southwest Museum institution oowd be a]2sgrbed g .merged into the single 
~zpanded Autrv Museum Building. Over the past three years it has -become 
mcreasingly dear that Autry intends to market the merged entity at the Griffith 
Park site location to the public under the exclusive brand name ofthe "Autry 
National Center" or just ·~he Autry." 
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Since the hiring of Latham & Watkins and PCR Corporation to prepare the 
draft EIR documents submitted to and adopted by the staff of the City • s 
Recreation and Parks Department largely unchanged, the Project purpose has been 
recast as merely a set of "improvements" to accommodate the Autry National 
Center•s collections- as if the physical merger of the institutions has already 
occurred and the Project is just a final niggling detail. To this end, the EIR 
evasiveiy states that the Autry Board of Directors has no specific proposal for the 
future use of the nationally ·significant Southwest Museum or Casa de Adobe 
buildings and therefore it would be .. speculative') to include ill the EIR any 
discussion of potential environmental and land use impacts2 that would follow 
once the Southwest Museum's museum use is removed its present location in 
Mount W ashlngton. 

First, tllis claim is directly contrary to the Merger Agreement between the 
Autry and Southwest Museums which specifically obligates the Autry Board of 
Directors to develop an Autry National Center Master Plan to be used for decision 
making about it'> two museum campuses. The Master Plan was to specifically 
guide Autry Board of Directors' decision making regarding the future of all of its 
facilities. For the Autry to now claim in EIR documents that it has .. no specific 
proposa1h for the future fate of the Southwest Museum's Arroyo Seco campm:;:3 

appears to be in direct opposition to Autry's contractual and fiduciary duties by 
failing to prepare the required Master Plan before making the key decisions. It is 
puzzling that in testimony before City decision makers the Autry's attorneys and 
representatives claimed that such a Master Plan was completed. This Master Plan 
has never been released to the public for review. Thus, the claims in the EIR that 
no specific proposal exists are contradicted by the opposite claims made by Autry 
representatives in every other public venue EXCEPT the ElR 

Second, it must be conservatively assumed from the ElR's refusal to state 
the Autry Board~s contemplated future use of the Arroyo Seco Campus, thatthe 
Project will enable the removal ofthe entire Southwest Museum's museum use 
from Mount Washington to Griffith Park. The Project proposal seeks 20,000 
square feet of museum exhibit space for the Southwest Museum's collections. 
The historic Southwest Museum site on Mount Washington has 12,500 square feet 
of exhibition space. The new 129.000 square feet of the Project ·~improvements1' 

2 E.g .• DEIR - Executive Summary at p. 20, DEIR- Cultural Resources at 
p.164. 

3 Throughout the EIR the Autry and City refer to the Mount Washington 
site as the "Arroyo Seco campus.n The site names may be used interchangeably u1 this 
letter. 
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would enable the complete removal of the museum use from Mount Washington 
because it would include more than enough floor space to remove aU Southwest 
Museum operations from the Arroyo Seco campus location. For the last five 
years, Autry legal representatives have refused to discuss a project condition or 
project alternative that includes~ as a condition of a City project approval~ that the 
Griffith Park expansion be reduced in exhibition space and Autry rehabilitate and 
maintain the; historic museum site use for primary ongoing exhibition of the 
Southwest's collection. 

Based upon the foregoing, implementation of the Project as proposed will 
be inconsistent with the Northeast Community Plan policies that require that the 
Southwest Museum's museum use remain on Mount Washington. Additionally, if 
the City grants a discretionary permit allowing the construction of the Project so as 
to enable the removal of the Southwest Museum~s museum land use from Mount 
Washington, the City decision makers will additionally violate the City?s 
:fundamental zoning law in the General Plan. 

The EIR goes to extraordinary, indeed preposterous lengths, to deny that 
the Project in Griffith Park has any relationship to the Southwest Museum's 
Arroyo Seco campus. The reason for the forceful denials of any link between the 
Project and the Southwest Museum campus is palpably transparent. If the City and 
Autry conceded that there is a significant negative land use impact frm11-
implementation of the Project as proposed~ either of the options contained in the 
Autry•s 2004 Rehabilitation Report for the Southwest Museum. would mitigate 
such a significant land use impact. CEQA would require the City to select the 
2004 Rehabilitation Report plan if the EIR. .. finds" a potential significant land use 
impact, and as we understand the politics of this issue, Autry, particularly its most 
significant donor, Mrs. Autry, does not want a continuing obiigation to preserve 
the Southwest Museum site on Mount Washington as a part of the Autry National 
Center. We are of the opinion that the elephant in the room is that the Autry and 
the City both KNOW there will be a potential negative 1mpact if the Autry is 
allowed to remove the Southwest's collection and therefore the museum 1a.nd use 
from Mount Wru!hington. 

ln our expert opinion, the City cannot make the factual findings required 
for the Findings of Facts or a Statement of Overriding Considerations. The Autry 
National Center Board of Directors and its legal and EIR advisors have to know 
this. This has likely resulted m advisors to the Autry National Center Board of 
Directors to pursue a CEQA legal strategy to forcefully deny there is any land use 
impact of the Project even though it is obvious there is. Accordingly. Autry~s 
legal advisors~ Latham & Watkins, and Autry's EIR consultant, PCR Corporation, 
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have conducted an intellectually dishonest effort to draft false and misleading EIR 
documents and correspondence with the City claiming that there is no land use 
impact on the Northeast Community Plan. 

Sadly, the Department of Recreation and Parks, Environmental Review 
Unit, has passively accepted this position expressed in the EIR and it is just one 
example of~ow the City, despite certifications to the contrary, has failed to 
exercise independent judgment in signing off on the current version of the EIR. 
This strategy ofLatham & Watkins and PCR Corporation has been undertaken 
rather than prop~rly infonning their client that it is sim.ply illegal to remove the 
Southwest Museum from Mount Washington when Autry•s own expert study, 
confirmed by other museum. operation experts~ established as a fact that the 
existing Southwest Museum can feasibly be rehabilitated to meet museum 
standards and will earn revenues as a percentage of operating cost normal for the 
museum industry. By any normal metric,. the Autry Board ofDirectors should be 
pursuing a sensitive rehabilitation of the Southwest Museum and :reducing the size 
of its desires to appropriate the people's park land to private use. 

For these reasons, the Board ofPark and Recreation Commissioners, the 
Board of Referred Powers, the City Planning Commission, and the City Council 
have no f&C'I:ila\ or legal basis to adopt the Final EI~ certify that it currently 
complies with the requirements of CEQA, make the factual findings required for a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations, or make the required factual findings 
required for the Autry• s requested land use entitlements, including the Vesting 
Conditional Use Permit and the multiple variances. 

m. ANALYSIS. 

CIT\' APPROV AI,. OF 'fHE PROJECT WILL VIOLATE T~ 
NORTHEAST COMMUNITY ELAN WHICH IS AN UNDISCLOSED 
ADVERSE LAND USI IMPACT OF THE PROJECT ON THE GENERAL 
PLAN OF THE CITY. 

A. The Previous And Current Text of the Northeast 
Com:muaitv Plan Establishes That Ma\Ptahling Tl\e 
Museum Use Of The Southwest Museum Is A Centr:,atl 
General Plan Polley 

We begin our analysis ofthe current Northeast Community Plan with its 
predecessor, adopted by the City Council on July 3, 1979. A copy of the 1979 
Northeast Community Phm is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. We begin by noting 
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for the record that the City Planning Department, in selecting an image for the 
cover of the 1979 Northeast Community Plan that best represented the area, chose 
the image of the Southwest Museum perched on its hillside above the historic 
Arroyo Seoo and the community ofHighland Park. It is hard to imagine more 
powerful visual evidence of the centrality of the Southwest Museum to the identity 
and sense of place than this iconic image selected by the City for the front cover of 
the 1979 No~east Cornmuuity Plan. 

There are only four general obje~tives of the 1979 Northeast Community 
Plan. However, thls one is most telling about the community's sense of 
connection to the Arroyo Arts culture and history: 

"OBJECTIVES OF THE PLAN 
GENERAL 

To create an environment with diversity; 
balanced growth, identity and historical 
continuity." 

This objective epitomizes the vital impact of historic context in this Community 
Plan. 

With regard to public facilities~ the 1979 Northeast Community Plan set as 
an objective "to promote the preservation of views, historic sites, natural character 
and topography of the District for the enjoyment ofboth local residents and 
persons throughout the Los Angeles region.~' This objective was clearly tied to 
the cultural richness and context of the hilly terrain of the Plan area and the desire 
to preserve the many historic sites within the Plan boundaries. 

The 1979 Plan specifically called out that the Plan ·~supports 1he continued 
development of historic, cultural,. and natural monument sites~' and stars on the 
associated Northeast Community Plan map showed at least 13 Cultural & 
Historical Sites. including the Southwest Museum and Casa de Adobe locations. 

The 1979 Plan prophetically envisioned a specific plan to enhance and 
connect the numerous cultura] heritage museums and sites in close proximity: 

·•v. SPECIFIC PLAN-
CULTURAL AND HISTORICAL 

LANDMARKS 
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The City should, when authorized by the City Council. 
consider the establishment of a regional Cultural Park 
through municipal or Federal funding. This facility 
should include and connect Heritage Square, the 
Lmnmis Home) Casa de Adobe, Sycamore Grove 
Park, the Southwest Museum, and the Native Sons of 
the Golden West Museum.'; 

This Specific Plan is the City's acknowledgement that the original uses of the 
Southwest Museum and the Casa de Adobe, now mvned by the Autry~ are 
connected to other significant historic and culrural museum sites in the immediate 
vicinity. 

While the 1979 Plan was replaced by the 1999 Plan, the 1979 Northeast 
Community Plan provides an important context and demonstrates the centrality of 
the Southwest Museum as the most significant museum land use in the Northeast 
Community Plan area. 

In 1990~ the City began the Community Plan Revision. To this end, the 
CPAC was appointed. Ms. BarnweH and Ms. Jackson were appointed to CPAC 
and Terry Speth was the principal City Planner assigned to staffthe revision 
process. This is evidenced by Mr. Speth's signature as City Planner on the April 
27; 1999 staff report that recommended adoption of the Plan amendments. 
Attached as Exhibit 2 is a copy of a portion of the staff report. The City staff 
report describes the CP AC role at pages 16-18 of Exhibit 2. 

Page 1 of the 1999 Northeast Community Plan states that the area has long 
been recognized as the location ofm~jor recreational resourcesl medical facilities, 
centers ofhigher learning, and home to "the City•s fust museum, the Southwest 
Museum." Attached as Exhibit 3 is a copy of relevant portions of the Northeast 
Community Plan. 

As iterated in Chapter II of the Northeast Community Plan. the Plan 
is an integral part ofthe City~s General Plan, the fundamental land use planning 
policy document of the City of Los Angeles. "'The General Plan clarifies and 
articulates the City's intentions with respect to the rights and expectations of the 
general public, property ovvners. prospective investors, and business interests." 

The 1999 Northeast Community Plan identified the following as one of :five 
:fundamental purposes of the Plan: 
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"Regulating the development opportunities associated 
with the future mil transit system to maximize the 
economic potential while minimizing any adverse 
impacts.~' 

The Northeast Community Plan was therefore drafted in anticipation of rapid 
transit to enhance and ensure the economic viability of the Southwest Museum. A 
provision of the Northeast Community Plan makes it unlawful for the City to 
pursue any policies to aUow the Museum to move away from the Northeast. This 
is clearly consistent with maximizing the economic potential of the Southwest 
Museum adjacent to a major transit node and minimizing any economic losses 
from a possible departure from the community. 

The 1999 Northeast Community Plan had a special section devoted to 
preservation ofhistoric and cultural amenities. GOAL 14 was: "A commu1d!! 
which preserves and restor~ the monuments, culto.nd resources,) 
neighborhoods :and bmdma.rks which have histor.i(\al andior cqltyral 
significance." 

Supporting iliatGOAL was OBJECTIVE 14-3: '"To enhance and capitalize 
on the contribution of existing cultural and historical resources in the co:mrn:unity." 
This OBJECTIVE was implemented by the following policy: 

~'POLICIES 

14-3.1 Support the Southwest Museum as a cultural 
resource, encourage expansion on and off site, and !!.rge:rv~ 
.its present locatio! in Mt. Washmfaog. 

Program: The Plan's policies and progrmns, regarding 
transit stations and transit~oriented districts lm.prove the 
vial;!iJi.ty and accessibility of the museum and reinlorce its 
sign:ifican~e a~ a fqgd :PQint of the cm!lmuni:tt." (emphasis 
added). 

This :is it. This is the General Plan policy and program that Autry attorneys and 
EIR consultants do not wish to face. They have no credible response to the 
mandate that the City Cmmdl shall only take actions that ''preserve its (the 
Museum~s) present location in Mt. Washington.~' To support this important land 
use policy, the Northeast Community Plan emphasizes the transit station and 
transit~oriented district policies and programs as intended to "improve the viability 
(read economic viability) and accessibility (read more tourists. visitors, and 
income) ofthe museum and to reinforce its significance as a focal point of the 
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community." This program. ofthe City~ that acknowledges that the Southwest 
Museum is the focal point of the community, is the functional equivalent of the 
1979 Plan that placed the image of the Museum on the front cover of the Plan 
demonstrating it was indeed the focal point ofthe community. 

Before the Autry knew the significance ofthe wording of its March 7, 2005 
press releas~, it boldly announced that the purpose ofthe Project was to move the 
entire Southwest Museum institution from its location. That proposed action~ if 
endorsed and enabled by the City~ would result in a violation of the Northeast 
Community Plan. It cannot be explained away. It cannot be sidestepped, To the 
extent the EIR refuses to concede it, it is a biased and non-objective environmental 
document that violates the mandates of CEQA. 

B. There Is Substantial Evidence In The Record That The 
Project's Unstated And Real Purpose Is To Remqve The 
Southwest Museum From Mt. Washington To !;!:riffi,1h 
Park. 

1. Autr¥'sw2005 Press Release Is The Best Evitf!nce Of 
The Pu:roose Of The. Project. 

On March 7. 2005, the Autry National Center Board of Directors issued a 
press release announcing that it had commissioned "Overland Partners Architects 
to Design New Buildings and Galleries at Los Angeles Campus." A copy of the 
Autry's press release is attached as Exhibit 4. The subheading on the Autry~s 
press release stated: 

"Design wJU. b,ighlight collection. of the Southwest 
Museum_of t9e. A.merigt,B Indian and expand 
Center's Research Insti.tu.te and Library" (emphasis 
added). 

In the first paragraph of the press releasel Autry publicly declared that the 
goal of the project was to .. physically merge" tile Autry and Southwest Museum 
institutions: 

"LOS ANGELES, California (March 7, 2005)- The 
Autry National Center has selected Overland Partners 
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Architects~ 4 an award~ winning f.um ba..;;ed in San 
Antonio, Texas, to develop a master phm and design 
new buildings and expanded galleries for the 
multicultural history center's campus in Los Angeles's 
Griffith Park. The project will physically merge the 
multiple institutions that have come together in recent 

< years to form the Autry National Center. A large 
portion of the Autrv~s e.xpans.ion "Will be dedicated 
to the Southwest Museum of the American Indian, . 
quintupling the gallery space currently devoted to its 
worldmclass collection:~ (emphasis added). 

A few parngraphs down in the press release are details that demonstrate the 
purpose of the Project is to expand the existing campus in Griffith Park to 
incorporate the existing Museum of the American West (the new name for the 
former Gene Autry Western Heritage Museum building) and new galleries and 
collection storage and staff offices of the Southwest Museum. The press release 
expressly acknowledges that the Project will involve ~·relocation". of the Southwest 
Museum to the expanded Griffith Park location: 

"'Overland Partners has been charged with creating a 
master plan for the Center's 10-acre campus in Griffith 
Park that inco:rJJ:!!rates new building§ with tbe 
Center's existing facilities, 5 chiefly the Museum of 
the A.rnerican West. Opened in 1988, the museum;s 
existing 148.000-sq.-ft. structure along Interstate 5 
expresses the California Mission style in a 
contemporary context. 

Two years into the design process, the Autry Board ofDireat:ors fired 
Overland Partners. presumably because tbe Board did not like the design created by 
Overland Partners or did not like the projected cost, or both. As a result, a personal 
friend of Autry CEO John Gray. Brenda Lev~ was brought in to pick up the pieces and 
come up with a less expensive project proposal. 

5 As the project later evolv~ the Autry Board of Directors abandoned all 
pretense of respecting the separate integrity and public identity of the Southwest 
Museum. Accordingly, what V."aS originally represented to the press as adding "new 
buildings" to the campus came to be a single monolithic building for the "Autry National 
Center" and later, perhaps an adjacent building for the Institute for the Study of the 
American West which \vill merge together the libraries of the former separate 
institutions. 
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Overland wHI work over the coming months to design 
an expansion comJ!risinB, agpro:rima_te,li 10,000 
sg2ft. of gaJleries to exhibit and internret the 
coller:tion of the ~uthwest Museum of the 
American .b:uUan. an arm of the Autry National 
Center that is currently located about seven miles 
southeast of the Griffith Park campus in. the Mt 
\VashlngtgJU!X:.ea ofLos Angeles. An additional 
30,000 ~q. ft. ohmderground storage at the Griffith 
Park campus wJil securely house the remainder of 
the Southwest's collection, most of which will be 
visible to museum visitors. 

The Southwest's cramped buildings in Mt. 
Washington, dating to 1914, have deteriorated to a 
point that threatens the museum's holdings. 
Relocating to Griffith Park will result in more than 
five times tbe current gallery sp§ce to showcase J 
collection of Native American art and arU,acts that 
is considered one ofthe largest and most significant 
jn the wgrJd." 

The Autry's press release makes crystal clear in its ovvn words~ unfiltered 
by the omission and doublespeak of Latham & Watkins and PCR Corporation, that 
the Autry's goal is to move the Southwest Museum institution and "one of the 
largest and most significant in the world'~ Native American artifact coHections into 
the Autry~s single building where its o\vn lesser collection currently resides, 

Thus, the purpose of the project proposed in the EIR is to expand the 
Autry~s museum building by 129,000 square feet so that the three institutions of 
the Autry National Center that were originally represented in press releases as 
three separate publicly identified institutions could be all located in a single 
campus complex henceforth only marketed to the public as the "'Autry National 
Center" or, just t'theAutry." In this way, the Autry's project, if approved as 
proposed, will have the City Los Angeles and its elected City Council 
participating in the Autry's breach of its Merger Agreement conditions of 
receiving these assets and result in a misrepresentation to the public of the. 
Southwest Museum's world-class collection to future generations as only Autry's 
collection. This severs the Southwest's collection from its proper historic context 
in the National Register Soutln.vest Museum campus. 
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2. The FE.IR And AU C{):rrespomlence With The CiD;: 
Js Directed At Obscu:ring The Negative Land Use 
l~.p.Rad On The Nm1:beast Community Pbm. 

Once the Autry retained WilJiam Delvac and George Mihlste:n ofLatham & 
Watkins and PCR Corporation, work began in 2005-2007 to draft an EIR that 
minimizes references to the Southwest Museum and doggedly denies that the 
expansion project in Griffith Park has any factua1 or legal environmental 
relationship with the existing Southwest Museum locatioa The effort to 
misrepresent the fundamental purpose and nature of fue project began with the 
abstract title selected: "Autry National Center Griffith Park Improvements 
Project.'~ Although the project was announced in 2005 as a master plan for 
exnansion of the Griffith Park buildings, it is now entitled with the same nam.e that 
someone might assign to a modest upgrade of building fixtures and landscaping: 
••improvements/' 

In the Project Description prepared by Latham & Watkins attorneys and 
PCR Corporation EIR consultants, the Initial Study removes an reference to the 
Southwest Museum or the fact that the project :involves movement of Los 
Angeles • s first and most historic museum from Mt, Washington into Griffith Park: 

"'To assist in. nnplementing its :mission to ~explore the 
experiences and perceptions of the diverse peoples of 
the American West,, the Autry N ation:al Center 
proposes the Autry National Center Improvements 
Project ... at its facility within Griffith Park in the 
City ofLos Angeles. Tht:: Project would renovate and 
modernize certain portions of the existing 
approximately 142,884 square-foot Museum; ex,nand 
tbe facility by approximately 12.9,000 sqtuJ.re-feet in 
two phases; and provide for the renovation of exterior 
landscape areas, enhanced vehicle and pedestrian 
circulation, and increased parking amenities over two 
development phases. These im!rbvements would 
aUow the Autn; fiational Center to e1i!al!Usb the 
center as the premier intemretive s$te {or tke 
exhlbitiop of flu~ American West to store :its 
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collections in a.single locanpn with museum 
standard~of·care controls and appropriate physical 
storage conditioru:; to showcase the internal workings 
of the Museum ( e_g., storage of collection and staff 
areas); !P provide additional gaUen a:gd 
presentation areas for the public~ 1~. enh:1~ce !!§ 

, research and education programs; and to enhance 
tbe facility as a cultural resqurce." (emphasis 
added). 

The Project Description for the Initial Study mmphs the three separate 
institutions of the Center into a single entity called the '"Autry National Center:• 
Therefore, instead of disclosing to the public that the expansion's purpose is 
substantially dedicated to constructing square footage to house the Southwest 
Museum's collection and programs, it is mischarncterized as allowing the Autry 
National Center to store ITS collections. Instead of disclosing to the public that 
the expansion • s purpose is dedicated to providing new exhibition gallery space for 
the Southwest Museum to replace and render redundant the exhibition spaces in 
the National Register Southwest Museum building~ it is only characterized as 
allowing the Autry National Center "to provide additional gallery and presentation 
areas." Instead of disclosing to the public that the expansion • s purpose is to 
remove the third grade curriculum programs and the popular children~s ~'Dig It'~ 
program from Mt. Washington to Griffith Park, it is only characterized as allowing 
the Autry National Center "to enhance its research and education programs,~' 

The Autry Board of Directors has engaged in a multi~year public relations 
cru:npaign to walk away from donor restrictions imposed upon it by the Merger 
Agreement with the former Board of the Southwest Museum. The Merger 
Agreement obligated the Autry Board to perpetually maintain the separate 
integrity and independent institutions of three public entities: the Autry Museum 
ofWestem Heritage (later named the Museu:m. of the American West), the 
Southwest Museum, and the institute for the Study of the American West. See 
Merger Agreement§ l2(b) and§ 13(f). These institutions were to have separate 
directors, separate curatorial staffs, and separate budgets which would reinforce 
their separate existing identities - especiaHy that ofthe Southwest Museum, The 
Autry National Center was supposed to operate as an umbrella for these separate 
institutions, much like the Getty Trust or the Smithsonian Institution actually do 
independently market and operate their separate component museum institutions. 

The records of this City document that this was how the Merger Agreement 
was to be implemented. In Council File 04-1071, Councilmembers LaBonge and 
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ViUaraigosa called upon the management of the Autry to present plans for 
implementation of the merger with the Southwest Museum to the Arts, Parks, 
Health and Aging Committee ofthe Los Angeles City Council: 

"Motion~ The Autry National Center, headquartered in 
Griffi:l:h Park. was created as a result of the recent 

, merger ofthe Southwest Museum of the American 
Indian and the Musemn of the American West (formerly 
the Autry Museum of Western Heritage). The Center is 
creating a broad foundation ofknowledge about the 
significance of the history of the western United States 
and the profound role of America's indigenous peoples. 
The Center is providing new learning opportunities for 
scholars, educators, students, and the general public, 
thus giving the Autry a distinctive national profile. The 
Anny National Cente:r is organized around three 
JJublic entities-the Southwest Mw;enm. Museum of 
fhe American West. an~ the Institute for the..§tudy of 
the American West. It draws on the resources of each 
to preserve and expand the Center,s unparalleled 
collections and advance public knowledge about the 
history of the peoples and cultures of the American 
West. Through public programs~ publicationst and 
outreach efforts, the Center is engaging increased 
numbers of people~ inc1uding tens of thousands of City 
school children, as well as other audiences at the local, 
national, and international levels. The Southwest 
Museum will eontinuc to ORemte at its Mount 
Washington campus where longMterm exb.ibitioDL 
research senice!i!. and a variety of public program! 
will be available for scholars. school groups, and the 
general public. The Museum of the American West 
and the Institute for the Stud! of tbe American West 
will con!jny~ tlt; gperate at the Ce!t!!,!r's Griffith Park 
campus, along with the Center's admimmanve 
offices. While co:re J!rogrammatic actixmes oftbe two 
museums and the mstitu.tc takt,!lace at their 
respective facilities, each entitt will maintain a pubU£ 
life at both camgU%,\LS· The creation of the Autry 
National Center provides excitmg new opportunities for 
the City and its residents. As such H is importan.t to 
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obtain :information from the directors of the Southwest 
Museum, Museum of the American West. Institute for 
the Study of the American West as to their current 
operations under the merger and their plans for the 
future, THEREFORE MOVE that representatives ofthe 
Autry National Center be requested to make a 

, presentation to the Arts, Parks. Health and Aging 
Committee relative to the recent merger of the 
Southwest Museum and Museum of the American West 
and creation of the Autry National Center, their current 
operations~ and their plans for the future.'' (emphasis 
added). 

The specifics regarding the planned Autry National Center contained in this 
motion, beyond the knowledge of the various Council offices, were provided to 
the Council office staff by the Autty Nationnl Center management This Motion 
and hearing occurred before the City Council in spring 2004, approximately one 
year before the Autry Board of Directors announced its new plan to "physically 
merge' all the institutions together under a single named building: Autry National 
Center. That announcement came with the Autry's press release set forth above. 

C. The Citv Is Required By CEQA To A:mdm An Direct 
And Indirect Im)lads Of The P:rojed Prqposed In The 
ElL 

As stated at the outset of this letter~ CEQA requires the City to objectively 
and fairly analyze the direct and indi.rect impacts of the Project. Throughout the 
EIR., other potential significant impacts are analyzed and the Autry and City have 
not tried to deny possible impacts. For instance, the EIR does not say; "The 
intersection of Crystal Springs Drive and Los Feliz Blvd are not part of the 
Project," and then deny that it must analyze traffic impacts. Or, the EIR does not 
say: •The Zoo Magnet Schoo! and the Golf Course are not part of the Project," and 
then try to avoid analyzing the potential construction air quality and noise impacts 
on those off-site areas. Only the campus ofthe Southwest Musel.un in the Arroyo 
Seco is reserved for this differential treatment. 

Such language appeared in the draft EIR and it appears today in the 
proposed fmdings of fact in support of the Project approvals before the City: 

"The Arroyo Cru.npus is not part of the project" 
Executive Summary, DEIR p. 5. 
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The reason for this statement is clear. The Autry and its advisors are trying 
to avoid analyzing the Project in the context of the Northeast Community Plan, 
By constantly stating that the Arroyo Campus is ~not part of the project" there is 
an arguable reason to avoid analyzing the Northeast Community Plan in the Land 
Use section of the EIR. On pages 180~81, of the DE.TR,c there is a claim that ONLY 
the Ho1lywood Community Plan Himplements the land use standards ofthe City!~ 
Conspicuously absent from the analysis is A."NY reference to the Northeast 
Community Plan. It· is clear why: The Autry and its consultants cannot explain 
away a General Plan policy directed to maintenance of the Southwest Museum on 
Mount Washington. It is the elephant in the room aud City~s EIR is fatally flawed 
by its stubborn refusal to acknowledge that the PURPOSE of the Project is to 
move the Southwest Museum from the Northeast Community Plan area on Mount 
Washington to public land in Griffith Park. 

D. The City's General PlaJ\ Will Be Violated By Actiqos 
That Factually And Legally Will Flow From Aru;!rovru 
Of The Project -tY Proposed. 

The approval of the Project by the City would directly or indirectly clear · 
the way for the Autry to construct exhibition, storage, library~ and administrative 
offices in Griffith Park and then. later, declare it is selling or giving away the 
Southwest Museum Arroyo Campus. Highlighting and underlying this likely 
scenario is fu~ equally stubborn refusal to indicate that the Autry has any future 
pians.for the Southwest Museum's Arroyo campus: 

"'The Arroyo Campus is not part of the project. 
Rather~ the Autzy National Center's decision to expand 
its Griffith Park Campus is independent of any 
decision as to how to reuse the Arroyo Campus. The 
Autry's Board has previously resolved to move the 
Southwest Collection, regardless of whether the 
expansion occurs at Griffith Park Campus. 

As for the Arroyo Campus, a reuse report for 
the site was prepared in September 2004. Since that 
time and on an unrelated path, the Autry National 
Center has been exploring options for use of the site, 
and this exploration is ongoing. Therefore, the Autry · 
National Center does not have a specific proposal 
related to the Arroyo Campus and~ as such~ any 
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analysis of such environmental impacts would be 
speculative. Thus, while ilie Arroyo Campus does 
include known historic resources9 such as the 
Southwest Musewn Building and the Casa de Adobe, 
in accordance with the Public Resources Code and the 
CEQA Guidelines) these resources would not be 

. impacted by the project" DEIR, p. 164. 

These two paragraphs of the DEIR contain numerous misrepresentations of 
fact. None of them were corrected in the Additions and Corrections to the Draft 
EIR after receipt of scathing comment letters from the public. First, the movement 
of the Southwest Museum's museum land use from Mount Washington to Griffith 
Park is a part of the contemplated actions related to the Project Such actions 
cannot be broken down into discrete little actions: fuis Project entails not just 
building nevv space} but most significantly, moving the Southwest Museum into it. 
The representation that the Autry• s Board is determined to move the collection out 
of the Southwest Museum building no matter what is not supported with any 
objective evidence. Where wm the Board move the Southwest~s collections if the 
expansion in Griffith Park is not approved? To a Public Storage building? To 
Mrs. Autry's garage? The mere suggestion is factually unsupported in the record. 

It is true that there was an Autry report issued in September 2004; but it is 
factually untrue that it was a ''reuse~; report for the Southwest Museum. It is 
entitled "Rehabilitation Report" and its purpose was to determine if the Southwest 
Museum could be returned to service as a full museum. That is not "reuse" and 
the EIR contains this false representation. The Rehabilitation Report is barely 
mentioned because it is 227 pages of objective evidence in this record that to avoid 
a significant land· use impact on the Northeast Community Plan, the City could use 
its discretion to reduce the exhibition spaces authorized for construction in Griffith 
Park and requite the Autry to carry out Option A orB of the Rehabilitation Report. 
This report, prepared by about 15 subject matter experts concluded the Southwest 
Museum building was sound for rehabilitation to meet museum standards and 
could generate at least 38% of its operating costs which is acknowledged to be 
within the norm ofthe museum industry. Thus~ the Draft EIR contains substantial 
misrepresentations of fact about the Autry's 2004 Rehabilitation Plan and 
significmttly. the EIR fails to examine the feasibility of implementing Option A or 
Option B of the Rehabilitation Plan to mitigate the land use impact Additionally, 
we are sure other experts are weighing in on how separation of the Southwest's 
collection from its historic building will a}so impair the cultural resource of the 
Southwest Museum building .integrity and cultural context 
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Finally, there is one more sigcificant misrepresentation in the Drnft ElR: 
the claim that Autry has no specific plan for the future of the Southwest Museum. 
Here in the EIR, the City's official document tor this expansion project, there is a 
denial of any future plan and therefore an unsubstantiated claim of no requirement 
to analyze potential future impacts. Even if this were true, there are a limited 
number of options that the Autcy has explored and the refusal to disclose to the 
public and the decision maker what these scenarios might be an discuss the 
environmeniat implications is an abuse of discretion and failure to proceed in. 
accordance with CEQA. 

More significantly, Autcy has desperately tried to assure the public that it 
HAS A CONCRETE AND BELEIV ABLE PLAN for the Southwest Museum 
outside the EIR. To this end, it has articulated a future vision at the website 
W\VW.futureswm.org. When that failed to satisfY the public, Autry then brought 
out the Mayor ofLos Angeles and Councihnember Jose Huizar to endorse the 
Autry~ s plan to convert the Southwest Museum land use from museum to an 
education and cultural center. The Mayor and Mr. Huizar even announced the 
fonuation of a group called 4'The Southwest Society" to raise funds for this future 
Autry plan. After 21 months of existence, this group has raised no funds. See the 
website W\vw.southwestsociety.org. Attached at Exhibit 5 are copies of aU of 
these materials that Autry is using apart from the EIR to represent !hat it has a plan 
whlle in the City's official document, claiming that there is no plan. 

The City ofLos Angele.'> cannot credibly join in this fraud by adopting the 
EIR that denies there is a project planned for the Southwest Museum when) 
outside the EIR, the City's own Mayor and City Councilrnember are publicly 
claiming and endorsing the Autry; s plan as an acceptable plan. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, the EIR fails to comply with CEQA laws 
and regulations. The Southwest Musewn's loss of its museum land use, in 
violation ofthe City)s General Plan, is at risk with the City's project approval 
without an enforceable mitigation. Such a mitigation measure exists in the form of 
the options set forth in the Rehabilitation Report. The failure to properly describe 
the Project has resulted in a faulty analysis of the following: Project Description~ 
Land Use, Cultural Resources, Alternatives and Environmentally Superior Project 
Selectlm.t There ls no power to approve the Project using the current deficient 
EIR. ----...._ 
(.~ ' 
·~ 

'··~'-. 
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u:.A.OCITY AGENCY AND AOORESS: Oepartmenl of Recr~.::d~ and Parks, 
221 N. F1gooroa Street Suite 100, I os Angeles, CA 90012 

I M~~~T TITLE: AUTRY NATIONAl CENTER {Griffith Park)· · facrlrty 

COUNCll DISTRICT: 
4 

lOO REFERENCE: 
I ~~lmg of Exh:bit Space for Interpreting Native 

Amancan F.:nwonmental Stewardship 

PROJECT LOCATlON; 4700 Wes:ern Heritage Way. los Angeles. CA 900:27 

Proposit1011 84 Gtaot 

1 
-------------·----~------- -----

DESCRIPTION OF NA1UI:.U!, PURPOSE, AND BENEFICIARIES Of PROJECT: 

The proposed pfoject wiill:o create twc cxhibtl galieries and a'1 ouldoor teachrng garden dC\ioted 10 the 1odigeoovs peop•es. of 
California, lhe1r odaticnship to t"le natural Wvi:"'O'mJCr:t. and kay stewardship pracl:ic.;.es tlley hav•~ ~mp!oyud iry sustainint:~lheJr 
traditJcms and lifaways The project will include infrastructure 1mprovemcf'lts to two exis!1ng museum spaces trmt WJU r.ouse the 
Cshfomia lndtan exhib1ts, as well as !:he cooversion of an a:Misttng exterior interpretive sp~ce inlo the Native C;;!lr!onua reachtr.g 
garden. The proj~ will also induda tJie renovation of exis~n;; restfClOI?s common to. each o~ thtoro interpretive ~ea~. All 
rotnode:hng wo.'i( Wll• be accomp11shej Wlthill the museurrl's axts!:lflg footpnnt and no eldenor Walls ol the museum bo1ldlfl9 Wlll be 
modified The patrons of 1he AutJy National Ceflter museum and Gr~ffdh Park will be the beflefteiaries of lhe project .• Q 

NAME OF PSRSON OR AGENCY CAM'RNG OUT PROJECT, IF OTHER TliAN I..EAD CrrY AGE~Y: 

AIJ!ry National Center 4700 Western Hentage Way. los Af!geklS. CA 900?i' 

CONTACT PERSON: 
PAUl DAVIS 

EXEMPT STATUS: (Chru;k One} 

0 OEC!. .. AFU';D alEOOt:I\!CV 
lJ ~ENCV PROJECT 
0 M>lNISTER!i.t.. PROJECT 

AAEACODE 
213 

!&I -t:ATE~ICA1. ~10t4 
0 OEHER.Al. EXE~PTIOH 
0 SYA ruT<ffl'f Eli!EMPTION 

r"' ~-~ _. 1 

............................ ,....,.-.. .............................. _____ _ 
TELEPHONE NUMBER; 

202-2667 

CITY CEQ8 Q!,liQEUNE~ 

Art 11, Sec. lat t) 
Art u, S-ee. 2(al(~M3l 
Art. II, ~~- 2tJ 
Art. It, &x:. a{t:) SM fJolowo 
M. 11, Sac. 2{dt 
M. M, Sec. lfi} 

Category 
1 13 

t ~ ............. -

EXT. 

:§l.l,ill;£§.~0EUNES 

Nrl'.16.~.1!lle9i)1) 
AAT.11.~. 1S2t19{b)h~) 
ART. U,Soe.1&:Mil 
AA'r. UI.SK. 15:1-00 ·15U2 
AAT.18,Sae.15262 
~T.18,~.1$28l 

(City CEQA Guh:Mtllnn, 
An.l!il. s.q~}. ~(a)!1 )!131 
M.ll!l,~eJ. 

Art. 1!11, !«{'11). 

Art.lllll. Sect'i). 

r JUSTIFICAOON FOR PROJECT EXIEM?HON: 

[ Thr. projflt:IJIW"Oives ln11i!!fK.lf arn3 maar' .or altefatrons ro est.ablishoo and d~Saele a1cas ol<}n. !!!Xl!Otmg fat::ibl)' which OM!! Mly developed wt.!'in ~ 
!a !'{lei' 3~1"lt ofpi'!IU 0( r~.!Jf:io'\ canii:H'5. wtuf/re such mcdir~Catioos are !I!!SSen!ially a rearnmgemMt (ra!he-r than an addJtive fu!'tCOOn) 
such as might ()(;COt at a m~ . .a'ld VIIi!: not ifl.Cf"eaoo the !!l'"e (.'J'I e-:qland ~ uti~ or I.M faocrlity _ ...... 

j SIGHA TURE: 

r:· ~ ... __ ,._,.,..,... ____ ..,..r~lE. 

PAUl DAVI ENVIRONMENT At SPECIAUST JL:ne ~B. 2010 

REC'D. BY: .. - .. ___ _ 
lO .103866!1 
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OOAAO Of R!cm:ATK!H AND 
PU!J( COIM$SIOMI!!rul 

MARY A. ~'l.S 
~ 

l W .A !>AAGo-!El 
~~ 

1!11 .:f.~ & lAI'ItkY 
.u "" 1b"£R.~ 

~'ll'Atf'N~ 

~!(lilt(~ 

:l-....101~ 

June 23, 2010 

CITY oF los ANGELES 

CAlifORNIA 
Al>i-0010 R. VlllAfU!>.H30SA 

UAYOR 

Mr. John L Gray, Pregjdcn:i. & CEO 
Autry National Center of tho American West 
4700 Western Herit&ga Way 
los AngGies. CA 00027 

f)f.J'Aqn.ieNT 01' 

RKMATIIOO ANO P~S 
;?2l N, !''!Ji.w(>ll ~. s....1:iD tCO 
!OS~·.~;s.CA GOOti' 

{213) 2'0:1·21!111~ 
I'M (?13) 2W·~1:t 

~.A.ilmf.ll..l. 
·~~ 

~~srodOMII~ 

The City of Los Angeles Department ot Recrea~n and Parns suppofiB tho Aul.ry NatioMI 
Cent~t'$ (Autry) grant applitatto.'1 to tha State Oepar1ff"'ena of Pa~s and Recreation. Office of 
Grants and local Services' Natura EducaOOI'\ facililies grant program eslabll~hed by IDe 
passa~~ of Proposition 84. We understand that if tho app\Jcatioo Is successful. funding from this 
grant will enable the Autry to expand and install hrto new oxhlbitions Y..ithin our existing building 
as won as to renovate our outdoor TraUs West educational space_ 

W~ also understand that the Application Guidelines, whlch you havo provided to us. require the 
Autry, due its land tease arrangement with tho City of Los Angeles, Dep<Htment of Recreation 
and Parks to have a leaso for q, period of 30 yoars after tna grant appropria'lion date of July 1. 
2000. The Autry's lease was executed 23 January 1987 for a fifty year period ending on 23 
January 1937. Because the A\Jtry'sland lease flxpires two years prior to the Grant Application's 
requirement thal the museum ha'lle a :30 year lt~nd h.mure agreement. the museum requirejj !hat 
the Department of Recreation ~nd Pams provide you with this letter for !he pur~s of 
coffiPJating your Application request· 

Subject to ttte Au1ry's compliance with the torms and com!itions of the Lease, the City of 
los Angeles acting through the Department oi Recreation anc Parks, ca.urenUy \Wtlld oo 
;avorably disposed to ex!and1ng tne hmn of tho tease. My lease extension application 
WO'Uld, of course, need to comply with ap~icable law regatding leases on City lands a! 
the !ime a! whic.h P.xlenslon is sought and subjf)d to f1na! approval by the Board of 
Recreation and Par'Ks Comrnissionero and the los Ang.eles Cily Coundl. 

' - - w- "--·---· -·----



Mr. John L Gmy, Prasldaot & CEO 
Autry National Center of 'lha Amorican West 
June 23. 2010 
P~ge2 

We trust !his letter Wt\1 fulfill the grant appUcalion requirements but please do not hesitale to 
contac! Cid Macaraeg al212.202.2608, should you require further aasistance in this maUer. 

Slnoorcly, 

JON KIRK MUKRI 

Gtj;;;~ 
MlCHAEL A. SHULL 
Supelintenden• 

JKKJMA.S/CO:ct 

cc· Raadlng Rle 
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September 8, 2009 

Ms. Mimi Morris 
Executive Officer 

Autry National Center 

California Cultural & Historical Endowment 
P.O. Box 942837 
Sacramento, CA 94237-0001 

Dear Ms. Morris: 

It is with sadness and regret that I inform you and the board of the California Cultural & Historical 
Endowment that the Autry National Center of the American West musttenninate its Round 3 grant 
agreement. As was stated in our most recent quarterly progress report, the current economic climate 
necessitates that the Autry indefinitely postpone the tunnel waterproofing project at the Southwest 
Museum of the American Indian for which Round 3 funds were awarded. No state funds have been 
expended on this project, nor has the Autry submitted any requests for reimbursement. 

All matching funds for the tunnel waterproofing project were raised by the Autry through 
unrestricted operating support and assigned a special account designated sole1y for this purpose. 
However, due to the global recession, and subsequent drop in contributed revenues experienced by 
the Autry over the past twelve months, it has become necessary to reassign CCHE matching funds 
from their restricted use for tunnel \vaterproofing to support of the Autry's exhibitions, core 
programs, collections care, and general operations. 

The Autry is taking a careful and cautious approach not only to the remainder ofthis fiscal year 
(ending December 2009), but to FY2010 and FY20ll as well. There is just no way for us to predict 
at this time when matching funds might be available for restoration work at the historic Southwest 
Museum site. For the moment and for the foreseeable future, the Autry must postpone making 
further capital investments there. 

On the bright side, we recently completed our Round 1 project, involving major waterproo-fing work 
on the Southwest Museum's Caracol Tower. This critical project could not have been accomplished 
without a major grant from CCHE. For this, we are enormously grateful to CCHE for its leadership 
and support We are also ve1y grateful to the CCHE board for its understanding and patience 
throughout the Round 3 grant making and contracting process, as well as for its larger commitment to 
preserving the histories and legacies of California's diverse peoples. 

Please feel free to contact me, or David Burton, the Autry's director of government affairs, should 
anything else be required for the proper termination of our Round 3 agreement. My best wishes to 
you and the CCHE board. 

4700 W~>INO Heritoge W~y, los Angeles, Califomi~ 90027·1462 • ; 323.667.2000 • f 323.660.5721 • www.autrynalionakenler.org 
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President: 
Canncla Gomes 

Vice President: 
Justine Leong 

T reasm1er: 
ChadyKemp 

Secretary: 
Tina Gulotta 

Board of Directors: 
Susan. Adams 
Steve Crouch 
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Olarles Fisher 
OmrlyKemp 
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David M. Attaway 
Envirorimental Supervisor 
Department of llilcteatio:n and Parks 
1200 West 7"' Street, 7u. Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Re.: Autry Case No. 2009-02 

Dear Mr. Attaway, 

The Highland Park Heritage Trust (HPHT} is highly concerned 
about the impact of the Griffith Park Campus Project to the 
Southwest Museum and its Collections. The Southwest Museum 
is the most important local icon and cultural destination for the 
Northeast Los Angeles area. It is part of our community's identity 
and an important piece of our history. Autry's plans for fhe 
Museum wiU :remove its cultural heritage and significance. As a 
local preservation group, v.-e are asking for a shared vision by the 
Autry and the HPHT. The Southwest Museum needs to be 
functional, viable, wstained, supported and preserved. The 
Building needs to be rehabilitated m a phased manner to make it a 
viable and exciting des~tion for everyone. The Museum's 
objects should be preserved, conserved and maintained. An 
Exhibit Designer could be hired by the Autry to provide a themed 
display that is both engaging and intera~tive. There are many 
options to make the Southwest Museum a .su4Ccessful place as 

' previously delineated and enumerated in Brenda Levin's 
Feasibility Study. 

Tite Southwest Museum honors the Native American tribes who 
were decimated. It embodies the legacy and vision of local figure 
Charles Fletcher Lummis. Its primary purpose is to pay respect to 
the indigenous cultures of the Southwest. The Southwest Museum 
tells the story of the Native American through the tribal artifacts 
and art collected and specifically gathered by Lu:mmis to display 
at this location for generations to come. 
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Even the Arroyo Seco Museum Science Magnet School was :nam.ed for its fortuitous location next 
to the first Museum of Los Angeles. 

· The 1:-IPHr Board Members do not agree with PCR' s findings in the FEIR, becauseJ from a 
preservation and cultural resources stand~point, the project does not reduce the impact to a 
less·than~significant level According to 15064,5 of the CEQAGuidelines, a Project could have a 
significant effect on the environment if it "may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an historical resource." The significant adverse effects are as follows: 

1) Change in use of the Museum 
2) Movement of the Collections. 

Under CEQA, a project that follows The Secretazy of Interior's Standards fo:r Rehabilitation liill.d 
g¢delines for Rehftbi]Jtating Historic Structures (The Standards) is considered to have 
mitigated impacts to a historic :resource to a less-than-significant level (CEQA Guidelines 
15064.5). 

Standard #1: A property sJwll be used for its histuric purptJSe or be placed in a 'nerv use that 
requires minimnl change to the defining characteristics of the building and its site and 
rmvironmtmt. 

Tiw Southwest Museum needs io rem.ain in its current use to comply with the Secretary of the 
lnterior' s Standards Guidelines fur Rehabilitation. Section 15065 of fue CEQA Guidelines 
mandates a finding of significance if a project would eliminate :important examples of major 
periods of California history or prehistory. The Project at the Griffith Park campus would 
detract, from the importance of the Southwest Museum by :nrlmicking a "Southwest Gallery" at 
its new location. What reason will people lmve to attend the Southwest Museum if all the "good 
bits" are featured at another venue? 

The Autry Trustees are adversely affecting this important local Landmark by :rejecting "a 
museum-only use fur the Southwest building." On Page I-24, under the Executive Summary, it 
states that "the movement of the Collection is not a project under CEQ A." The act of relocating 
extant rollections that reside at an original location is subject to CEQA because the Project will 
impact the Southwest Museum,. specifitally the "Soothwest Collet.iions." Jn :reference to page 2 
of Appendix 6: Technical Memorandum regarding the Southwest Musetm.'l and Coll~ctions, 
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it can be argued that the collections are historical resources. The Memorandum contradicts itself 
when it states on page 4: "'Presently, there are three areas wifuin the larger museum complex 
where there exists a direct relationship between the distinctive collections and building 
use ... Hence, there is a direct relationship between the Poole basketry collections which it was 
intended to house." Then on page 6, it ·states "the proposed relocation of portion."\ of the 
Southwest oollecl:io:ns will not materially impair any historic resources within the Southwest 

Museum." 

Regardless of whether the collections are listed as resou.rces or not they are eligibl~ historical 
resources, and shall be treated as such. Pursuant to CEQA Section 21084,1, a project impacts the 
resource if it "causes a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource or 
:materially alters or impairs in an adverse manner those characteristics that convey its historical 
significance and/or acc01.mt for its inclu~on on a hic;torlc resource list." A walk down the 
"subway" tunnel is very different without the original diaramas lit up in their display cases, 
providing a wonderful miniaturized view of Native American life. Would the Poole wing be the 
same without the beautiful baskets that are displayed? Removal of the collections would greatly 
impact the Museum fur they are an essential part of the experience. A majority of the pre-pueb)o 
collections have resided at the Museum sin~ 1914. They are contributors to the resource; if not 
resources themselves, which makes the entire collections eligible and subject to CEQA. They are 
an in.tegral part of the Museum and shall be respected as such, 

Keep the Southwest Museum operating as a Museum, Make the Museum a Hvmg, emblematic 
icon that brings visitors from all over the city and the country to see the Sguthwest Collections 
at the Sputhwest Museum - the First MuseUln of Los Angeles and the crown jewel of Mt. 
Washington.. Tum the lights back on the Caracol Tower as a symbol of pride to the community 
rutd a beacon to travelers driving down the Arroyo Seco Parkway. Bring the Southwest Museum 
back to its original glory! Have the vision of lummis ];>ecome a :reality for now and for future 
generations. 

Sincerely, 

4
¢fi~~ 
eM. ~e President 

g and Park Heritage Trust 

cc: Barbara Greaves, City Clerk 
Gmnela Gomes, President 
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Hon. Janice Hahn, Chair and Committee Members 
Board of Referred Powers 
c/o Barbara Greaves 
Room 395, City Hall 
200 N. Spring Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Autry Case No. 2009-02 

Dear Board of Referred Powers. 

Please accept this as comment fo.r consideration by this Ad Hoc Council Committee 
acting on behalf of the Recreation and Park Commission and accept this into the public 
record for the Proposed Project identified in tbe staff report (No. 09-1 06), dated April 28, 
2009. 

W c oppose the proposed project which is four times bigger tban. the Griffith Observatory 
and would cover four acres of land, zoned open space. We question and disagree wifu 
the city giving parkland fur private buildings and allowing this on city land for minimal 
to no compensation when the Autry now owns 12 acres of land in the City in which to 
make improvements. The Griffith Park land is not suitable for additional development 
and the public benefit of this project does not outweigh the loss of more parkland, 
increased traffic and other impacts to Park. 

Therefore, we request iliat this Board deny the staff recommendations in light of the 
significant community opposition and the fact that comments to dat~ have never been 
sufficiently addressed through the environmental process, starting at the Initial Scoping 
stage and at each process stage since. 
!SSU(:!§; 

1) We believe the FEIR and the responses to cornment are inadequate atld biased Issues 
we raised on our Comment to the Draft EIR (dated October 1, 2007) were not adequately 
addressed and are stiU outstanding. The FEIR failed to address the specifics of our 
comments giving a cursory review that was biased towards the project and not based 
upon factual evidence to the contrary. 

2) The FEIR was prepared by agents of the Autry and not by an objective third party 
who would prepare facts and documenting evidence for the decision makers~ review. 
Therefore the FEIR is biased. Even though this practice is somehow allowed in the City 
ofLos Angeles, ilie City should not allow developers and their representatives (Autry's 
agents) to write the document. Many jurisdictions have determined that this is not the 
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best practice to secure objective environmental review and results in a document fuat is 
biased and inadequate. 

3) The FEIR is non-responsive to evidence and facts of our comments on the record. 
The document responds with general broad brush strokes that avoids the specifics of the 
issues and does not p_rovide :fuetual counterpoints. 

4) As stated in the City's General Plan, "The City's 35 community plans collectively 
comprise the Land Use element of the General Plan". TI1erefore any and all Community 
Plan's stated policies and objectives should be reviewed as to the proposed project's 
potential for negative impacl Related elements of the General Plan including the 
Northeast Community Plan that were not supportive of the project were disnrissed and 
fue FEIR is therefore inadequate. 

5) The FEIR Project Description misses the 800 pound gorilla in the room •.. Autry's 
ovm press release from 2005 states that ''the project will physically merge the multiple 
institutions that have come together in recent years to form the Autry National Center. A 
large portion of the Autry's expansion will be dedicated to ilie Southwest Mrisemn ... " 
The whole purpose ofthe project is to physically accommodate the removal ofthe 
Southwest Museum from its original home. Therefore, if objectively written. the entire 
environmental process should have reviewed potential impacts, analysis and alternatives 
in the proper manner, which vrould have included the Southwest Museum and Casa de 
Adobe. 

Also, the project description narrows the proposed project to such as point that the only 
project alternative that can possible satisfy the project's objectives is ilie proposed project 
When, in fact the Southwest Museum site, if they moved everything there would 
techmcally achieve the same results was not considered. CLosing the building in Griffith 
Park and consolidating the facility at the museum site in Mount Washington would place 
the project on the private property instead of on city~o-wned parkland and would achieve 
the projects objectives -- but this alternative wasn '1 considered or analyzed. It would 
appear that the EIR should have considered conrolidation. of the museum someplace else 
which most logical would be on a property Autry oVI'llS yet the environmental review did 
not consider this. 

6) Cultural Resource Impact 

Contrary to the FEIR document a proposed project doesn't have to result in destruction of 
a resource to have a substantial adverse impact. TI1e guidelines refer to "'"materially 
detrimental or other actions'~ that cause the loss of the reasons for the property being 
listed on the National Register. As for the consultant's citing of the former Saint Viviana, 
it should be noted that no one has come forth to challenge the property's listing in the 
Register since a substantial portion of its character defining features were removed. 
Therefore, using this example to justify in the FEIR for this project states that the 
removal of artifacts would create no impact is not relevant. Furthermore, in case of the 
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Southwest Museum the National Register description that the listing is more than the 
buildings physical structure. In the 1997 National Register nomination it dearly states: 

"The Museum meets the National Register Criterion A in fue areas of significance for 
Education and Archeology as a contributor of consequence to the broad pattern and 
trend of acquisition of knowledge relating to Southwestern United States and Native 
American cultures, and its conveyance through their research, exhibit and publication 
programs in the United States. The distinguished work of various professionals 
associated with the Southwest Museum is important to the development in the 
:academic fields of archeology and ethnology and study of American and 
Southwestern United States cultures, and museums in the United States with 
education programs related specifically to the Southwestern and Native American 
material.'" 

Building this proposed project facilitates the removal of the artifacts from the Southwest 
Museum and Casa de Adobe. There's nothing else under consideration that would have 
the same result 

FEIR specifically states that tl1ere were no potential :impacts to the Southwest Museum 
even though it states that removal of artifacts would have an impact on the building 
"integrity', in terms of its loss of aspects related to "feeling" and "association". 

Furthermore, the recently adopted National Register amendment put forward by the 
Autry also discusses the interrelationship between the artifacts and the Poole Wing 
building design: "The varied basketry designs reflect the artifacts that the Poole Wing 
was constructed to house." Also "Mrs. Poole was influential in the wing's design, sharing 
her vision for the basketry-inspired exterior elements as well as for its interior color 
scheme.'' Correspondence from Mrs. Poole is very clear that the baskets were integral to 
the building. Autry is ignoring Mrs. Poole donor :restriction conceming ever removing the 
collection from the wing it was built to house. (See attachment) 

Therefore the Soutbwest Museum Collection is an integral part of the integrity of the 
National Register significance of the Southwest Museum... Thus the building will no 
longer be the Southwest Museum but the structure that formally housed the Southwest 
Museum in that Autry is abundantly clear thai the Southwest MuseUI.ll 'Will be located in 
Griffith Park. 

7) The FEIR didn't evaluate the appropriate project size- i.e. the size of proposed 
project that would also include the existing building. Nothing in response to comments 
provides factual evidence to prove that the existing building was originally processed 
correctly and has the legal ability to exist on parkland. 

The question of the existing building having the appropriate entitlements has not been: 
adequately addressed. The Autry would like to rectify this by requesting extending the 
proposed conditional use penn it to the existi:ng building. If that is the case the existi:r.lg 
FElR did not address the full project and the City needs to prepare a new EIR which 
covers entire construction of 290,000+ sq feet versus just the proposed 129.000 sq ft. 
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addition. This position is based on the fact that the existing building was built when the 
property was zoned Rl zone and in accordance with the Los Angeles Mmricipal Code 
required a Conditional Use for a private non-profit museum to be constructed in the frrst 
place. The rebuttal of this by Autry's lawyers is based on weak evidence relating to the 
position of DRP staff. It was not an opinion of the City Attorney and there is no evidence 
of concurrence from the City Attorney in the staff's report Therefore, this is insufficient 
evidence that the existing structure is legally allowed and constructed. 

Note: a letter ill the Planning entitlement file relates to initiation of OS zone and that a 
CUP not be a requirement for buildings under their jurisdiction including museums. The 
outcome of this request was that the requirement that DPR buildings obtain a CUP was 
extended to the new OS Zone. Furthermore, the letter from DRP discussed their p0sition 
on this matter refers to facilities owned and operated/managed by the City, The current 
environmental report is very clear in stating that the City does not own or operate the 
Autry building. Therefore. in addition to the fact that DPR :request to be excluded from 
obtaining a CUP under the new zone was turned dovvn, the applicability to a private held 
building is suspect. 

Finally, the fact that the Autry is now proposing to include in the entitlements for this 
proposed project a request to extend the Conditional Use provision to include the existing 
building (basically a retroactive action to grandfather in this entitlement) i.s proof that 
Autry admits that the existing building never had a CUP and its previous entitlements are 
suspect. Therefore, the environmental review process would now need to analyze the 
development in totality and not just the expansion. Since that review has not occurred the 
FEIR is fatally flawed and should not be certified. 

In light of the issues stated above and because the approval of this !ease amendment will 
facilitate the loss of our communities most iconic resource we ask you to deny the 
proposed lease amendment. 

Thank you for your attention to these comments. 

Sincerely~ 

Frank Parrello 
1552 Oak Grove Drive 
Los Angeles. CA 90041 

Nicole Possert 
124 Roselawn Pi 
Los Angeles, CA 90042 
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Charles J. Fishe1~ Historian 
140 S, Avenue 57 

Highland Park CA 90042 
Phone: 323/256-3593 Fax: 323/255~0041 

Email: arroyoseco@hotmail.com 

June 30,2009 

City of Los Angeles Board of Referred Powers 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 350 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Attn: Board Members 

RE: Autry Museum Expansion Final EIR-RP-013-07. 

Dear Board Members, 

This letter is in response to my review of the above environmental document 
regarding arcbitecrurnl and cultura] resources, specifically as they are dealt 
with in section Ill of the document. 

I am a professional historian with over 25 years experience specializing in 
the history of real estate in Southern California. I have written and or 
researched and advocated 110 Historic Cultural Monuments for the City of 
Los Angeles and have prepared assessments on various historic properties in 
the Southern California area. 

I have also been a board member and past president of the 'Highland Park 
Heritage Trust, as well as a former co-chair of the Los Angeles Conservancy 
Cultural Resources Committee and a past president of the Heritage Coalition 
of Southem California. I was also a contributor to the 1992 National 
Register nomination for the Southwest Museum and wrote the Los Angeles 
Historic Cultural Monument nomination for the Casa de Adobe in 1990. 

There are a number of issues with the EIR documents that ask more 
questions than they answer. This is especially in the areas of cumulative 



impacts and alternatives. In this letter, I will address two of these impacts as 
well as the lack of a viable alternative that needs to be brought into the 
process, that of a split project 

Although the original concept for the Southwest Museum can be traced back 
to an article by founder Charles Fletcher Lummis in 1895, the founding of 
the Southwest Museum can be traced back to 1903. when a group ofLos 
Angeles citizens formed the Southwest Society at Lummis~ home. The 
society was set up under the auspices ofthe Archeological Society of 
America and it's stated goal was to create a Southwest Museum for the study 
and display of our Native American and Hispanic heritage. Lummis, who 
was widely known for his continual work to promote the qualities of Native 
Americans and to properly document their history, was the spirit bebind the 
creation of the institution. 

A number of sites were considered and rejected by the society, including 
four potential hilltops that were offered by railroad magnetl Hemy 
Huntington, This offer is noted in a 1905 Los Angeles Times article 
(Addendum .. A"). 

The current site was selected by 1906 and an early version of Sumner Hunt's 
design was published at that time (Addendum '"B"). The site was procured 
through Henry O'Melvany, who fronted $50.000.00 for its purchase~ 
donating $10,000.00 and being reimbursed for the remaining $40,000.00. 
The construction of the building was largely paid for through a bequest of 
Mrs. Carrie M. Jones in her 1909 will. The result was the Acropolis on the 
Hill as noted in a 1912 article in the Times that speaks about the goals and 
the future of the new museum that was then about to break ground 
(Addendum .. C'') 

The building "\vas specifically built to house several substantia] Native 
American collections that were initially donated to the museum, as well as a 
place for research and intexpretation of the history. The site was very 
carefully chosen as noted in the 1993 National Register nomination 
(Addendum .. D .. ~ which states in Section 8, "The Museum is perched on a 
bluff overlooking the Arroyo, a fonner campsite of the local Native 
Americans. Together the museum architectural style and complete 
coUection serve as a unique monument to the intense concern ofLummis in 
preserving Los Angeles'local heritage and his association with Hunt in 
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finding an architectural form which was both appropriate and :representative 
of the areas uniqueness." 

This comment about the importance of the collection with the building 
directly contradicts the contention made in the PCR Services Corporation 
report (Volume ill, Appendix 6 of Final EIR-Addendum _.E") that the 
collection is not a part of the original nomination. 

Furthermore, it is noted in the 2007 amendment to the original nomination, 
at the time it was actu.ally placed on the National Register, that the Poole 
Wing was specifically built in 1941 as a repository for the extensive basket 
collection that wa.'i donated to the Museum by Colonel John Hudson Poole 
and his second wife~ who also financed it's construction (Addendum .. F"). 
Again, this information is in direct conflict with the assertion that the 
museum was not specifically designed for a particular coHection. 

I would like to refer to comments made by Ruthanne Lehrer as the 
Advocacy chair for the Los Angeles Conservancy (Addendum ''G~') that the 
Museum Building and the collection are inseparable as the Central Library 
and its collection are inseparable, as both structures were specifically 
designed to house their respective collections. 

The fact is that it was the vision of Charles Lmmnis and others that the 
hilltop site and design of the building was specifically intended to be the 
permanent home for the various collections. 

The Southwest Museum is the historic site of the first major museum of 
Native American history and the people that made it. It was the vision of 
Charles Fletcher Lummis, who was emphatic that it be built in its present 
location as early as 1906. It remains as Lumm.is' most visible legacy to the 
present day. Unfortunately, the Southwest museum has had a poor history 
of adequately advertising it's virtues and its valuable collection of Native 
American cultural and historical artifacts have remained unknown to a vast 
proportion of the American public. 

In 2003, the merger of the Southwest Museum, the Autry created the Autry 
National Center and promised to keep the two museums as separate entities 
in a letter to their membership (Addendum "H"). A Los Angeles City 
Council Resolution at the same time assured the City~ s support for the 
historic use of the Southwest museum (Addendum "I"). 
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The subsequent study by Brenda Levin shows that the existing Southwest 
Museum structure can be brought up to today's standards forthe collection. 

However, it appears that it was the Autry's intent from early on to move 
most of the coUection to the Griffith Park site and keep only a token part of 
it in the historic venue. 

The Autry EIR discusses doing the entire expansion project at the Mt. 
Washington site as an alternative to the expansion at the Griffith Park 
location, even stating that these changes could be done in accordance with 
the Secretary o£ the Interior's Standards for additions and changes to an 
historic site. Yet the expansion of the Southwest Museum location is 
discounted by the Autry because ''it would not allow the Autry National 
Center to enhance its relationship to the Griffith Park setting". 

This analysis appears shortsighted in light that the Autry EIR fails to explore 
the viability or the practicality of doing smaller expansion projects at both 
sites, which could be coordinated to work together for a more full and 
enjoyable museum experience for the visitor as well as a more complete use 
of research facilities through the use of both locations. 

The argument that this alternative would "limit the ability to attain the 
Program Objective to stimulate a convergence dialogue among researchers, 
curators and the public" fails to make sense in light of the existing 
institutions to be found :in the United States. Many universities maintain 
campuses in various locations and many businesses carry on in locations 
scattered throughout the globe. Modern media creates a virtual office 
environment that can bring the various parties together in an instant. 
Furthermore~ museums have started doing this very thing. 

One needs only to look across town to the Getty, which successfully 
maintains the museum in Brentwood and the original Getty Villa in Malibu~ 
which specializes in the Greco-Roman collection. This option is very viable, 
yet the EIR fails to even look at it. 

Furthennore, the proximity of the Southwest Museum and the Autry's 
Griffith Park location iS such that the nvo sites could become a very viable 
mix, with the Autry building focusing on the development ofthe American 
West as wen as tl1e movie industries take on it, while the Southwest 
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Museum could continue to speciruize in the history and culture of om 
earliest Americans. Om Spanish~Mexican heritage is one that is be the full 
link between the two periods that have been outlined here. A full use of the 
Casa de Adobe as it is intended helps to bring this part of our history as 
Americans, while both sites can help to enhance and teU that history. 

It has always been our position that the collection is large enough to share at 
the two sites and that we are ooly concerned that the principal use of the 
historic Southwest Museum remains as a repository for the exh:ib:ition and 
study of our Native American history. 

In conclusion, jn order for the Autry National Center establish itself as the 
premier institution for the study of the American West, it must work to 
preserve the ]egacy of that American West. The Southwest Musemn is an 
integral part of that history and by maintaining and enhancing the historic 
use of that structure, the Autry will help to ensure that the people of America 
will have the most enjoyable an educational museum experience possible. 

Sincerely yours, 

Charles J. Fisher, 
Historian 
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r:.,:'{~l \'t: ln,;c r~·~"jl}_[D,~!r.l. ;1~J ll~!!_!Sj_21l.ill.).!:L~D.DJ'. !)_i ~L: ~!~!!ll~JlUlli!!J, 

I tw :-ioutlm·C~l anti !\lltry hun: hmg hccn d~ro•~·tlln prt'~t:!'\ mg :mtlnH.;lp·~·Jing t!w complex hislory or 
thl' Amcri<:;Hl West. Th(' purttwring of these 111-~!iluuons wlll d~·cvly S!fL'tl!,:llli.'H the work of lm1b ;md 
c-;natq:ically advmK'C tmr shared \'isinn and gn;ll~. l ngcllWI". tlw Sn1r!lnrcsl and tlw :\ulry wi[] de nne 
pohli~ knol\'kdgl.' Hl <l 1\"ilY n~·ithcr could d{J alon~. 

\'\'t: loPk ~~~r·~, ~n\.1 i-1.1 k:c(>~)in,g. )·'flU inf(·,rnJ\..',~ ~·,f t\~'ir pt'"t)~(.,: "'.:. ~1nd ;~ ~,.:.c~ :-.-.. Y•iHr p;~rti'--~tp~t~OT't iti th.r pn;~..:s:;:. 
Wl' ''~'~mid likt• tn invite ,·uu t11 an informal disc1.1ssiun ;lmi t•oflh• m lht> :\ntn Musl.'um H700 
Wl.'~tcrn lh·rhngc \"\-'~n·} on Satm·dm·, Fehruur} 8 :tt II u.m. !'ka~c ~:all :;:?, ~!Ml7-2fl00 cxL .P6 lll 
r~s~.::_~. WI;' abo \:'llCj)llf;1gc Y{ll!ll) share your 1hnu~;.hts wilh \b by VISlltng_ th.; ;\utry w..:hsitc al 

'' '' '' ,;IUIIY-tn!;s~·um.or~ und dit::kia1g nn '\:onta~! u~'"-

With ht'~l re!!ard<;. 

~~ 
I· ":~·wi·.-.: I )lrt:'-'I<H" 

S1>Hlh\\l'~l \·lw-;(:nm 
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May 24, 2011 

HAND DELIVERY 

Hon. Eric Garcetti and 
Los Angeles City Council 

lAW OFFICE Of DANIEL WRIGHT 

467 CRANE BLVD. 
Los ANGELES, CA 90065-5018 

PHONE: (213) 925~2592 fAX: (323) 223~4797 

FIBERFLASH@GMAIL.COM 

200 N. Spring Street, Rm. 340 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Re: Request for Investigation ofthe Deletion ofEmails From Recipient List ofthe 
Recreation and Parks Department's Meeting Agenda Alert System 

Dear President Garcetti and Councilmembers: 

Last Friday, May 20, 2011, the Recreation and Parks Department, pursuant to a Special 
Meeting notice, conducted a "stealth public meeting" to consider and approve a proposed 
replacement of Southwest Museum exhibition space in Griffith Park. For many reasons, the 
Board's action was illegal and in order to give this action proper public review, the City Council is 
urged to add to its meeting agenda next week an item to hear whether or not it should assume 
jurisdiction over the Commission's decision under Charter Section 245. 

This action is destined to go down in the City's history as one of the examples of why voters 
are so disgusted with gamesmanship at City Hall where only friends and family get "Gold Card" 
treatment Myself and a number of the members of the Friends of the Southwest Museum are 
subscribers to the email distribution list of the Recreation and Parks Commission's meeting 
agendas. Over the past three years we have received in otir inbox the Commission's meeting 
agendas which is much easier than constantly having to check the Departmental website for its 
frequent and unlawful use of Special Meeting notices, or traveling to City Hall East to check the 
meeting agenda posted on a bulletin board. 

The action taken by the Commission last Friday occurred without our knowledge until the 
meeting was nearly over. Just four Autry employees or supporters testified at the hearing. We got a 
phone call that the item had been placed on a Special Meeting notice while it was happening. 

We have checked our email inboxes. Many of us stopped receiving email notice of the 
Recreation and Parks Commission last month, just before the Commission issued its agenda that 
included approval of the Autry Project The City Clerk's website states that any member of the 
public may subscribe a City Council or Commission meeting agenda email list. There is. no notice 
on the City Clerk's website that once subscribed, that a person may be unsubscribed unless they do 
it themselves on the City Clerk's webpage. 
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We have learned that other persons on the meeting agenda email list of the Recreation and 
Parks Commission received an email notice very close to the time of the meeting, but those of us 
who have previously attended public meetings to object to the Autry~s controversial actions related 
to the Southwest Museum DID NOT RECEIVE ANY EMAIL ALERT EVEN THOUGH WE 
WERE SUBSCRIBED TO THE LIST. 

Someone in the Recreation and Parks Department ordered or authorized the deletion of our 
emails from the meeting agenda list for the malicious purpose of denying us the opportunity to rally 
the thousands of supporters ofthe Southwest Museum to object. The timing is too suspect for it to 
be a "coincidence" that just before the offending agenda is issued, the Department, without any 
authorization from the recipients, removed email addresses from the list. 

Such action is patently transparent: Because the Autry could not obtain its controversial 
entitlements at a noticed public hearing in 2009, the forces at City Hall have manipulated the 
process for their "Gold Card" friends on the Autry Board of Directors. The action has no integrity 
and that is why City Council must intervene to correct this act of thuggery. 

For these reasons, we call upon the City Council to initiate an investigation of how and 
under whose authority members of the public were selectively removed from the email 
notification system of Recreation and Parks Commission meetings. 

Please contact me with any questions or concerns. 

Sincerely, 

-------- ~ ~ :A~' / / -· .. / ' -/ 
'--/~/../.. . ·C::; /.::: . /.. ' 
Daniel Wright, Friends of e Southwest Museum Steering Committee 
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DATE __ -=M=a~y~2~0~,~2~0~1~1 ____ __ CD. --~4~--

BOARD OF RECREATION AND PARK COMMISSIONERS 

SUBJECT: GRIFFITH PARK - AUTRY NATIONAL CENTER - RENOVATION OF 
EXISTING EXHIBIT SPACE AT THE MUSEUM OF THE AMERICAN WEST 

R. Ad:uns 

II. Fujita 

V. hr:1cl 

Approved 

K. Hcgan 

•rvL Shull 

N_ Williams 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

Disapproved ______ _ Withdrawn ----

That the Board grant approval of the proposed renovations of existing exhibit in the galleria, and 
outdoor area and restrooms at the Autry National Center's Museum of the American West, as 
described in the Summary of this Report and depicted in Exhibit A. 

SUMMARY: 

The Museum of the American West (Museum) is located at 4700 Western Heritage Way, within 
Griffith Park, and in the Hollywood community of the City. The Museum is operated by the Autry 
National Center (Autry) on land leased by the Autry ii·om the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Recreation and Parks (RAP). 

On January 23, 1987. the City approved a fifty (50) year ground lease agreement (Lease) with the 
Gene Autry Western Heriwgc Museum (now known as the Autry National Center). a California non­
profit organization, authorizing their occupancy of approximately 12.75 acres ofland located in the 
northeast portion of Griffith Park tor the construction and operation of tht: Museum_ The 
approximately 143,000 square toot Museum was constructed and opened to the public in 1988. The 
mission statement of the Autry and the Museum is "The Autry brings together the stories of all 
peoples of the American West, connecting the past with the present to inspire our shared future." 

Pursuant to the terms and conditions ofthe Lease. Autry is required to receive the approval of the 
Board of Recreation and Park Commissioners (Board) prior to the construction of modifications to 
the Museum structure i fthe estimated costs of those modifications is in excess of either $25,000, for 
internal modifications, or $5,000, for external modifications. 
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The Lease also specifies that the Autry is required to provide the City with a surety bond, or 
approved substitute, that shall not be for less than 100% ofthe construction price of any internal or 
external improvements. Furthermore, Autry is required to submit to the Board as-built drawings of 
any improvements, with the exception of those improvements related to the Museum security 
system. 

Proposition 84 Natur~ .. E.d!lcation Facilities Grant Program 

In March 2010, the State of California released a Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Proposition 84 
Nature Education Facilities (NEF) Grant Program. The Proposition 84 NEF Grant Program will 
award a total of $93 million in competitive grant funding for nature education and interpretation 
exhibits, research facilities, and equipment to non-profit organizations and public in:-;titutions 
including natural history museums, aquariums, research facilities and botanical gardens. The goal of 
the Proposition 84 NEF Grant Program is to support institutions that enable focused learning about 
the natural environment and increase public understanding and recognition of the need to sustain the 
environment for future generations. 

In response to the RFP, Autry submitted a grant application tor a renovation project at the Museum 
(Project) that proposed to construct two exhibit galleries, an outdoor teaching garden, and associated 
site improvements within the existing footprint ofthe Museum facility. On April 12,2011, the State 
announced the award of 44 grants, totaling $93 million, from the Proposition 84 NEF Grant 
Program. The grant application submitted by the Autry for the Project was among those 
successfully awarded funding. The Project received a grant award of $6,593,463 from the 
Proposition 84 N EF Grant Program. 

Museum of the American West Renovation Project 

The Project proposes a major re-visioning and redesign of approximately 18,000 square feet of the 
Museum's existing exhibition galleries and other public spaces, The Project will include the 
renovation and reconstruction of two exhibit galleries, the installation of long-term exhibits, the 
conversion of an existing outdoor area into an outdoor teaching garden, and associated 
improvements including the renovation of existing restrooms. Autry will employ sustainable design 
practices in the construction of the Project both to neutralize environmental impact and to encourage 
visitors in the usc of sustainable practices. 

The two exhibit galleries and the outdoor teaching garden will be devoted to the native people of 
California, their relationship to the natural environment, and the key resource stewardship practices 
they have employed in sustaining their traditions and customary manner of living. Through the 
exhibit galleries and the outdoor teaching garden, visitors to the Autry will learn about historical and 
contemporary ecological issues that impact and, in some cases, may threaten the way Calitornians 
live. The exhibit galleries and the outdoor teaching garden will impart how native communities 
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developed systems and techniques dedicated to maintaining the plant and animal species upon which 
their people depended. 

One ofthe renovated exhibit galleries will house a long-term exhibition called "First Californians." 
"First Californians" will look at native communities and cultures through a thematic and bio­
regional perspective and will show how nature is weaved into the customs and ceremonial traditions 
of native Californians. Three themes - "Singing to Our Ancestors," "Dancing the World into 
Being," and "Gathering for Tomorrow"- will lead Museum visitors through traditions and practices 
that are common to native Californians and are further defined by specific environments within the 
state. 

The "First Californians" exhibition will feature distinctive immersive environments that are specific 
to each of the exhibit's three themes. The ''Singing to Our Ancestors" theme will feature a 
fabricated river willow ramada and will highlight bird songs and salt songs of interior California 
tribes. which are tied to the State's southern deserts and habitats where natural-occurring water and 
food sources are scarce. The "Dancing the World into Being" theme will feature an authentic hand­
split plank house set in the forested mountains of California's northwest coast where native tribes 
engage in life renewal rituals but where logging and fishing industries, as well as dammed rivers, 
create challenges. The "Gathering tor Tomorrow" theme will feature an oak tree canopy and acorn­
grinding scene set in the temperate coast lands, valleys, foothills, and woodlands of the southern part 
of the State where ecosystems dependent on oak trees are important to the different native cultures 
of those areas. 

The other renovated exhibit gallery will house a long-term exhibition called "Dreamers, Doctors, 
Basketweavers." This gallery focuses on the foothills and coastal woodlands of the central part of 
the State and looks at Pomo Indian culture through the lives of two significant 20th-century Pomo 
women, Mabel McKay and Essie Parish. These women were both "doctors" and key community 
leaders who worked in traditional methods and helped to sustain the customs and traditions of the 
Pomo Indians. The exhibit is designed to demonstrate how contemporary Californians can benefit 
fl·om an understanding of the practices, attitudes and ethics of these women. 

The outdoor teaching garden will provide an opportunity for additional environmental education and 
will include plants native to California's coniferous forests, mountain meadows, valley grasslands, 
woodlands, alluvial fans, and marshes. The outdoor teaching garden will showcase the various bio­
rcgions and flora that will be depicted in the "First Californians" exhibition. A water feature will 
replicate the journey of a river from its mountain source to a pool that depicts riparian ecosystems in 
lower woodlands and coastal marshes. The water feature will serve as a medium tor demonstrating 
how human activity at the upper reaches of a river can impact downstream ecosystems. Exhibit 
signage, interactive displays, and educator-led talks in the woodlands area will teach how native 
communities set controlled fires as a strategy for facilitating plant diversity and acorn cultivation. 
The outdoor teaching garden will also demonstrate the connection between the cultural objects 
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displayed in the exhibit galleries and the living plants used to make those objects. A section of the 
garden devoted to medicinal plants will foreshadow the stories of Mabel McKay and Essie Parish in 
the "Dreamers, Doctors, Basketweavers" exhibit. 

The "First Californians" and the "Dreamers, Doctors, Basketweavers" exhibition galleries will both 
feature an interplay of artifacts, labels, in-gallery media, sound, and computer kiosks. 500 objects, 
representing over 50 Native cultures, will be on display in these two exhibits. Almost all of these 
objects were made from natural materials endemic to the habitats in which California natives lived. 
Examples include baskets made from sedge root and quail feathers (Pon1o Indians), dance regalia of 
ringtail fur (Hupa Indians) or eagle feathers (Luiscf\o Indians), and a fishing canoe of redwood 
(Yurok Indians). 

The conceptual plan for the Project is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 

Staff has evaluated the subject project for environmental effects and determined that the project is 
exempt from the provisions of California Environmental Quality Act ( CEQA) pursuant to Al1icle II I, 
Section I, Class I (I) and Class I (I 3) of the City CEQA Guidelines. A Notice of Exemption for this 
project was filed with the Los Angeles City and County Clerks on June 25, 20 I 0. No additional 
CEQA documentation is required for Board approvaL 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT: 

The approval of this project should not have any fiscal impact on the Department, as the costs ofthis 
project is anticipated to be funded by funding sources other than the Department's General fund. 

This report was prepared by Darryl Ford, Management Analyst Il, Planning, Construction, and 
M aintcnancc Division. 
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