IIl. METHODS USED

3.1: PERSONNEL

The firm of Johnson Heumann Research Associates was retained
as consultants to the survey project. The principals, architec-
tural historians Christy johnson McAvoy and Leslie Heumann, have
extensive backgrounds in historic preservation and all aspects of
architectural and historic resource documentation. Specialists
in the management of surveys which require volunteer participa-
tion, the consultants have been involved in historic resource
surveys in the Southern California communities of Beverly Hills,
Pasadena, Santa Monica, Hollywood, Glendale, portions of Los
Angeles and Alhambra.

The coordinator for the survey in the City,(Comhunity
Development Department) was Economic pevelomeht birector Debbie
Potter. Ms. Potter coordinated the logistics of Qolunteer train-
ing, recruitment and outreach, andlsupérviéed the élerical-compo-
nent of the éurvey. All éle;;cél_wofk was proﬁided by the City
in-house. Two interns, 0z King andﬁnynnlrront, provided assist-

ance in research, volunteer’outrEach and document'preparation.
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A large responsibility for the accomplishment of survey .
tasks was delegated to volunteers, mostly recruited from the
community at large (seé Appehdix for volunteer roster). Over the
length of the project, twenty-five volunteers participated. An
initial group of eighteen attended a three-day survey training
workshop held on suécessive Saturdays in 6ctober 1986. The first
session provided an introdugtion to the survey; a synopsis of
local history in the context of regional development patterns; an
overview of architecture in the area prior to World War I; and
guidelines for potential description writers and researchers.
Practice descriptions were assigned. During the secénd meeting,
the practice descriptions were critiqued and architecture after
World War I was presented and analyzed. On the final Saturday,
field sessions for describers and photographers were held.
Professional photographer Bill'boggett demonstrated useful survey
photo techniques, including information on lighting, bracketing,
composition, and lenses. Survey "gtiquette" and proper personal
identification procedures were also discussed. Nearly all
potential volunteers left the training session with an assignment
to write descriptions or do research or photography.

To assist the volunteers in their efforts, a survey manual
was compiled, containing the following explanatory or reference
materials (complete volunteer survey manuals are on file in the

City's Department of Community Development. Selected excerpts:@

are contained in the Appendix):
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= Training Session Agenda

- Survey Objectives

- Street Map of West Hollywood

- Volunteer Questionnaire

~ Volunteer Time Sheets, and sample completed time sheet

= Research Assignment Prototypes

- Common Abbreviations Used in Research

- Letter of Introduction

e Survey Etiquette

- Photography Instructions

- Photography Assignment Log

- National Register of Historic Places Eligibility Status
Categories

- Instructions for completing inventory forms

- "Description"

= Site Inspection List

-  Glossaries of Architectural Terms

- Significance

- Bibliography

- Sample inventory forms

- - UTM instructions -

= Instructions for completing encoding sheets

- Sample encoding sheet

A second workshop was held in Febrﬁary of 1987 for 13 potential
new volunteers. Description writing was again discussed and
further assignments were issued.

Volunteer consultants also played a major role in the
survey. An evaluation committee df seven experts plus an advisor
was invited by the City Council and met six times {March 11;
March 25; April 22; May 4; May 20; and June 10) to review survey
findings in terms of the criteria for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places, and to make recommendations for
future management of historic resources. The Survey Review
Committee members were:

1. Fran Offenhauser e
Expertise: Architect; Member A.I.A. Architectural Committee
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2. Marsha Kwalwasser
Expertise: Attorney; Member, Hollywood Redevelopment
Project Area Committee

2. John Chase :
Expertise: Architect and architectural critic; author,
Exterior Decoration

4. Croeby Doe
Expertise: Real estate broker specializing in
architecturally significant properties
5. Bob Pierson

Expertise: Member, City of West Hollywood General Plan
Advisory Committee; author

6. Bob Sweeney
Expertise: Architectural historian; President, Friends of
the Schindler House :
7. Betty Wagner
Expertise: Head Docent, Ennis Brown House; volunteer,
' historic preservation projects
Speeial consultant to the committee:
Joan Penfield :
Expertise: Historian, West Hollywood Chamber of Commerce

3.2: SURVEY METHODOLOGY

3.2.1: CITY-WIDE SURVEY

General guidelines for inclusion of buildings and other
resources in the city-wide survey were used as follows:

An improvement* may be included in the citféwide survey of

West Hollywood architectural and historical resources if it meets
one or more of the following criteria:

* An "improvement" means any building, structure, place, site.
work of art, landscape feature, plant life, scenic

condition, or other object constituting a physical addition: =

of real property or any part of such addition.
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It exemplifies, symbolizes, or manifests elements of
the cultural, social, economic, political, or
architectural history of the city.

It has aesthetic or artistic interest or value, or
other noteworthy interest or value.

t is identified with historic personages or with
important events in local, state, or national history.

It embodies distinguishing architectural characteris-
tics valuable to a study of a period, style, method of
construction, or the use of indigenous materials or
craftsmanship.

It is representative of the work or product of a
notable builder, designer, or architect.

Its unigue location or singular physical characteristic
represents an established and familiar visual feature
of a neighborhood.

It contributes to the continuity or character of a
visually or thematically cohesive street, neighborhood,
or area. '

It has integrity as a natural or man-made environment
that strongly contributes to the well~be;ng of the
people of the city.

A city-wide survey was conducted by the consultants to develop a

base list of potential architectural and historical resources

throughout the city. Using parcel and address maps provided by

the City, the consultants completed a windshield survey which

identified historic building stock. The city-wide survey:

- focused on pre-1942 buildings, although post-war buildings
of outstanding architectural interest were also included.

- considered architectural integrity as seen with stricter
standards employed for individual residences than for
residences which were part of a relatively intact neighbor-
hood or streetscape.

- Jidentified representative building types, styles, and
patterns of development.
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Each street was mapped and its general appeafance and
features noted. A list,-noting each address and a generalized
'stylistic designation, was compiled. Of the approximately 1,750
sites identified by this procedure, 130 were suggested for
potential inclusion in the inventory. ‘Local histories were read
in order to identify buildings which were either of impaired
architectural significance or not visible from the street but of

potential historic importance.

3.2.2: RESEARCH

As an unincorporated area of Los Angeles County until'1984,
West Hollywood does not enjoy the advantage of the kinds of
recofds maintained by most cities in California. The County
Department of Building and Safety stores permits from 1933
onwards, although those prior to 1945 have been microfilmed and
are not easily fetrieved. Some building permits pre-dating 1933
have been recovered from the Los Angeles County listings in the

Southwest Builder and Contractor during the late 1920s. Given

the scarcity and difficulty in obtaining building permit records,
it was decided to date the resources on the city-wide survey

through altérnative sources. This decision was influenced by a
lack of volunteer commitmeht to the research effort. Accor&in&i&i}
dates of first assessed improvement for each address bn-thepcity-j
wide survey were taken from the 1986 Los Angeles County. . |

Assessor's Local Roll, if such dates were available.
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Some source-specific research, although outside of the scope

of their contract, was performed by the consultants. Portions of

the Los Angeles Times, and the Southwest Builder and Contractor

for the years 1929-31 were read and indexed. Local histories,
guidebooks, and architectural treatises were also indexed. The
collections of local historian Joan Penfield and the Weét Holly—
wood Chamber of Commeéce, which iqcluded a 1925 city directory,
minutes of the Chamber of Commerce, and transportation hisfories,
.were also utilizéd. A vertical file compiled by the Reference
Desk of the West Hollywood (San Vicente) Library was made avail-
-able to the consultants. It contained clippings from various
periodicals and a 1932 business directory, among other reéources.
The archives and research files of Johnson Heumann Research
‘Associates were also searched and yielded information on archi-
tects and Hollywood personalifies. A card file, incorporating
the results of the source-specific research, was created. 1In
.addition,_for each building documented on the inventory, a form,

summarizing the results of the research, was generated.

3.2.3: PHOTOGRAPHY

Black and white photography assignments were pfepared for
those volunteers who had completed the training progfam. Packets
were assembled to include a specific assignment by street or
streets in close proximity. Volunteers were asked to photograph
the facade of each structure listed on the city-wide survey which

was visible from the street. Film and assignment sheets were
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:eturned to the coordinators for processing, and a proof sheet
printed. These proof sheets constitute a clear record of each
street's historic resources and their condition. Prints were

made of those resources included in the inventory.

3.2.4: INVENTORY

At the conciusion of the windshield survey, the coordinators
reviewed the data accﬁﬁulafed to date and recommended sites and
groupings to be included in the inventory. Care was taken to
provide a cross-section of the City's resources. The following
considerations determined the types of properties reqommended for
inclusion in the inventory:

- Outs tandlng architectural guality representlng a particular
style or period. ]

- Age and scarcity of resources from the period.

- Institutional, social, and religious associations.

- Use or building type.

- Method of construction.

- Hisforic significance; association with a notable.resident.

- Association with a prominent Southern California architect
or builder. o

- Intact neighborhood groupings.
One site within the City had been surveyed in 1976 as part
of a county-wide survey project conducted by the Los Angeles

County Museum of Natural History. This was documented on a DPR

523 and was integrated into the 1986-87 inventory.
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Each recommended site was presented, by slide, to the survey
Review Committee for evaluation. The Committee also made
recomméndations for sites to be included in both the city-wide
survey and the inventory. Using the National Register categories
established by the State (see Appendix), a numerical rating of 1
through 6 was assigned. For évery site thereby evaluated a "5"
or better, documentation on an individual or neighborhood his-
toric resources inventory form (DPR 523) was prepared. All inven-

toried sites were then plotted on base maps provided by the City.

3:3: COSsT

The City was awarded a grant of $10,250. This was matched with
§1,000 in cash and $9,250 in in-kind contributions. The laréest
in-kind contribution is $5,000 in volunteer services. Other in-
kind items include clerical support and project administration
costs. We did not experience any budgetary problems and the

project was completed within the budgeted amount.
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