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PROJECT: Historic-Cultural Monument Application for the  
 NAVAL AND MARINE CORPS RESERVE CENTER 
  

REQUEST:  Declare the property a Historic-Cultural Monument 
 
OWNER(S):   City of Los Angeles Department of General Services  

111 E First Street Room 201  
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
      

APPLICANT:   City of Los Angeles 
Office of Historic Resources 
200 N. Spring Street, Room 559 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

 (213) 978-1192 
 
   

RECOMMENDATION  That the Cultural Heritage Commission: 
 

1. Declare the subject property a Historic-Cultural Monument per Los Angeles 
Administrative Code Chapter 9, Division 22, Article 1, Section 22.171.7. 

 
2. Adopt the staff report and revised findings. 

 
MICHAEL J. LOGRANDE 
Director of Planning 
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Shannon Ryan City Planning Associate   
Office of Historic Resources   

 

 

 

 

CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

 
HEARING DATE: August 6, 2015 
TIME:  9:00 AM 
PLACE:  City Hall, Room 1010 
  200 N. Spring Street 
  Los Angeles, CA   
  90012 
 

CASE NO.: CHC-2015-2717-HCM 
                    ENV-2015-2718-CE 
 
Location: 1700 E. Stadium Way  
Council District: 1 
Community Plan Area: Central City North 
Area Planning Commission: Central 
Neighborhood Council: Historic Cultural 
Legal Description Lot PT LT 7; a subdivision of the 
Abila tract and adjoining lands 
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ATTACHMENTS 
 

 Historic Cultural Monument Nomination Form Application 
 

 Memorandum of Agreement between Federal Government and City of Los Angeles 
(May 21, 2015) 

 

 “Historic Resources Eligibility Survey of the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center,       
Los Angeles, CA” (KEA Environmental, Inc. and JRP Historical Consulting) 

 

 1700 Stadium Way Zimas Parcel Profile Report  
 

 Current and 1984 Floor Plans 
 

 California State Landmark Nomination Designation Report (Bruce Lively, 1986) and 
notation 

 

 “Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center Los Angeles” (Bruce Lively, 1987) 
 

 LADBS Permit Records 

 
 Sanborn Map (c.1944) 
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SUMMARY 
 
The proposed Historic-Cultural Monument is the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center 
(currently known as the Frank Hotchkin Memorial Training Center). The Reserve Center was 
built in 1940, designed by architect Stiles O. Clements and exhibits character defining features 
of the WPA Moderne style. The property is located at 1700 Stadium Way near downtown Los 
Angeles, in Chavez Ravine, and abuts Dodger Stadium to the east. Since the main function of 
the multi-building Reserve Center was to train soldiers, the central focus of the complex is the 
Training Building (“Building 1”), and this building, and its two original front and rear flagpoles, 
are the subject of this nomination.  
 
This property recently transformed from Federal Ownership to the City, and this nomination is a 
requirement of the Memorandum of Agreement between the Federal Government and the City.  
 
Proposed Monument Description  
 
The Reserve Center Training Building (“Building 1”) is made up of two separate buildings: the 
three-story “Office Building” and the “Drill Deck.” The buildings exhibit different uses and were 
separated for seismic safety reasons.  
 
The Office Building portion of Building 1 is a three-story building with a slightly hipped clay tiled 
roof and is rectangular in plan. The primary elevation features a large central three-door entry, 
framed by four fluted pilasters. The entrance is accessible via a flight of concrete stairs, which 
open on to a concrete plaza. The floor of the concrete plaza extends outward to form the roof of 
the first story basement floor and runs the length of the primary elevation. The first story 
features recessed decorative cast stone “fasces” and scored concrete, resembling cut-stone 
(this surfacing technique is applied throughout the building’s exterior). Windows are steel 
framed sash. Three figurative cast panels are located in the spandrel area between the second 
story and first story doors, in cast concrete: a Marine Corps panel; an American Flag panel; and 
a Navy panel. The doors at the entry are paired steel doors with transoms. Windows are 
composed of either three part-steel frames awnings or fixed steel casements. Cornice treatment 
includes a concrete dentil course with a wide frieze below. The name, “Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserve Center” is spelled out in tall brass letters at this frieze level. A small beaded concrete 
string course runs across the façade, at the height of the lintels and the top of the fluted 
pilasters. Each wing of the façade features four concrete pilasters.  
 
The side elevations are relatively simple compared to the front façade. However, a four-story 
historic radio tower is located at the east elevation of the Office Building. Throughout the entire 
building windows are steel and vary between casement and awning.  
 
The interior of the Office Building is different on the first, second, and third stories. The first story 
is accessible only from a set of interior stairs. This area includes an indoor shooting range and 
indoor currently enclosed pool. The second and most of the third story are occupied by 
classrooms, accessible only from a double-loaded hallway, running the length of the building. 
The second story includes an entry lobby and offices. The entrance lobby exhibits some 
remnant character defining features such as curving lobby walls and original brass lighting 
standards. 
 
The Drill Deck is located to the rear of the Office Building, and the east and west elevations 
contain identical arched walls bisected by four reinforced concrete columns. The north 
elevation, to the rear, serves as a side entrance to the Drill Deck. It includes a projecting entry 
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pavilion with symmetrical wings to either side and exhibits a hip roof, centered on the rear wall. 
This entrance has four fluted pilasters, centered on the rear wall, as well as three framed entry 
doors. A brick patio is located in to the rear of the Drill Deck. The piers at either side of the 
barrel vault include a cast-stone flag and festoon. An entry door is including in the right pier, with 
a curving concrete canopy sheltering four wooden doors with transoms.  
   
The Drill Deck interior measures about 33,528 sq. ft. The ceiling is a variation of a “Lamella 
roof,” a patented roof design built as a series of diamond-shaped “honey-combed” trusses. The 
Drill Deck features a “floating floor”, with shiplap sub-floor laid upon a base of sand on asphalt. 
A concrete balcony extends around the perimeter of the Drill Deck, supported by cantilevered 
concrete columns. The Drill Deck floor is accessible from the second story of the Office Building; 
the balcony is accessible from the third story of the Office Building.  
 
Other significant interior elements of the Drill Deck include: two guns and a torpedo sight at one 
end of the Drill Deck, two walls built to simulate a four level bridge of a ship, and the basement, 
which seems to be unaltered.  
 
The Reserve Center also includes two metal flagpoles, erected as part of the original 
construction. The flagpoles are steel on cast iron bases.  
 
Character Defining Features 
 
EXTERIOR 

 Grand central staircase to entry plaza with integral planter boxes 

 Three-part stacked steel awning-type sash windows 

 Recessed cast stone features in the form of a bundled rod “facsces” motif 

 Cut-stone concrete surfacing central, three-door entry, framed by four large fluted 

pilasters 

 Three figurative panels in cast concrete: a Marine Corps panel, an American flag panel, 

Navy panel 

 Tall concrete “radio” tower with hipped roof 

 Cornice with concrete dentil course with wide frieze below and the name “Naval and 

Marine Corps Reserve Center” spelled out in tall brass letters on the frieze 

INTERIOR 

 Large interior drill deck with is “Lamella” truss roof and “floating floor” 

o Training elements consisting of 40mm gun, five-inch gun, torpedo sight, and 

simulated ship’s bridge 

 Basement swimming pool  

 Rifle range 

 Curving lobby walls 

 Brass lighting standards 

OTHER 

 Two original metal flagpoles 
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Integrity 
 
Building 1 retains a remarkably high degree of integrity, particularly with respect to exterior 
elements. All windows and most doors appear to be original. However, per a July 29th, 2015 site 
visit the originality of the main front and rear door is questionable. In the interior, most floor 
surfaces and wall surfaces have been replaced. Most of this work probably dates to 
rehabilitation work following a major fire at the building in 1980. Holistically, however, the 
building retains a very high degree of integrity to its original design, materials, workmanship, 
location, setting, feeling, and association. 
 
 
CRITERIA 
 
The criterion is the Cultural Heritage Ordinance which defines a historical or cultural monument 
as any site (including significant trees or other plant life located thereon) building or structure of 
particular historic or cultural significance to the City of Los Angeles, such as historic structures 
or sites in which the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, State or community 
is reflected or exemplified, or which are identified with historic personages or with important 
events in the main currents of national, State or local history or which embody the distinguishing 
characteristics of an architectural type specimen, inherently valuable for a study of a period style 
or method of construction, or a notable work of a master builder, designer or architect whose 
individual genius influenced his age. 
 
FINDINGS 
 
Based on the facts set forth in the summary and application, the Commission determines that 
the application is complete and that the property may be significant enough to warrant further 
investigation as a potential Historic-Cultural Monument. 
 



ATTACHMENTS 

 Historic Cultural Monument Nomination Form Application 
 

 Memorandum of Agreement between Federal Government and City of Los Angeles 
(May 21, 2015) 
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Proposed Monument Name:

Other Associated Names:

Street Address: 

Range of Addresses on Property:

Assessor Parcel Number:

/ĚĞŶƟĮĐĂƟŽŶ�ĐŽŶƚ͛Ě͗

Zip: Council District:

Community Name:

Tract: Block: Lot:

Proposed Monument
Property Type: Building Structure Object Site/Open Space Natural

Feature

1. PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION

�ĞƐĐƌŝďĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶĂů�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞƐ�ůŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ŽŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�ƚŽ�ďĞ�ŝŶĐůƵĚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ͕�ŚĞƌĞ͗�

Year built: Factual EƐƟŵĂƚĞĚ Threatened?

Architect/Designer: Contractor:  

Original Use: Present Use:

Is the Proposed Monument on its Original Site? Yes UnŬŶŽǁŶ�;ĞǆƉůĂŝŶ�ŝŶ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ϳͿ

2. CONSTRUCTION HISTORY & CURRENT STATUS

EŽ�;ĞǆƉůĂŝŶ�ŝŶ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ϳͿ
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4. ALTERATION HISTORY

>ŝƐƚ�ĚĂƚĞ�ĂŶĚ�ǁƌŝƚĞ�Ă�ďƌŝĞĨ�ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ĂŶǇ�ŵĂũŽƌ�ĂůƚĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�Žƌ�ĂĚĚŝƟŽŶƐ͘�dŚŝƐ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ŵĂǇ�ĂůƐŽ�ďĞ�ĐŽŵƉůĞƚĞĚ�ŽŶ�Ă�ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ�ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚ͘�
/ŶĐůƵĚĞ�ĐŽƉŝĞƐ�ŽĨ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ�ƉĂĐŬĞƚ͘�DĂŬĞ�ƐƵƌĞ�ƚŽ�ůŝƐƚ�ĂŶǇ�ŵĂũŽƌ�ĂůƚĞƌĂƟŽŶƐ�ĨŽƌ�ǁŚŝĐŚ�ƚŚĞƌĞ�ĂƌĞ�ŶŽ�ƉĞƌŵŝƚƐ͕�ĂƐ�ǁĞůů͘

5. EXISTING HISTORIC RESOURCE IDENTIFICATION ;ŝĨ�ŬŶŽwn)

^ƵrveǇ�EĂŵĞ;ƐͿ͗

ListĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ��ĂůŝfŽƌŶŝĂ�RegistĞƌ�ŽĨ�,ŝstŽƌŝcĂů�RĞƐŽƵrces

�ĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ�ĞůŝŐŝďůĞ�ĨŽƌ�ŶĂƟŽŶĂů͕�ƐƚĂƚĞ͕�Žƌ�ůŽĐĂů�ůĂŶĚŵĂƌŬ�
ƐƚĂƚƵƐ�ďǇ�ĂŶ�ŚŝstŽƌŝĐ�rĞƐŽƵrĐĞƐ�ƐƵrveǇ;ƐͿ

ListĞĚ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�EĂƟŽŶĂů�RegistĞƌ�ŽĨ�,ŝstŽƌŝc�WůĂĐĞƐ

&ŽƌŵĂůůǇ�ĚĞƚĞƌŵŝŶĞĚ�ĞůŝŐŝďůĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƚŚĞ�EĂƟŽŶĂů�ĂŶĚͬŽƌ��ĂůŝĨŽƌŶŝĂ�ZĞŐŝƐƚĞƌƐ

>ŽĐĂƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�ĂŶ�,ŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ�WƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƟŽŶ�KǀĞƌůĂǇ��ŽŶĞ�;,WK�Ϳ
�ŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŶŐ�ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ

EŽŶͲĐŽŶƚƌŝďƵƟŶŐ�ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞ

KƚŚĞƌ�ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐĂů�Žƌ�ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů�ƌĞƐŽƵƌĐĞ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƟŽŶƐ͗

6. APPLICABLE HISTORIC-CULTURAL MONUMENT CRITERIA

ZĞŇĞĐƚƐ�ƚŚĞ�ďƌŽĂĚ�ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů͕�ĞĐŽŶŽŵŝĐ͕�Žƌ�ƐŽĐŝĂů�ŚŝƐƚŽƌǇ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŶĂƟŽŶ͕�ƐƚĂƚĞ͕�Žƌ�ĐŽŵŵƵŶŝƚǇ

��ŶŽtĂďůĞ�wŽƌŬ�ŽĨ�Ă�ŵĂstĞƌ�ďƵŝůĚĞr͕ �ĚĞƐŝŐŶĞr͕ �Žƌ�ĂrĐŚŝtĞĐƚ�ǁŚŽƐĞ�ŝŶĚŝǀŝĚƵaů�gĞŶŝƵƐ�ŝnŇƵĞŶĐĞĚ�ŚŝƐ�Žƌ�ŚĞƌ�Ăge

/Ɛ�ŝĚĞŶƟĮĞĚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ�ƉĞƌƐŽŶĂŐĞƐ�Žƌ�ǁŝƚŚ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ĞǀĞŶƚƐ�ŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ŵĂŝŶ�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚƐ�ŽĨ�ŶĂƟŽŶĂů͕�ƐƚĂƚĞ͕�Žƌ�ůŽĐĂů�ŚŝƐƚŽƌǇ

�ŵďŽĚŝĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĚŝƐƟŶŐƵŝƐŝŶŐ�ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŝƐƟĐƐ�ŽĨ�ĂŶ�ĂƌĐŚŝƚĞĐƚƵƌĂůͲƚǇƉĞ�ƐƉĞĐŝŵĞŶ͕�ŝŶŚĞƌĞŶƚůǇ�ǀĂůƵĂďůĞ�ĨŽƌ�ƐƚƵĚǇ�ŽĨ
Ă�ƉĞƌŝŽĚ͕�ƐƚǇůĞ͕�Žƌ�ŵĞƚŚŽĚ�ŽĨ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƟŽŶ

dŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ�ĞǆĞŵƉůŝĮĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐ��ƵůƚƵƌĂů�,ĞƌŝƚĂŐĞ�KƌĚŝŶĂŶĐĞ��ƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ�;^ĞĐƟŽŶ�ϮϮ͘ϭϳϭ͘ϳͿ͗�



8. CONTACT INFORMATION

Name: Company:

Street Address:

Zip: Phone Number:

City: State:

Email:

Applicant

Name: Company:

Street Address:

Zip: Phone Number:

City: State:

Email:

EŽŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ�WƌĞƉĂƌĞƌͬ�ƉƉůŝĐĂŶƚ͛Ɛ�ZĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĂƟǀĞ
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NOMINATION FORM

7. WRITTEN STATEMENTS

dŚŝƐ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ĂůůŽǁƐ�ǇŽƵ�ƚŽ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�Ăƚ�ůĞŶŐƚŚ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶĐĞ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ�ĂŶĚ�ǁŚǇ�ŝƚ�ƐŚŽƵůĚ�ďĞ�
ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƚĞĚ�ĂŶ�,ŝƐƚŽƌŝĐͲ�ƵůƚƵƌĂů�DŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ͘�dǇƉĞ�ǇŽƵƌ�ƌĞƐƉŽŶƐĞ�ŽŶ�ƐĞƉĂƌĂƚĞ�ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚƐ�ĂŶĚ�ĂƩĞĐŚ�ƚŚĞŵ�ƚŽ�ƚŚŝƐ�
ĨŽƌŵ͘

�͘�WƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�DŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ��ĞƐĐƌŝƉƟŽŶ�Ͳ��ĞƐĐƌŝďĞ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ Ɛ͛�ƉŚǇƐŝĐĂů�ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌŝƐƟĐƐ�ĂŶĚ�
ƌĞůĂƟŽŶƐŚŝƉ�ƚŽ�ŝƚƐ�ƐƵƌƌŽƵŶĚŝŶŐ�ĞŶǀŝƌŽŶŵĞŶƚ͘��ǆƉĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶƐ�Ϯ�ĂŶĚ�ϯ�ǁŝƚŚ�Ă�ŵŽƌĞ�ĚĞƚĂŝůĞĚ�ĚĞƐĐƌŝƉ-
ƟŽŶ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ƐŝƚĞ͘��ǆƉĂŶĚ�ŽŶ�ƐĞĐƟŽŶ�ϰ�ĂŶĚ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐ�ƚŚĞ�ĐŽŶƐƚƌƵĐƟŽŶͬĂůƚĞƌĂƟŽŶ�ŚŝƐƚŽƌǇ�ŝŶ�ĚĞƚĂŝů�ŝĨ�ƚŚĂƚ�ŝƐ�
ŶĞĐĞƐƐĂƌǇ�ƚŽ�ĞǆƉůĂŝŶ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ Ɛ͛�ĐƵƌƌĞŶƚ�ĨŽƌŵ͘�/ĚĞŶƟĨǇ�ĂŶĚ�ĚĞƐĐƌŝďĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĐŚĂƌĂĐƚĞƌ-
ĚĞĮŶŝŶŐ�ĞůĞŵĞŶƚƐ͕�ƐƚƌƵĐƚƵƌĞƐ͕�ŝŶƚĞƌŝŽƌ�ƐƉĂĐĞƐ͕�Žƌ�ůĂŶĚƐĐĂƉĞ�ĨĞĂƚƵƌĞƐ͘

�͘�^ƚĂƚĞŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�^ŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶĐĞ�Ͳ��ĚĚƌĞƐƐ�ƚŚĞ�ƉƌŽƉŽƐĞĚ�ŵŽŶƵŵĞŶƚ Ɛ͛�ŚŝƐƚŽƌŝĐ͕�ĐƵůƚƵƌĂů͕�ĂŶĚͬŽƌ�ĂƌĐŚŝƚĞĐ-
ƚƵƌĂů�ƐŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶĐĞ�ďǇ�ĚŝƐĐƵƐƐŝŶŐ�ŚŽǁ�ŝƚ�ƐĂƟƐĮĞƐ�ƚŚĞ�,�D�ĐƌŝƚĞƌŝĂ�ǇŽƵ�ƐĞůĞĐƚĞĚ�ŝŶ�^ĞĐƟŽŶ�ϲ͘�zŽƵ�ŵƵƐƚ�
ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ǇŽƵƌ�ĂƌŐƵŵĞŶƚ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƟĂů�ĞǀŝĚĞŶĐĞ�ĂŶĚ�ĂŶĂůǇƐŝƐ͘�dŚĞ�^ƚĂƚĞŵĞŶƚ�ŽĨ�^ŝŐŶŝĮĐĂŶĐĞ�ŝƐ�ǇŽƵƌ�
ŵĂŝŶ�ĂƌŐƵŵĞŶƚ�ĨŽƌ�ĚĞƐŝŐŶĂƟŽŶ�ƐŽ�ŝƚ�ŝƐ�ŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚ�ƚŽ�ƐƵďƐƚĂŶƟĂƚĞ�ĂŶǇ�ĐůĂŝŵƐ�ǇŽƵ�ŵĂŬĞ�ǁŝƚŚ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƟŶŐ�
ĚŽĐƵŵĞŶƚĂƟŽŶ�ĂŶĚ�ƌĞƐĞĂƌĐŚ͘

Name: Company:

Street Address:

Zip: Phone Number:

City: State:

Email:

WƌŽƉĞƌƚǇ�KǁŶĞƌ zes No hŶŬŶoǁŶ/Ɛ�ƚŚĞ�ŽǁŶĞƌ�ŝŶ�ƐƵƉƉŽƌƚ�ŽĨ�ƚŚĞ�ŶŽŵŝŶĂƟŽŶ͍
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9. SUBMITTAL

Name: Date: Signature:
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The majority of the information that follows has been pulled from the 2007 “Historic 
Resources Eligibility Survey and Archaeological Resources Inventory Survey of the 
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center, Los Angeles, CA” conducted by KEA 
Environmental, Inc. and JRP Historical Consulting (see Attachment). Refer to this 
document for bibliographic references. This Historic-Cultural Monument nomination 
meets the requirements set forth within the May 21, 2015 Memorandum of Agreement 
between the United States Federal Government and the City of Los Angeles (see 
Attachment).  
 
7.A. HCM – Proposed Monument Description  
 
The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center (Frank Hotchkin Memorial Training 
Center) is comprised of a complex of multiple buildings. However, the site’s major 
building – referred to as the Training Building or “Building 1” (133,484 square-foot 
structure) is the subject of this Historic-Cultural Monument nomination (CHC-2015-2717-
HCM).   
 
The 1700 Stadium Way, Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center is located near 
downtown Los Angeles, in Chavez Ravine. The Dodger Stadium property abuts the east 
boundary of the Reserve Center. The Reserve Center includes a major armory building 
as well as three smaller subsidiary buildings, all situated in a parcel of about 12 acres. 
The site also consists of parking lots, and few open areas near the Reserve Center are 
left unpaved. However, although the majority of the site is large swaths of pavement 
used for military drilling practice, the site does have a recreational ballfield. Since the 
main function of the Reserve Center was to train soldiers, the central focus of the 
complex is the Training Building (“Building 1”). This structure housed training resources 
such as large galleys, a rifle range, indoor swimming pool, training classrooms, and 
limited living quarters for important visitors (Lively 1987:246).  
 

Figure 1. HCM in relation to citywide 

spatial context. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 2. Aerial showing the HCM 

“Historic Property” Boundary denoted 

within the yellow dashed line. 

Figure 3. Aerial perspective showing 

Reserve Center’s spatial relationship to 

Stadium Way, the 110 Freeway, Dodger 

Stadium, etc. (Bing maps) 



 
 
“BUILDING 1” OVERVIEW  
 
The Reserve Center Training Building is a huge and complex structure, with a footprint 
of about 300' x 225' (67,500sf: or about one and one-half acres), and a usable area of 
133,484 sf: or more than three acres. The building is best understood as comprising two 
separate buildings: a three-story office and classroom wing at the front (the office 
building) – shown in blue below - and a tall drill deck at the rear (the drill deck) – shown 
in red below. The two buildings were called ''Office Building" and "Drill Deck" in the 
original plans.  

 
 

 
 
 

Figure 4.  Zoomed in aerial perspective of the Reserve Center and the two major building types. (Bing maps) 

Office Building  

 

Drill Deck 

 



 

Figure 5. Historic Sanborn Map (c. 1944). Stadium Way is at located at the top of this figure. 



 
Building 1 is built into the hillside, such that only part of the office building is on a grade 
with Stadium Way. The floor of the drill deck is at grade with the second story of the 
office building. Because of this, the principal space of the building is the second story of 
the office building and the drill deck. The lowest story at the office building is effectively 
at basement level (technically floor 1). In keeping with conventional usage at the 
Reserve Center, however, the lower story of the office building will be called the first 
story, the main level the second story, and the top level the third story. The two buildings 
are essentially freestanding, joined by a narrow wing providing access to the drill deck 
office building. The buildings were separated for seismic safety reasons. The best 
description of the engineering of the building is offered in "Resilient Floating Floor 
Constructed in Great Drill Hall,"(Southwest Builder and Contractor 1941). Ostensibly a 
description of the flooring, the article also deals with the drill hall roof and seismic 
restraints for the building. 

 

 

Figure 6. Main stairway leading to main entrance on the second floor.  

Figure 7. Front elevation (1984 LAFD Plan set) 



 
In the following discussion, the building will be described as a while, then in terms of 
front, rear, and left and right sides, ie. the left and right sides of the building when one is 
facing the facade. It is inconvenient to describe the elevation by directions because it is 
turned almost exactly at 45 degree from cardinal directions. The facade is the southwest 
elevation, the rear the northeast elevation. 
 
EXTERIOR 
 
Exterior Overview  
 
The building as a whole is built of thick reinforced concrete walls. As further discussed 
below, the building is an excellent example of an architectural style unique to Federal 
architecture during the 1930s, variously called ''Stripped Classicism," "Starved 
Classicism," or 'WP A Modem e." Briefly, the style represents an attempt to retain 
identifiable neo-classical elements, long associated with Federal construction, while 
introducing the sleek and smooth surfaces characteristic of Art Deco and Streamlined 
Moderne, the ''modem" architecture of the time. While predominantly a product of the 
design preferences of the 1930s, the building incorporates throughout its massive form 
many of the details drawn from the neo-classical architectural vocabulary. In addition, 
the building includes many nautical features, making it a unique (or at least highly 
unusual) interpretation of the Stripped Classicism. 
 
Front Elevation - Overview 

 
The neo-classical influences are best appreciated at the facade of the office building. 
The entry is at the second story, approached by a tall flight of concrete stairs. These 
steps lead to a wide landing, surrounded by concrete barriers, creating a plaza at the 
facade. The plaza includes integral concrete planter boxes along the wall of the main 
building. The first story of the office building extends to the edge of the plaza so that the 
floor of the plaza creates the roof of the first story. The first story includes no doors, and 
is accessible only from interior stairs. It does include a series of windows at the facade. 
These unusual windows include three stacked steel awning-type sash, all operable. 
Near the stairway, the first story features recessed cast stone features in the form of a 
bundled rod "fasces" motif; a Roman symbol of authority. The poured concrete surface 
around this row of windows has been scored, designed to simulate dressed and coursed 
ashlar. This cut-stone appearing concrete surfacing is consistent throughout the building, 
even on the great end walls of the drill deck, and is the single most dominant neo-
classical aspect of the building's design.  
 
Front Elevation – Basement (technically the first floor)  
 
The first story extends to the edges, side to side, of the remainder of the building. To the 
right of the building, the plane of the first story is continued as a retaining wall, creating a 
large parking lot and foundation for the other buildings on the site. The retaining wall is 
about 500' long and 14' tall, the height of the first story from grade. 
 



 
 

Front Elevation – Second Floor, Third Floor, and Tower 
 
Above the main entrance landing stairs the facade of this building includes a long two-
story central segment with symmetrical wings at either side. The focus of the façade is a 
grand central three-door entry, framed by four large fluted pilasters. The spandrel area, 
between the second story windows and first story doors, include three figurative panels 
in cast concrete: a Marine Corps panel; an American flag panel; and a Navy panel. The 
doors at the entry are paired steel doors with transoms. These appear to be original to 
the building. Windows at the lower level of the two-story central segment facade of 
Building 1, are three-part steel awning types, identical to those at the first story. Upper 
story windows are unusual steel casements with four-light fixed sash above. All windows 
at the facade and throughout the building appear to be original, despite the fact that the 
building suffered a major fire in 1980. Based on a July 29, 2015 site visit the front doors 
of the main entrance appear to be replacements.   
 
 

Figure 8. Typical basement floor windows.  



 

 
 

Figure 9. Main entrance staircase and front façade. A number of character defining features including the grand central 

staircase, recessed cast stone features, three figurative panels in cast concrete, and the cornice can be seen in this photograph. 

Concrete front plaza planters, column-esque fluting, and steel frame windows are also visible. 

Figure 10. Main entrance staircase and front façade. This photograph details the three figurative panels: a Marine Corps panel, 

an American flag panel, and a Navy panel. 



 

 
In addition, the right side of the facade includes a tall concrete tower with hipped roof. 
This unusual element is treated below in the discussion of the right elevation. 

 
The central segment of the facade includes a tall clay-tiled roof: which flattens at the 
ridge for mounting of vents and utilities. The cornice treatment includes a concrete dentil 
course with a wide frieze below. The cornice hides a metal gutter. The name, ''Naval and 
Marine Corps Reserve Center" is spelled out in tall brass letters at this frieze level. There 
is a small beaded concrete string-course across the facade, at the height of the lintels 
and the top of the fluted pilasters. The smaller wings to the right and left of the facade 
include tiled hipped roofs. At the facade, each wing includes four fluted concrete 
pilasters, with deeply recessed windows behind. These tall windows include five stacked 
awning windows. A stretched variation on the triple awning windows is found elsewhere 
on the building. 
 

Figure 11. First floor (entrance floor) and third floor windows. 



 

 
Side Elevations – Overview 

 
The side elevations of the Training Building are quite complex because they include two 
very different forms: the hip roofed form of the one-story side wings, and the grand barrel 
vault of the drill deck wings. In addition, the left and right sides are quite different from 
one another, owing to the existence of the tower element on the right elevation.  
 

Figure 12. Office building hipped tile roofing. The right side patio, first floor patio is also visible. 



 

 
Left Elevation 

 
The left elevation is the simpler of the two side elevations. At the office building, the 
elevation is dominated by a one-story, hipped roofed element, continuing the one-story 
side element of the facade. The concrete plaza, dominant at the facade, extends to the 
side elevations as well. Although the lower story (first story) extends under all of the side 
elevation of the office building, not all of it is visible. The rear one-third of the first story 
was excavated into the hillside, so that the two-story element of the facade exists behind 
the one-story element, although it may be seen only from a distance. The windows on 
the one-story element are three-part steel awnings, typical of those found elsewhere 
throughout the building. The central doorway on the one-story element includes a highly-
decorative surround, stylized fluted pilasters and a cast-stone eagle figure at the lintel 
The one-story element retains the dentil course, cornice treatment, also found on the 
facade and throughout the building. 
 
 
 

Figure 13. Roof detail showing the intersection of the Office Building and the Drill Deck. 



 

 
 

Figure 14. Left elevation. Both of the left elevations entrance doors are visible. 

Figure 15. Left, left elevation entrance door. A poured 

concreted motif is visible high above the doorway. 

Figure 16. Right, left elevation entrance door. A 

poured concrete eagle details is visible. 



 

 
 
 
The great drill deck space is defined by two wide concrete piers, from which the arching 
drill deck roof is supported. The wall of the arched segment includes four huge 
reinforced concrete columns, with three bands of tall steel industrial sash between them, 
as well as solid concrete walls between the columns and the piers. Although it is a much 
different form, the concrete end wall of the drill deck wing repeats many of the 
architectural details found on the facade. The massive concrete surfaces, for example, 
are scored in the ashlar-like pattern of the facade. The cornice includes a dentil course, 
even atop the great arching concrete wall. The tall columns (50' tall, taller than all of the 
office wing except for the tower) are fluted in the same simple, stylized manner as the 
pilasters on the one-story element. 
 

Figure 17. Typical left elevation first floor steel frame awning windows.  



 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Figure 18. Left elevation showing drill decks relationship to the office building. 

Figure 19. Left elevation detail of drill deck façade. 



The piers at either side of the barrel vault are generally plain concrete walls that are also 
scored to resemble ashlar. Each pier includes a cast-stone flag and festoon. An entry 
door is included in the right pier, with a curving concrete canopy sheltering four wooden 
doors with transoms. Solid concrete pedestals on the side elevations repeat the pattern 
of the planter boxes that exist at the facade.  

 
Right Elevation 
 
The right side elevation includes two major elements: the end wall of the drill deck wing, 
and a very complex variation on the office building. The drill deck wing is identical to that 
found on the left elevation. The right elevation of the office building is generally similar to 
the left elevation but is complicated by the existence of two additional elements: a tall 
tower and a five-sided building at the lower story. These two elements exist at the 
juncture of the two major wings. Plate 3 illustrates this juncture. That view illustrates the 
following elements, from right to left: the pier for the drill deck root, including a doorway 
and curved concrete canopy; the tower; a five-sided wing that projects from the plane of 
the tower; and the one-story and two-story wings of the main office building. The drill 
deck pier and the one- and two-story elements of the main office building are identical to 
their equivalent piers on the left side of the building. Only the tower and five-sided 
extension are unique to this side. 
 

 
 
 

Figure 20. Right elevation. Tower is partially visible.  



 
 
 
 

 
 

Figure 21. Right elevation main doorway. The tower is also visible. 

Figure 22. Right elevation typical windows. 



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 23. Right elevation drill deck façade. 

Figure 24. Right elevation drill deck façade detail. 



 
 
 
Right Elevation – Tower  
 
The tower is a powerful architectural element but was functional as well. Its principal 
function in 1940 was to train Naval and Marine Corps radio operators in the use of radio 
transmitting towers. The tower may be accessed chiefly from a landing at the end of a 
hallway on the third floor. There are four levels to the tower: one at the entry, on a plane 
with the third story of the classroom building: second level, facing to the right; a dark 
third level; and a top level, with windows on all sides. At the top level, the tower is above 
the roof of both the office building and the drill deck. Windows in the tower are 
casements with four-light transoms, typical of those on the third story of the office 
building. The five-sided extension below the tower is essentially a fire escape for the 
three stories of the office building as well as the tower. The doorway at the edge of the 
office building is identical to that of the opposite side of the building, It is unusual, 
however, because of the presence of an anchor permanently attached to a concrete 
pedestal at the entry. The windows on the right elevation of the office building are also 
identical to those on the left elevation.  
 

Figure 25. Right elevation drill deck façade with the office building in background.  



 
 
 
Rear Elevation 

 
The rear elevation, which serves as a side entrance into the drill deck, repeats many of 
the architectural details found at the facade. The rear elevation contains a projecting 
entry pavilion with a hip roofed element, centered on the rear wall and two symmetrical 
wings. The remainder of the rear roofline is a concrete parapet, hiding the base of the 
barrel vaulted drill deck roof. Four fluted pilasters, centered on the rear wall, frame three 
entry doors. The rear doors are among the most elaborately decorated elements 
anywhere in the building. Each entry includes double steel doors with large glazed 
panels. Each includes two sets of transoms. The lower transoms include steel grills in a 
crossing pattern with a star at the center. Rear doors are surrounded with wooden trim, 
in the fasces pattern, similar to the cast stone ornamentation at the first story facade of 
the office building. A brick patio is found behind the rear elevation.  
 

Figure 26. Left elevation four-story tower.   



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 27. Rear elevation.   

Figure 28. Rear elevation central entrance; this entrance leads into the drill deck. Three recessed doors and poured-

concrete fluting visible.  



 
 
 
 
Interior 
 
The interior of the Training Building is significant and retains a good degree of integrity, 
although some modifications have occurred, chiefly in repair following a major fire at the 
building in 1980. Further, in 2000 a permit was processed and a women’s restroom was 
subsequently constructed in the basement.  
 
In terms of design, the interior is generally simpler than the exterior and thus does not 
possess the same degree of architectural detail. There are, nonetheless, important 
interior spaces.  
 
See “1984 Plans” Attachment for the interior layout of the buildings. See “Current Plans” 
Attachment for a more recent set of plans.  
 
Drill Deck 
 
The grandest interior space is the drill deck. The drill deck is one large room, measuring 
about 127’ front to rear, and 264', side to side, creating a room of about 33,528 square 
feet: or about the size of a football field. The roof is a highly unusual ''Lamella roof;" a 
patented roof design built as a series of diamond-shaped ("honey-combed”) trusses, 
created with dimensional lumber cut and nailed at 45 degree angles. The floor of the drill 
deck space is also highly unusual. It features a ''floating floor," with a fir shiplap sub-floor 
laid directly upon a base of sand on asphalt. The history and significance of the Lamella 
roof and ''floating floor" of the drill deck a further discussed in the HCM Nomination 
Statement of Significance portion of this document. 
 

Figure 29. Rear elevation perspective showing recessed windows.  



 
 
 
 

 
 
 

Figure 30. Drill deck interior facing left elevation. The Lamella roof is visible as well as the elevated interior track.  The roof 

is a character defining feature. 

Figure 31. Drill deck interior facing right elevation. The Lamella roof is visible as well as the elevated interior track.   



 
 
 

 
 
 
 

Figure 32. Drill deck Lamella roof detail facing rear elevation.   

Figure 33. Drill deck Lamella roof detail facing rear elevation. 



A concrete balcony extends around the perimeter of the drill deck, supported 
cantilevered concrete columns. The balcony, or gallery, was originally used as sleeping 
quarters for the hundreds of men who trained here. The drill deck floor is accessible from 
the second story of the office building; the balcony is accessible from the third story of 
the office building. The drill deck lighted naturally from corrugated glass panels 
extending nearly the full length of the roof.  
 

 
 
 

Figure 34. Drill deck interior track detail facing left elevation.  



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 35. Drill deck interior track detail facing left elevation.   

Figure 36. Drill deck interior track detail facing left elevation.   



Several elements from the World War II-era training base are permanently affixed to the 
drill deck and are regarded as contributing elements of the building. At the right end of 
the drill deck are two guns and a torpedo sight. These are affixed to heavy metal plates, 
which are attached to the drill deck floor. One gun is a 5-inch gun, manufactured in 
1945, and the other is 40 mm anti-aircraft gun. At either end of the drill deck, the end 
walls were built to simulate a four level bridge of a ship, used for simulating on-board 
conditions. The bridges exist behind the tall steel industrial sash at the end walls of the 
drill deck wing. As a result the rooms of each bridge are well-lighted with natural light. 
 

 
 
 

Figure 37. Drill deck World War II era guns.  



 
 
 
The interior of the office building is different on the first, second, and third stories. The 
first story is, as noted, essentially a basement level, accessible only from interior stairs. 
This level is virtually unused today. During World War II and later, it was used for various 
training functions. It includes an indoor shooting range as well as a large indoor pool. 
The pool is currently de-watered. The third story and most of the second story are 
occupied by dozens of classrooms, accessible from a double-loaded hallway, running 
the length of the building. The entry lobby for the second story includes some remnant 
architectural features from the late 1930s. Among these are curving lobby walls and 
original brass lighting standards, three of which exist in the lobby space. 
 

Figure 38. Drill deck World War II era guns.  



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 39. Main entrance interior lobby and curving lobby walls. These lobby walls are character defining features.  

Figure 40. Main entrance interior lobby curving lobby walls.  



 
 
 

 
 
 

Figure 41. Enclosed basement pool and original tile.  

Figure 42. Original wall and floor tile around the enclosed basement swimming pool.  



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 43. Overview of the enclosed basement pool. The partitions in this photograph were constructed as temporary walls 

for a late 1990s film set. These partitions are temporary and can easily be removed.  

Figure 44. Another room in the basement that is currently not being used. The partitions in this photograph were 

constructed as temporary walls for a late 1990s film set. These partitions are temporary and can easily be removed.  



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 45. Although the basement is not being regularly used it does have rooms where partitions have been put up as 

practice spaces for Fire Department drills. 

Figure 46. Second floor typical classroom space. 



 
 
 

 
 

Figure 47. Typical interior stairwell.  

Figure 48. Typical interior hallway.  



 
 
 

 
 Figure 50. Second floor interior of four-story tower.  

 

Figure 49. First floor interior of four-story tower.  



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 52. Office space located near the first floor of the tower. 

 

Figure 51. Third floor interior of four-story tower. A ladder leads to the fourth floor.  

 



Integrity of Building 1  
 
Building 1 retains a remarkably high degree of integrity, particularly with respect to 
exterior elements. 
 
There is no indication that any original elements been removed. All windows and most 
doors appear to be original. However, per a July 29th, 2015 site visit the originality of the 
main front and rear door is questionable.  
 
In the interior, most floor surfaces and wall surfaces have been replaced. Most of this 
work probably dates to rehabilitation work following a major fire at the building in 1980. 
On the whole, however, the building retains a very high degree of integrity to its original 
design, materials, workmanship, location, setting, feeling, and association. 
 
Flagpoles 
 
The Naval Reserve includes two metal flagpoles, erected as part of the original 
construction of this facility in 1938-40. The flagpoles are steel on cast iron bases. One is 
centered on the facade, and is 75' in height. The other flagpole is centered on the rear 
elevation. The flagpole locations are denoted by a red circle in the figure below.  
 

 
 



Character Defining Features 

EXTERIOR 

 Grand Central Staircase to entry plaza with integral planter boxes 

 Three-part stacked steel awning-type sash windows 

 Recessed cast stone features in the form of a bundled rod “facsces” motif 

 Cut-stone concrete surfacing central, three-door entry, framed by four large fluted 

pilasters 

 Three figurative panels in cast concrete: a Marine Corps panel, an American flag 

panel, Navy panel 

 Tall concrete “radio” tower with hipped roof 

 Cornice with concrete dentil course with wide frieze below and the name “Naval 

and Marine Corps Reserve Center” spelled out in tall brass letters on the frieze 

INTERIOR 

 Large interior drill deck with is “Lamella” truss roof and “floating floor” 

o Training elements consisting of 40mm gun, five-inch gun, torpedo sight, 

and simulated ship’s bridge 

 Basement swimming pool  

 Rifle range 

 Curving lobby walls 

 Brass lighting standards 

OTHER 

 Two original metal flagpoles 

7.B. Statement of Significance  
 
Evaluation of Significance 
 
The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center, Los Angeles, is eligible for listing as a City 
of Los Angeles Historic Cultural Monument under three local nomination criteria. First, as 
a structure that is associated with the United States Navy in Los Angeles during the 
years surrounding and after World War II, the Reserve Center serves as a conduit for 
assisting to narrate the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, state, 
and community; specifically related to the military. The structure appears to be one of 
the earliest permanent Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Centers to be built in the 
United States. Secondly, the Reserve Center is also architecturally significant as a good 
example of an architectural type that represents the transition of the armory from its 19th 
and early 20th century roles. Further, Building 1 is also significant as a structure 
exhibiting distinguishing characteristics of an architectural type style – “Restrained 
Classism,” sometimes referred to as “Starved Classicism,” while also being inherently 
valuable because of the patented Lamella roof - wooden truss barrel vault - method of 
construction that spans the drill room clear-span building. Finally, since the structure was 
designed by Los Angeles-based architect Stiles O. Clements, the Reserve Center is 
further made significant as an example of a notable work of a master builder, designer, 



or architect whose individual genius influenced his or her age.  
 
 
CRITERIA 1: Reflects the broad cultural, economic, or social history of the nation, 
state, or community. 
 
As a primary reserve training facility during the years surrounding World War II the Naval 
and Marine Corps Reserve Center’s relationship with the history of the United States 
Navy elevates the structures significance to encompass the broad social - military - 
history of the city as well as the nation. 
 
The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center was designed and approved in 1938, but 
wasn’t completed until 1940. Although always a Nayy-owned building, the structure did 
not come into being through the typical construction practices of the Navy with design 
and construction administered by the Bureau of Yards and Docks. Rather, the building 
was constructed through the cooperation of the Navy, the Marine Corps, the City and 
County of Los Angeles, the Works Projects Administration (WPA), and through the 
design work of Stiles O. Clements. The Reserve Center had it origins in two programs: 
the development of a Naval Reserve system in the years just before World War I, and 
major reorganization during the 1920s; and the establishment of the Works Progress 
Administration (later the Works Projects Administration) during the New Deal, The need 
for the building arose from the growth of the Naval Reserve program in Southern 
California, and the opportunity to finance the building came about through funding 
associated with the WPA program. 
 
The Reserve Center is essentially an armory - a training center for reserve military units. 
A long tradition of armory construction exists in the United States, attributable to the 
legacies of militias, or state-run National Guard units. Until the mid-20th century, the vast 
majority of these armories were built by the states for the National Guard, in an era in 
which the National Guard retained only loose ties with the regular Army (Fogelson 
1989). Dozens of armory buildings exist in California, most of them owned by the Military 
Department of the State of California, which administers state participation in the Army 
National Guard. A major state-owned armory, for example, still exists in Exposition Park 
of Los Angeles. It was built in 1914 and was used by the Guard until the 1960s. 
 
Beginning with the Dick Act of 1903, the National Guard units of the various states were 
gradually integrated into the operation of the regular Army. The Dick Act and National 
Defense Acts of 1916 and 1920 established a separate Reserve force, apart from the 
state National Guard units, and helped to bring the state-operated National Guard 
training and command more in line with the regular Army (Wilson 1985). In time, the 
National Guard armories of these units became training centers for units of the U.S. 
Army, although armories have also retained their traditional function as community 
centers, particularly in smaller communities with relatively few civic centers. The greatest 
period for armory construction was at the tum of the century, although a substantial 
number of armories were built during the 1930s. The WPA or the Public Works 
Administration (PWA) funded most of these structures. 
 

The Navy Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve systems developed long after the 
National Guard System had been established. Created in 1916, the Naval and Marine 
Corps Reserve programs were Federal programs from the outset, i.e. were not 
administered, directly or indirectly, by state military departments. The designations, 
Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Reserve, were first established in the Navy 



Appropriations Act of 1916, although the distinction between reserve and volunteer 
servicemen was slight during World War I. After the war, both branches began to 
develop more explicit arrangements for organizing and training reserve units (Boykin et 
al. 1986, Millett 1980, Wilson 1985). 
 

A Naval Reserve Center was established in Los Angeles during the 1920s. Until 
construction of the buildings currently under study, however, the Naval Reserves trained 
in rented space in a converted garage at 1965 South Los Angeles Street. The Navy 
described the parcel as the highest-rent armory space anywhere in the United States, 
and expressed an interest in moving elsewhere. In June 1928, the commander of the 
Naval Reserve units in Los Angeles, spoke at a meeting of Los Angeles civic leaders, 
including the mayor, several council members, county supervisors, and the president of 
the chamber of commerce. He warned that Long Beach had proposed donating land for 
a permanent reserve armory for the Los Angeles area reserve units and that Congress 
and the Navy were considering the offer. He warned: ''Taking advantage of this situation, 
Long Beach is now offering to house and take over the entire reserve activities in this 
district. Is Los Angeles going to let them do it?" (Los Angeles Times 6-24-28). According 
to newspaper account, in 1928 about 1700 enlisted men and 400 officers were enlisted 
in the Los Angeles Naval Reserve. 
 
Until the 1940s, the U.S. Navy had a very small presence in the Los Angeles area. 
Indeed, the city leaders in Los Angeles lobbied vigorously throughout the 20th century to 
capture some part of the Navy budget in California, and focused chiefly on facilities in 
Vallejo in Northern California and San Diego in Southern California (Lotchin 1992). Los 
Angeles officials were wary of all competing cities but particularly Long Beach, which 
had already by 1928 lured away the air reserve units from Los Angeles (Los Angeles 
Times 6-24-28). 
 
It was this fear of losing the Navy Reserve training facility to rival Long Beach, or some 
other California city that motivated Los Angeles officials to pursue construction of a Navy 
Reserve armory, even though the building would likely never be owned by the city. The 
opportunity to rectify the problem emerged during the mid-1930s, with the development 
of major public works construction programs by the Federal government, as part of the 
general New Deal counter-cyclical spending strategy. 
 

Although there were many Federal job-creating programs during the New Deal, the best-
funded and best-known programs were the PWA and the WPA. The two programs were 
fundamentally similar and funded many of the same types of projects. The PWA was 
created in 1933, as part of the ''First Hundred Days" flurry of new programs developed 
by the incoming administration of President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Under the cautious 
leadership of Secretary of the Interior, Harold Ickes, however, the PW A was slow to 
fund major public works construction projects. It was partly in response to the slow 
activities of the PWA that Congress in 1935 created the WPA, funding it at nearly $5 
billion -- the largest single appropriation in the history of the United States to that point. 
Under the much more free-wheeling leadership of Harry Hopkins, the WPA would 
quickly emerge as the leading program for public works construction in the United States 
(Leuchtenberg 1963). 
 

The various states sought to earmark funding in both the WPA and PWA for National 
Guard armory construction. Although unsuccessful in setting aside funds for this 
purpose, guard spokesmen were able to convince both the WPA and PWA to include 
armory construction as permissible activities under both programs (Fogelson 1989). This 



policy decision made vast sums of Federal public works dollars available to the City of 
Los Angeles in its quest to build a facility to keep the Navy reserve training center in the 
city.  
 
Even before authorization of the WPA, however, the Navy had independently sought to 
develop a major training center in California, to support both a growing reserve program 
and a generally expanding Navy presence in California. Consistent with its practices in 
the 1920s and 1930s, the Navy had solicited proposals from various communities that 
might be interested in sponsoring construction of a reserve center, through donation of 
land, construction costs, or other inducements. The City of Los Angeles proposed 
creation of the Reserve Center on or near City-owned land in little-used Chavez Ravine, 
a short distance northwest of the downtown area. In January, 1935 –prior to creation of 
the WPA --the Navy selected the Chavez Ravine site from among 40 alternatives. 
Among the advantages of the site, in the Navy's view, was its isolation within the ravine, 
"inconspicuously nestled in the hills where raiding bombers in a possible attack by 
enemy air forces will be least likely to damage it" (Lieutenant Colonel F. C. Harrington, 
quoted in Lively 1987:243). Although the site was selected, the Navy had no funds to 
construct the facility.  
 
The city offered this land to the Navy for the training center, and the offer was accepted. 
Throughout the remainder of 1935, the City of Los Angeles and Los Angeles County, 
working closely with the Navy, sought to piece together ·a combination of local and 
Federal funds that could pay for the improvements. By late 1935, the basic arrangement 
had been developed: the city would donate land for the center, the county would donate 
$300,000 worth of materials; the remainder of the costs (it would cost $1.1 million) would 
be borne by the WPA (Lively 1987:243). 
 
For reasons of local politics, however, the project was delayed for three years. A trade 
group proposed construction of the Mercado Pacific Exposition in Chavez Ravine, a fair 
designed to promote trade between California and Asia. Backers of the Mercado argued 
forcefully against the donation of city-owned lands for construction of the Navy training 
center because the facility would interfere with the proposed exposition. In 1937 and 
1938, a series of hearings were conducted at the City Council of Los Angeles over this 
issue. The specific issue was the donation of city-owned lands, although the largest 
issue was essentially a choice between the Mercado and the Training Center. American 
military leaders, including representatives of the Naval and Marine Corps, lobbied on 
behalf of the training center, as did veterans' organizations and many leading California 
businessmen (Lively 1987:245-246). The battle over how to use Chavez Ravine - armory 
or Mercado, or some combination of the two - dragged on for several years, between 
early 1937 and mid-1938. During the course of this debate in Los Angeles, the U.S. 
Navy and the Marine Corps were steadfast in their commitment to construction of the 
Reserve Center at this site.  
 
While this local debate dragged on, the City of Los Angeles funded preparation of plans 
and specifications for the project. The conclusion that design work was well underway, 
even as the city debated the fate of the site, is supported by several pieces of evidence. 
In one instance, Navy Captain Claude B. Mayo testified in support of the building in 
February 1938. Captain Mayo was stationed in San Diego and would later serve as the 
first commanding officer of the Reserve Center He assured the city council that the plans 
and specifications for the building were nearly complete (Los Angeles Times 2-16-38}. 
Also supporting this conclusion is the haste with which construction began, once the city 
had deeded the land to the Navy. The agreement between the Navy, the City, and 



County was signed on March 22, 1938; construction was about a month later (Los 
Angeles Times 4-21-38). Finally, the approved plans for the building are dated 
September, 1938. It is unlikely the plans for this large and complex building could have 
been completed in the few months between March and September of that year. 
 

The contract to design the building had been awarded to Stiles O. Clements. Clements 
had been an active and successful architect in Los Angeles for 27 years, most of that 
time with the partnership of Morgan, Walls, and Clements. He had only recently broken 
off from that partnership to form Stiles O. Clements and Associates. The huge proposed 
Navy training center was likely his first major commission on his own. Clements' 
biography and achievements are further discussed later in this document (significance 
criteria four). Work continued through November, 1940, when the large facility was 
turned over to the Navy. 
 

The building was designed specifically as a training center for Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserve units in Southern California. Its layout reflected this purpose. The great clear-
span drill deck wing was designed to allow two Reserve regiments to train 
simultaneously. Many elements of the building were constructed in pairs, to facilitate 
simultaneous training for two units at the site. The drill deck, for example, includes two 
bridges. The facility also has two separate galleys, as well as two groups of quarters for 
visiting flag officers; these were located in the third story of the office building. Because 
the Navy Reserve units that trained there included a Radio and Signal Corps School, the 
building was also fitted with a radio tower, integrated structurally and architecturally into 
the main building. 
 

As noted, the gallery around the perimeter of the drill deck was designed as a track but 
also served as sleeping quarters for the reserves who trained there. The fact that 400-
500 men slept as well as trained in the room forced the architect to include several 
unusual features, principally having to do with condensation. The great room, essentially 
uninsulated, experienced great changes in temperature between day and night and rose 
and settled with the changes in temperature. The huge floor was subject to the same 
changes in temperature and was allowed to ''float" on a bed of sand. At night in 
particular, the presence of so many men in the room caused a serious condensation 
problem. The floating floor (further disc1:lssed below) was designed to allow the 
moisture to seep through the wood to the sand, intended to minimize damage to the 
flooring. 
 
The structure, although initially planned during the relatively peaceful mid-1930s, was 
completed against the backdrop of the fall of France and about a year before the 
Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor. When it was first used, the armory was designated 
specifically for the training of Radio and Signal School reservists. During American 
involvement in World War IT, the armory was used to train reserve units for active duty 
overseas.  
 
Immediately after V-J Day, the Los Angeles Reserve Center was used as a separation 
center for tens of thousands of Naval and Marine personnel who were being discharged. 
By 1946, the facility was again being used for its intended purpose: to train Naval and 
Marine Corps reserve units. Many of these Reserve units were called back into active 
duty in 1950, making the armory again an active part of the regular Navy. After the 
conclusion of hostilities in Korea, however, the armory returned to a more predictable life 
as a reserve training center. It remained so until its closure in the late 1980s. 
 



Today, the property is owned by the Los Angeles Fire Department, which uses it for 
offices, training and classroom purposes. 
 
CRITERIA 3. Embodies the distinguishing characteristics of an architectural-type 
specimen, inherently valuable for study of a period, style, or method of 
construction. 
 
Period: Armory Transition  
 
Not only are the architectural style and the architect of the structure contributing factors 
for the Reserve Centers overall significance, but the building gains further significance 
as a good example of an architectural type that represents the transition of the armory 
from its 19th and early 20th century role as a community-based National Guard facility, 
to its modem role as a training center for units that work in close coordination with the 
regular military branch with which the armory is associated. 

 
The Federal government and the various states have only recently begun to develop a 
comprehensive context for the evaluation of armories as a discrete historic property 
type. The basic reference work is that of Robert M. Fogelson (1989), whose America's 
Armories: Architecture, Society, and the Public Order was the first attempt to analyze 
this building type in a larger historical context. The State of New York in 1992 began a 
comprehensive inventory and evaluation of all known armories in the state. The results 
of this survey were recently summarized by Nancy Todd (1996) in an article in the 
publication CRM. 
 
Armories were training buildings for National Guard units and later for reserve units of 
the Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force. Most armories were built and owned by the 
military division of the state in which they are located, and most are associated with 
Army-based National Guard units. The majority of armories historically served as training 
sites for National Guard units but also as community centers. Armories were typically 
headquarters for local disaster preparedness programs and, not uncommonly, sites for 
dances and other social events in small communities without major civic spaces. Just 
before and after World War I, the various National Guard units became more and more 
closely associated with the regular service, and the Naval and Marine Corps created 
entirely Federal Reserve units. As this coordination and integration increased, more 
armory buildings were funded and owned directly by the service with which the units 
were associated. 
 
The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, planned in 1935 but not completely constructed 
until l940, is an excellent and significant example of an armory in the latter category. It 
was built to be used by reserve units unrelated to the state National Guard. In keeping 
with the long tradition of community based armory design, the building was constructed 
with participation by the city and county of Los Angeles. When the building was planned, 
it was seen as a community asset as well as a military center. By the time it was 
constructed, however, the building was drafted into regular Naval and Marine Corps 
service. It was important to the training of the Reserve in Southern California during 
World War II. 

 
Although independent evidence was not located to support the contention, the Navy 
maintains that the Reserve Center in Los Angeles is also the second oldest as well as 
the largest Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center in the United States. The Naval and 
Marine Corps Reserve Center is a California Historical Landmark, designated 



Registered Landmark No. 972. The documentation for this designation was prepared by 
Bruce J. Lively, who also wrote an extensive article on the building “Naval and Marine 
Corps Reserve Center Los Angeles” in 1987. Lively had access to official documents of 
the reserve system and his information is considered reliable. No independent 
confirmation was made with respect to the priority or relative size of the building among 
the population of reserve centers nationally. 
 

Style: “Stripped Classicism,” “Starved Classicism,” “PWA Moderne”   
 
Aside from being a unique example of a transition in armory design, the Reserve Center 
also represents a significant example of what has been called of Federal 
architecture during the 1930s, specifically the style that has been called "Stripped 
Classicism," "Starved Classicism," or ''PWA Moderne." Federal architecture developed in 
alternating phases of domination by public service architects and domination by private 
architects. At various times, the architects in the employ of the Federal government 
designed essentially Federal buildings, from post offices to court houses (Craig 1984). At 
other times, including the 1930s, the bulk of this design work was undertaken by private 
architects under contract with the government. Whether carried out by public servants or 
contractors, however, most Federal architecture from the early years of the Republic 
through the 1920s had been dominated by the neo-classical tradition, first established in 
the Capitol complex, and spread through post office and courthouse construction to all 
parts of the nation. 
 
During the 1930s, private architects were allowed to design public buildings to an extent 
not possible at any earlier period of the 20th century. The amount of Federal and 
Federally-funded construction accelerated tremendously during these years as New 
Deal programs -- especially the WPA and PWA- funded public works as an employment-
generating activity. The scale of Federal construction was at or near its highpoint during 
the 1930s, as a proportion of total construction activity. Because of this great demand for 
Federal work, and a soft demand for design work by the private sector, virtually every 
active architect in California worked at one time or another for the Federal government. 
Both the WPA and the PWA hired private architects to design public buildings. There is 
little distinction between the two programs in this regard: both focused on the 
construction of useful, publicly-owned buildings, such as city halls, airports, schools, and 
hospitals. Both programs funded construction of armory halls throughout the United 
States. The PWA funded dozens of armories (Short 1986), as did the WPA Both the 
WPA and the PWA were construction-oriented agencies, paying much less attention to 
style than to creating jobs and useful public edifices. This was true of all types of 
buildings constructed under the WPA and PWA. In discussing armory designs, for 
example, the Acting Chief Engineer for the WPA argued that a building's style should be 
“purely a matter of available materials, taste and community influence and is therefore 
something for local determination" (quoted in Fogelson 1989:198). The vast majority of 
WPA buildings were designed by private architects who were had offices in the local 
community.  
 
These private architects were torn between designing in the popular styles of the time 
(Art Deco, Streamlined Moderne) and honoring the long tradition of neo-classical design, 
so rooted in Federal building design from the early years of the Republic. The 
compromise between the two was a unique style, neither Moderne nor neo-classical, but 
a blending of the two. This phenomenon is almost unique to privately-designed Federal 
architecture from the 1930s, but was used so extensively that architectural historians 
have struggled to developed a term for the style. It is argued by some that the blending 



of moderne and neo-classical was also typical of construction in Fascist Italy and 
Germany during the war. This case is made by David Gebhard and Harriette von Breton 
(1989). Gebhard and Von Breton use the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center as an 
illustration of this point. They write: 
 

By stripping away excessive historical detail, relying on simple rectangular 
volumes, smooth surfaces, and square fluted piers instead of columns, Sumner 
Spaulding and his associates [designers of an unbuilt civic center for Los 
Angeles] showed how closely in touch they were to the stripped Neoclassical 
designs of Germany, Italy, and elsewhere. Equally close in spirit was Stiles O. 
Clements' U.S. Naval and Marine Corps Armory [sic] of 1939-40, whose 
forbidding exterior would have been very much at home in Berlin in the late '30s. 
(quoted in Gebhard and von Breton 1989: 75-76) 

 
Their observation has led to some confusion. Bruce Lively (1987: 253) interpreted this 
statement to indicate that the building was "based on a German design." While it may be 
argued that the building resembles some German buildings from the period, there is no 
indication that Clements borrowed the building from a German model.  
 
Lois Craig (1984), a principal historian of Federal architecture, emphasizes the classical 
element of the style, calling it "Starved Classicism." Still others have called it "Stripped 
Classicism." David Gebhard and others emphasize the Moderne element of the 
compromise, calling the style "P.W.A. Moderne," or 'WPA Moderne." The style is 
succinctly defined by David Gebhard (1973) as ''The Roman-Renaissance mode 
cleaned up with added elements of both the Zigzag and the Streamlined Modeme." 
 
However, the difficulties in classifying this style helps to explain its unique qualities. The 
buildings are, for the most part, rooted in the neo-classical traditions. Of the hundreds of 
post offices, Federal courthouses, and other Federal buildings designed and built during 
this decade, most were essentially neoclassical in their character. The exceptions to this 
rule are smaller Federal buildings, typically small post offices, which were designed in 
Mission Revival or Spanish Colonial Revival. The more typical Federal buildings from the 
period was neo-classical in its massing, proportions, and detail. The neoclassical detail, 
however, is applied sparingly, often with inaccurate or exaggerated forms.  

 
As noted, most major California architects had designed Federal or Federally-funded 
buildings in this style. Good examples include the Hollywood Post Office by Claud 
Beelman, and the Los Angeles Branch of the Federal Reserve Bank, by John and 
Donald Parkinson. In this respect, the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center 
represents Stiles O. Clements' opportunity to design a large building in "Starved 
Classicism," a style that was already well-represented throughout Los Angeles and 
Southern California by the time ground breaking for this building occurred in 1938. 
 
Clements' design for the building was at once typical of the style and an unusual 
expression of it. As David Gebhard has noted, the style was almost universally executed 
in reinforced concrete, a modem an economical substitute for the stone masonry of the 
neo-classical. It almost always included fluting in the concrete to simulate fluting in 
columns. It also generally included some cornice treatment in the neo-classical mode. In 
these respects, the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center is typical of the "Starved 
Classicism" that dominated the design of Federal buildings during the decade. 
 



The Reserve Center, however, was also highly unusual in several respects. First, it was 
a huge building. While a few Federal buildings from the period were substantial in scale, 
none approached the area of this building. Second, Clements was forced to work with a 
great arched drill deck space, a very unusual and difficult form to incorporate into a 
predominantly neo-classical building. Third, the topography of the site required a building 
that could conform to the hillside. Fourth, the function of the building required many 
unusual structural elements, including the radio tower, a large swimming pool and the 
aforementioned great drill deck. All of these factors added to the challenge of designing 
this particular example of "Starved Classicism" The architectural significance of the 
building, then, is that it typifies a specific style - the "Starved Classicism" - while dealing 
with extraordinary challenges. 
 
Method of Construction: Lamella Roof  
  
Finally, the building appears to be significant in the area of architecture because it 
incorporates unique or highly unusual elements, particularly its Lamella roof and "floating 
floor." The barrel vaulted, timber truss roof of the drill deck is arguably its most distinctive 
element. The roof has a span of 125' x 256'. While not a record-setting span, this 
represents a very substantial roof for its time, or any other time. Lively (1987: 253) 
argues that the building was the largest "enclosed structure without columns at the time 
it was constructed," but offers no evidence to support the contention. Many aircraft 
hangars, particularly lighter - than-air hangars from the 1930s, had much larger clear 
spans. Still, the building is clearly impressive. 
 
The roof was a patented ''Lamella Roof" a honey-comb wooden roof system, 
manufactured and widely built in the Los Angeles area by the Summerbell Roof 
Structures Company, with offices in downtown Los Angeles. The company advertised 
widely in the Southwest Builder and Contractor. (e.g. editions of 4-8-1938 and 1-14-
1938). The roof is identified as a Lamella roof in ''Resilient Floating Floor Constructed in 
Great Drill Hall" (Southwest Builder and Contractor 4-18-1938). The Lamella Roof 
system could be built in a variety of shapes, from a barrel vault to a dome to an octagon, 
all of which were illustrated in advertisements for the system. Further research may 
indicate that this roofing system was widely used and is still represented in extant 
buildings in Los Angeles and elsewhere. Based upon available evidence, however, it 
appears that this roof form is quite rare. Further, this huge span was no doubt a very 
substantial challenge for the roofing system. 
 
Another highly unusual feature of the building is a ''floating floor'' installed in the drill 
deck. As noted earlier, Clements and others involved with the building were concerned 
about condensation within the drill hall. The big room, heavily occupied and without 
insulation, generated a great deal of condensation, collecting chiefly on the corrugated 
glass at the center of the room. To deter damage to the flooring from this condensation, 
the contractor, AB. Rice Floor Company of Los Angeles, developed a highly unusual 
flooring system, 'Which it called a ''floating floor." The grade of the drill deck was first 
leveled and rolled by WPA workers. A three-inch coat of asphaltic concrete was then 
"spread over the dirt and rolled to an even grade.'' Several weeks later, the rolled asphalt 
was covered with 15 inch felt paper, mopped with tar. Two inches of kiln-dried sand was 
then placed atop the felt paper, and leveled with screeds. The sand was covered with 
soft asphaltum pitch 'Which ''functions both as a seal and as an expansion joint." The 
flooring system was then place on the sand base. The sub-floor comprised 2" x 8" 
shiplap Douglas fir pieces; the fir was treated and kiln-dried. The floor was finished with 
3/4" maple boards, finished in a Duraseal sealant (Southwest Builder and 



Contractor 4-18-1938). 
 
CRITERIA 4: A notable work of a master builder, designer, or architect whose 
individual genius influenced his or her age. 
 
The Naval and Marine Reserve Center is also significant because it was designed by 
Stiles O. Clements, and is thus a notable work of a master architect whose individual 
genius influenced his or her age. Stiles O. Clements was a master architect from Los 
Angeles from 1911 until 1965.   
 
Stiles O. Clements was one of the most important and productive architects ever to have 
practiced in Southern California. Because he was active for so long - he arrived in the 
city in 1911 and continued working until his retirement in 1965 - he was an important 
transitional architect in Los Angeles. Early in his career, he worked with the leading 19th 
and early 20th century Los Angeles architects. During the exceedingly productive middle 
of his career from the 1920s through 1940, he designed his best-known works in the Art 
Deco and Streamlined Moderne styles that typify Los Angeles design from that period. 
He continued to be active in design work after World War II, designing some of the 
largest post-war buildings in Southern California in partnership with his son, Robert 
(Southwest Builder and Contractor 1966: 17). 
 
Clements was also a partner in one of the most prolific and successful firms in Southern 
California from 1920 - 1937, the firm of Morgan, Walls, and Clements. Perhaps the best-
known building from the firm is the Art Deco/Skyscraper Gothic Richfield Building, built in 
1929. That building, Clements' personal favorite, has been demolished (Starr 1990: 78). 
Clements is generally credited with being the creative force behind turning the attention 
of the Beaux Arts-oriented Morgan and Wails firm to the emerging Art Deco and 
Streamlined Moderne design. That firm was arguably the key force in establishing the 
reputation of Los Angeles as a focus of high-quality ''modern" architecture from the 
1920s and 1930s. The firm, for example, was responsible for designing most of the best 
commercial buildings along Wilshire Bolvard's "Miracle Mile." The firm, however, was 
by no means restricted to the Art Deco/Moderne style. Dozens of Morgan, Walls, and 
Clements buildings have been designated Historic-Cultural Monuments by the City of 
Los Angeles, including the 1924 Spanish Colonial Oddfellows Temple; the 1926 Mayan 
Theater; the 1926 Renaissance Revival Pacific National Bank; the 1926 El Capitan 
Theater in Hollywood; and the 1929 Mediterranean Chapman Park Building. 
 
In 1937, Clements left that firm to organize Stiles O. Clements & Associates, a name he 
would retain until 1955, when his son, Robert, was brought in as a partner. The name 
was then changed to Stiles and Robert Clements. The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve 
Center, then, was one of the earliest major commissions undertaken by Stiles O. 
Clements after he left the firm of Morgan Walls and Clements. The father-and-son firm 
was extremely active during the 1950s and 1960s, designing hundreds of shopping 
centers, parking garages, office buildings, and other major commissions in the post-war 
construction boom in Southern California. 
 
Clements' career spanned nearly six decades, making him one of the most prolific 
architects in California history. He was partially or completely responsible for the design 
of some of the great landmarks of Southern California architecture, including the 
Samson Tire Company building, the aforementioned Mayan Theater, Coulter's 
Department Store (demolished), Pellissier Building (including the Wiltern Theater), and 
the aforementioned Richfield Building. Clements is treated in virtually all of the survey 



works on Los Angeles architecture (e.g., Kaplan 1987, McGrew and Julian 1994). 
 
The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center represents several important landmarks in 
the career of this master designer. First, it was one of the first major commissions 
undertaken by Clements after he left the firm of Morgan, Walls, and Clements. Clements 
regarded it as a major achievement in his career. Late in his life, Clements culled 
through his drawings to donate the best examples of his work to the Huntington Library 
in San Marino, California. The Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center was among the 
works sent to that prestigious research library (Rosenast 1990). 
 
The Reserve Center also appears to be one of the first public buildings with which he is 
known to have been associated. During World War II and after the war, he and his son 
would be extensively involved in the design of many Federal buildings, including other 
commissions for the U.S. Navy. These commissions included designing buildings for the 
Los Angeles Board of Education, the County of Los Angeles, San Bernadino County, the 
City of Monrovia, the State of California, the Army Corps of Engineers, and additional 
buildings for the U.S. Navy (Southwest Builder and Contractor 1958). There is no 
indication in the architectural history of Southern California, however, that Clements 
designed any public buildings before his work on the Naval Reserve. 
 
The Reserve Center is one of Stiles O. Clements' most successful works as it 
incorporates much of what he had learned in his excellent education and what was 
already a long career in professional design. Although he is generally credited with 
introducing the Art Deco/Moderne style of design to Morgan, Walls, and Clements, 
Clements had not always worked in the modern idiom. He was trained at the tum of the 
century at MIT and the Ecole de Beaux Arts and had worked with the local 19th century 
Beaux Arts masters upon his arrival in Los Angeles. His education and early training 
helped him to absorb and work with the vocabulary of neo-classical design. He emerged 
as one of the great masters of Art Deco and Streamlined Moderne design in Los 
Angeles or anywhere else in the country. This extensive training in the Moderne and the 
neo-classical helps explain the ease and skill with which Clements combined the neo-
classical details of this building and its sleek Moderne design. Although he built no other 
buildings in the ''Stripped Classicism" style, he captured its essence in this building. 
Although not his best-known work, the Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center is an 
important example of the career and talents of Stiles O. Clements.  
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	Proposed Monument Name: Naval and Marine Corps Reserve Center 
	Name Description: [Original historic name]
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	ArchitectDesigner: Stiles O. Clements
	Contractor: Works Progress Administration (WPA) provided labor
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	Present use: Frank Hotchkin Memorial Training Center (LAFD) 
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	Stories: 3-5
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	Secondary Construction Type: [Select]
	Primary Cladding Material: [Stone, cast]
	Secondary Cladding Material: [Stone, cut]
	Primary Shape: [Hipped]
	Secondary Shape: [Flat]
	Primary Roof: [Clay tile, rounded]
	Secondary Roof: [Select]
	Primary Window Type: [Awning]
	Secondary Window Type: [Casement]
	Primary Window Material: [Steel]
	Secondary Window Material: [Steel]
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	Primary Door Material: [Double]
	Secondary Door Material: [Select]
	AS Date 1: 1980
	AS Summary 1: Building suffered major fire (however, doors and windows appear to be original)
	AS Date 2: 5/11/2000
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	AS Date 3: 4/1/1999
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	Survey Name1: Historic Resources Inventory Survey and Archaeological Resources Inventory Survey of the Naval and Marine Reserve Center, Los Angeles California (2007)
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	broad history: Yes
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	master: Yes
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	ContactCity1: Los Angeles
	State1: CA
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	Phone1: (213) 978-1192
	Email1: shannon.ryan@lacity.org
	Owner Supported: Yes
	Contact Name2: City of Los Angeles Department of General Services
	Company2: Government
	Contact St Address2: 111 E First Street Room 201 
	ContactCity2: Los Angeles 
	State2: CA
	Contact Zip2: 90012
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	Email2: 
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	Company3: Government
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	ContactCity3: Los Angeles 
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