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May 21, 2020

Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission
Office  of  Historic Resources
City Planning Department
221 North Figueroa, Suite 1350
Los Angeles, California  90012

Attention:  Ms. Melissa Jones

Dear Commission  Members:

First  of  all,  let  me  introduce  myself as a  former City of Los Angeles commission
member  myself  for  over  20  years.   I  was  with  the  LAPD Police Commission,
Permit Review Panel when Mayor Richard Riordan  honored  me  with  the
appointment.   I  had  the  privilege  of  working  closely  with  the  then  Cultural
Affairs  Director,  Mr. Al  Nodal, and  his  assistants, Katherine Rice  and  Sumi
Haru and  other  staff  members over  30  years  ago  on  an  annual  event  which
Cultural  Affairs sponsored (and  still  does)  every  year  at  Mariachi  Plaza  -
the Mariachi  Festival held  every  November  for  32  years.    

I  am  the  owner  of  the  27,000 square foot  property immediately  adjacent  to
where  the  Metro  Mariachi  Plaza  Portal  is  now  located.  My buildings are in’
front  of  the city’s  Plaza  and  Kiosk  and  the  MTA  elevator to the portal  below
ground.

I also have the privilege and honor  to be  on the  current  Board of Directors  of
the International Institute of Los Angeles which owns a  location currently being
considered by your Commission for a  Historic Designation.

The purpose of  this  letter  is  to  indicate  my  very  strong opposition to  such
a  designation for  the  following reason:   it  will  impact  the  sale  of  the  property
the  Institute  (“IILA”)  owns  at  435  South Boyle Avenue.

As you are aware, IILA  services refugees and  low  income  families without regard
to country  of  origin.   We  help  refugees  assimilate  into  our  culture and  society
and  low  income   families  with  free  child  care  and  meals  for needy  children who
can look  forward  to  at  least  one  healthy meal a  day.  We  even  have  our  kitchen
facility in a  separate building behind  our  main  office  where  hundreds  of  meals
are  prepared on  a  daily  basis.  We  have  child  care  centers which  are  fully
staffed  with  qualified workers.

We  are  in  the  process of  selling  435 So Boyle because we  cannot  afford  to  make
the  badly needed  repairs  that  the  building  so desperately needs.  In  these  
economic
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times, we  have  a  difficult  time meeting  the  expenses  required  to  continue  our
life-saving  efforts  to  service  our  huge  client  base.   

The  repairs  needed  by  the  building  are  enormous  and  totally  beyond   our
budget.    The    free  immigration  services  we  offered  there  to  those  most
in need  of  legal  assistance  in  the  current  climate  have been moved into  our
main  building.  The  building  is  now  vacant.

The  building  can be  sold  to  entities  who  want  to  use  it  for  classes, etc., after
making  the  massive  amount  of  repairs to  a  very  old  dilapidated  building.   We
have  the  property  on  the  market  and  several  institutions  have  expressed  an
interest  in  negotiating a  sale  with  us, including the next door  neighbor,  PUENTE
Learning Center.  

If  the  “Historic Designation”  label  is  pinned  on  this  repair-needy building,  we
lose  any  chance  of  selling it  and  it  will  be  another   vacant  and  useless
“historic building”  in  the  City  and  it  will  put  a  tremendous  strain  on  our
funds  which  we so  desperately  need  to  help  the  poorest  of  the  poor  and  the
most  vulnerable persons  who  need our  continuing  help.

I  ask  you  to  please  consider  the  benefits  to  the  City  of  allowing  us  to
continue  our  work  by  not   financially  burdening  IILA  with  the  loss  of  a  sale
to  some  entity  that  can  afford  to  buy  it  and  make  the  needed  repairs  thus
offering  much needed  learning  facilities  to  the  residents  of  Los  Angeles  which  the
IILA  cannot.

If  I  can be  of  any  help  in  assisting  your  Commission  in  any way,  please  feel
free  to  let  me  know.

Very  truly  yours,

Anita  Castellanos, J.D.

Contact  information:

Email:    anitac1@mac.com
Cell:       (818)  521-0608

mailto:anitac1@mac.com


Mailings:   P.O. Box  4957
                 West Hills, Ca  91308-4957
   



 
August 17, 2020 
 
Mr. Steve Voss 
International Institute of Los Angeles 
3845 Selig Place 
Los Angeles, CA  90031 
 
Re: Marketing Update 
 435 South Boyle Avenue 
 Los Angeles, CA (“The Property”) 
  
Dear Steve: 
 
What follows is a summary of our marketing activity and offers on the above-referenced Property: 
 
When we first put the property on the market for sale in June of last year, we visited the City of Los Angeles 
Building and Safety office to obtain zoning information on the property. We were told the property was 
zoned R4 with a Q-condition, which effectively downzones the property to an R3 zoning. This affects the 
property two ways: first, it reduces the density of new development from 50 dwelling units per acres to 30 
dwelling units per acre. Second, it restricts the kinds of uses that can occupy the property. For example, 
these uses are approved by right under an R4 zoning but would either require a conditional use permit or 
are not permitted under R3:  
 

- Boarding home for aged 
- Charter school 
- College 
- Elder care facility 
- House of worship 
- Nursery school 
- Philanthropic institution 
- School 

 
Our two first offers, at $4,000,000 and $3,100,000, were from residential housing developers. However, 
after they further investigated the zoning restrictions as described above, these potential buyers withdrew 
their offers. 
 
In September 2019 we received an offer from Christine Kantner and Christopher Norman for $2,000,000. In 
November they subsequently increased their offer to $3,000,000. Christine and Christopher visited the site 
several times, taking photos and bringing various other associates and investors to tour the Property.  
 
In December 2019 we received an offer from Extera Public Charter Schools for $3,600,000. However, since 
the Q condition on the property’s zoning required the buyer to go through a lengthy conditional use permit 
process, they withdrew their offer. 

 

234 South Brand Boulevard 
Suite 800 

Glendale, California  91204 
 

T 818.502.6768 
C 818.481.0988 

damon.feldmeth@cbre.com 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   

 

Damon S. Feldmeth 
Senior Vice President 
 
CBRE, Inc. 
Brokerage Services  
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Mr. Steve Voss 
August 17, 2020 
Page 2 of 2 
 
 
 
In February 2020 we received a notice from the Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission that an 
application that would designate the Property as a historic-cultural monument had been completed, which 
prohibits any demolition or substantial alteration of the property until a final determination has been made.  
 
In May 2020 we received another offer from Christine Kantner and Christopher Norman – this time at a 
reduced price of $2,000,000. We have received no other offers since the February notice from the Cultural 
Heritage Commission. Christine and Christopher intend to finance the purchase with an SBA loan, but we 
have yet to get confirmation that they have qualified for the loan. 
 
Steve, the twin factors of the Q condition and historical designation seriously impact our ability to sell the 
property. The existing building would require extensive modifications to be occupiable by an owner-user, 
including ADA, seismic, and building system upgrades. The driveway to the rear parking area is very narrow 
and does not allow for large vehicles to access the property – this will severely impact any user from being 
able to adapt this property if it is deemed historic. In short, the historical monument designation makes the 
property undevelopable and difficult to adaptively reuse in its existing condition.  
 
We are actively marketing the property and continue to occasionally receive inquiries from potential 
buyers. However, the restrictions as described above continue to challenge our efforts to negotiate and 
finalize a transaction with these prospects. 
 
Thank you and please call at any time to discuss. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
CBRE 
  
      
 

 
Damon Feldmeth    Jackie Benavidez 
818-502-6768     818-502-6758 
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9401 Wilshire Blvd., 9th Floor 

Beverly Hills, CA 90212-2974 

ethompson@ecjlaw.com 

PH: 310.281.6356 

FX: 310.859.2325 

  
 
August 13, 2020 
 
 
VIA E-MAIL 

LOS ANGELES CULTURAL HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Office of Historic Resources 
City Planning Department 
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1350 
Los Angeles, CA  90012  
E-Mail:   melissa.jones@lacity.org 

 

 

Re: Opposition to Historic-Cultural Monument Application for 435 South Boyle Avenue 
(“Subject Property”)  

 
Dear Honorable Commissioners: 

Our law firm represents the nonprofit International Institute of Los Angeles (“International 
Institute”), owner of the Subject Property.  Our client, strongly opposes granting the request of the 
above-mentioned Application.  Despite the clear and convincing evidence provided highlighting that 
both the Application and the City Planning Department’s original Recommendation Report 
contained numerous inaccuracies and false statements, City Staff appears to have disregarded every 
piece of documentation supplied and simply adopted the false statements made by the Applicant 
in its Final Recommendation Report.  

The main false and/or inaccurate statements are the following: 

❖ “Despite some minor interior and exterior alterations, the International Institute of Los Angeles 
is greatly intact”.  First of all, the International Institute is NOT presently located at this site and 
has not provided services and programs at the Subject Property for years.  Second, it ceased 
operating at the Subject Property and vacated the facility because the building is NOT “greatly 
intact”.  In fact, the building is in extremely poor, unusable condition and is literally falling apart.  
Consequently, no public events have been hosted on this site for years.   

❖ The Subject Property “was determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places and listed in the CA Register of Historic Resources.”  NO, it was not, as explained below.  

❖ The list of alterations to the Subject Property is neither complete nor accurate.  Nearly every 
window and door has been replaced.  Multiple interior rooms have been re-configured and 

mailto:melissa.jones@lacity.org
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changed.  The kitchen has been completely gutted.  The exterior staircase is broken and 
unusable, and cannot be re-attached without substantial re-construction of the exterior wall.  
As a result, the architectural integrity of the building has been severely compromised.   

❖ The International Institute stopped all public events many years ago.  They have only used the 
space for storage and minimum office activities until even that became impossible due to the 
age and condition of the structures.   

❖ Several letters of Opposition have been sent to City Staff over the past few months, and yet 
NONE of these letters are included or addressed in Staff’s package.  The Commission must have 
all of the information to make its determination, not just what Staff considers relevant to 
support its recommendation.   

I. Subject Property Is Not Listed in the National Register or California Register  

The Applicant and the City Report attempt to portray the Subject Property as having obtained 
certain state or federally-approved historical status.  The City Report plainly states, “The subject 
property was determined eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, and 
subsequently listed in the California Register of Historical Resources in 2000”.  (See, Final 
Recommendation Report, P. 4) 

This statement is flatly wrong.  In response to the City’s and the Applicant’s misrepresentations, we 
verified that the Property is NOT listed on the National Register of Historic Places (see, Exhibit C) 
nor on the California Register of Historical Resources (Exhibit D); the Property is also not cited in the 
National Archives database (Exhibit E).  Moreover, neither the City nor the Applicant has offered 
any supporting documentation for this claim. 

II. Subject Property Has Not Undergone the Proper Historic Review Process For Any State 
 or Federal Designation 

During its more than 90-year ownership of the Subject Property, the International Institute has 
never received any formal notification that its building was being considered for any kind of historic 
designation status until the instant Application.  To be sure, there is no documented record of the 
Subject Property being formally considered for any historic designation by either the California State 
Historic Preservation Office or the United States National Park Service.  Despite this fact, the City 
Report attempts to bolster a claim for special status by asserting that “the property was identified 
as a known historic resource in the SurveyLA Japanese-American, Latino, and Women’s Rights 
historic context statements” (see, City Report, P. 4) without appropriate substantiation which is 
inaccurate and misleading.  Two of these documents make no such finding, and only one—the Latino 
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historic context statement—inaccurately states the Subject Property is listed in the California 
Register of Historical Resources.  The Applicant’s and the City’s attempts to magically designate the 
Subject Property as a “historic resource” without the necessary foundational facts are simply 
groundless. 

The absence of any due process for a historic resource designation of the Subject Property is further 
amplified by the City’s own archived documents.  According to materials uncovered by our office, 
the City, along with the California State Historic Preservation Officer (“SHPO”) and the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation (“Advisory Council”) prepared a Programmatic Agreement 
Compliance Report in 2000 that identified properties that were recipients of certain types of grants 
as being potentially eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places.  In the Ninth 
Reporting Period, (spanning from July 1, 1999 – December 31, 1999) the City and its Historic 
Preservation Consultant “evaluated two properties as eligible for individual listing in the National 
Register” – one of them being the Subject Property.  The extent of this cursory process is detailed 
by the City in its report – “The determination of eligibility for the International Institute was 
documented and submitted to the SHPO during the Ninth Reporting Period.  The SHPO did not 
respond within the allotted 15 days to the determination.  Therefore, according to Stipulation VI, the 
City has assumed that the SHPO did not object to the determination, considered it to be a Historic 
Property under the PA, and proceeded in accordance with Stipulation VII.”  (See Exhibit A, pages 
11-12.)  There is no basis for a leap of faith on this ground.  

The reason the Subject Property was included in the City’s Compliance Report mentioned above, 
was due to the fact that in 1999 the International Institute applied for, and obtained, a “Community 
Development Block Grant” to provide funding for certain senior activities conducted at the Subject 
Property, including providing nutritional meals, transportation, recreation and English classes, as 
well as other social and community benefits to certain senior citizens.  This grant was conditioned 
on the International Institute using the funds, to renovate the existing building – specifically to 
rehabilitate or construct “two (2) Public restrooms on first floor and repair kitchen restrooms; 
installation of fire alarm system, emergency lighting and electrical throughout the building as 
required and repair/install rain gutter, drinking fountains and walkways”.  (See Exhibit B, page 5.) 

Nowhere in the 37 page agreement (Exhibit B) between the International Institute and the City is 
there any mention of the City’s ability or inclination to use this agreement for the issuance of a 
Community Block Grant as a basis to designate the Subject Property as historic.  However, 
unbeknownst to the Owner, within just two months of when the agreement was signed between 
the International Institute and the City for a grant to be used to upgrade the building in order to 
provide community services, the City uses its oversight of the Community Block Grant and identifies 
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the Subject Property as being potentially eligible for historic status with no public review process or 
notice to the Owner.  

Although City Staff was presented all of this information in our previous letter, they have declined 
to acknowledge these facts in any of their reports and supplemental documentation.   

In sum, the Subject Property never underwent a single formal (public) eligibility process for 
historic review or significance at either the State level or National level.   

III. Application Does Not Support Necessary Findings for Historic-Cultural Monument Status  

While the architects of the Subject Property may have been notable for other projects, the Subject 
Property is simply an average building for its time, certainly NOT a notable work.  Neither the 
Applicant nor City Staff point to a single document or published article that highlights the 
architecture of the Subject Property.  They merely claim that because a famous architectural firm 
has its name on the building permit for this site, that fact alone somehow automatically checks the 
box for the Subject Property as “represent[ing] a notable work of a master builder”.  There is no 
documentation presented by either the City Staff or the Applicant to support a conclusion that this 
is a notable work, or that either Webber or Spaulding ever actually worked on this project.   

Any published article about the Subject Property had to do with the work of the International 
Institute, not the structure itself.  There is not one publication highlighting the architecture of the 
Subject Property. 

IV. The People and the Works of the Institute Are the Subject of the Documentation, Not 
 the Subject Property 

As stated in our previous letter, the vast majority of the historical narrative and accompanying 
pictures included as part of the Application center, not surprisingly, on the work and the people of 
the International Institute.  This building is long past its useful life, as is evidenced by the fact that 
the International Institute vacated the facility years ago and is not suitable for hosting public or 
private events.  Unequivocally, it is in very poor physical condition, not compliant with ADA laws, 
and is far from being structurally sound.  It currently sits vacant and is for sale.  By deeming the 
Subject Property an “historic monument,” the City will create a long-lasting eyesore for the people 
of this Community.  No significant portion of people who live in this community want this empty 
building to remain.  

In fact, several property developers stopped pursuing a purchase of the Subject Property once the 
application was submitted, which was likely the ultimate goal of the Applicant who may be using 



 

 
Cultural Heritage Commission 
435 South Boyle Avenue 
August 13, 2020 
Page 5 
 
 

17085.1:9975863.3  

  

 

this process to drive down the price. Despite the fact the Subject Property could house 62 residential 
units under existing codes—and possibly more units if this were an affordable housing project—this 
site will sit empty and unused for decades with a historic/cultural monument designation.  

V.  Removal of the Rear Building from the Historic Designation 

Nearly all of the narrative created by the Applicant, and regurgitated by City Staff, focuses on the 
work of the International Institute along with some commentary regarding the front façade of the 
street facing (front) building.  Although the International Institute vehemently opposes any historic 
nomination for the reasons stated in this letter and all submitted correspondence from the 
International Institute, we urge the Commission to, at the very least, consider removing the rear 
auditorium building from the historic designation, including later additions to the complex that 
connected the auditorium to the main building.  The rear building was relocated from its original 
location in 1931, is not associated with any historic significance related to the work of the 
International Institute, and is not reminiscent of the Spanish Colonial Revival architecture style.  As 
noted in the proposed monument description, “[t]he auditorium section is clad in stucco and has 
undergone a number of exterior and interior alterations during the period of significance.”  
Furthermore, the auditorium building “was expanded in 1934 and likely connected to the rest of the 
complex by the 1950’s.”   

Conclusion 

The Subject Property fails to meet any of the criteria for the City’s designation as a Historic-Cultural 
Monument. Not only is the building itself architecturally unremarkable, but also in such a seriously 
dilapidated and altered condition that its functionality is significantly diminished. Contrary to the 
Applicant’s and the City’s assertions, the Subject Property is NOT listed in either the National 
Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources. The Applicant’s 
proposed nomination, which centers largely on the decades of good work performed by the 
International Institute, only jeopardizes the organization’s ability to continue its vital service to the 
community. We urge the Commission to independently evaluate all of the information provided to 
you and reach the only reasonable and just conclusion—that the Application must be denied.  

Very truly yours, 
 

 
Ellia M. Thompson 

cc:  Melissa Jones, City Planning Associate 



III. RESULTS OF ACTIVITIES 

3.1 Summary of Activities 

This section summarizes the specific activities carried out under the PA between July 1, 1999 and 
December 31, 1999. An activity report for each of the following is included at the end of this 
Ninth Reporting Period PACR: Summary of Activities, including a list by property address of all 
undertakings; Identification and Evaluation of Historic Properties; Treatment of Historic 
Properties; Resolution of Adverse Effects; Consideration and Treatment of Archeological 
Resources; and Undertakings Not Requiring Review. Since no Standard Mitigation Measures 
Agreements were developed during this reporting period, none is included in this Ninth Reporting 
Period PACR. 

The City and the HPC worked on the review of 142 undertakings under the PA during the Ninth 
reporting period which involved 150 properties. Of the 142 undertakings, 26 were C01m11Unity 
Development Department (CDD) projects and 116 were Housing Department (LAHD) projects. 

3.2 Identification and Evaluation 

Identification and evaluation were carried out for 102 properties during the Ninth reporting period. 

3.2.1 Listed and Eligible Properties 

Of the 102 properties for which identification and evaluation were carried out during the Ninth 
reporting period, one had been previously determined eligible for listing in the National Register: 

~ 3501 Valley Boulevard/3540 North Mission Road (Lincoln Park Boathouse) 

dne had been previously listed in the National Register: 

1221 East 40th Place (Ralph Bunche House) 

The City and HPC evaluated two properties as eligible for individual listing in the National 
Register and one property as a contributor to a district during this reporting period: 

)6 43 5 South Boy le A venue (International Institute) 
5600 North Figueroa Street (Highland Theater) 
1065 West 82nd Street ( contributor to a district) 

titute was documented and submitted to 

'.:L::~'.....::~~e~t~eru.· uu.~·....,n. Therefore, according to Stipulation VI, the City has assumed that the 
SHPO did not object to the determination, considered it to be a Historic Property under the PA, 
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PRITHA GUPTA, MD, PHD 

8641 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 102 Beverly Hills, CA 90201| 310-597-0214 | prithagupta83@gmail.com 
 
5/29/20 
 
Los Angeles Cultural Heritage Commission 
Office of Historic Resources 
City Planning Department 
221 North Figueroa, Suite 1350 
Los Angeles, California 90012 
Attention: Ms. Melissa Jones 
 
Dear Commission Members: 
 
My name is Pritha Gupta and I am honored to be a current member of the Board of Directors of the 
International Institute of Los Angeles (IILA). As you may be aware, the IILA provides essential, life-saving 
services to the refugee community by helping individuals and families assimilate into Los Angeles 
culture. Among some of the services provided are free childcare, free healthy meals and free legal 
services. We are of the strong belief that the refugee community depends on these essential services 
provided by IILA.  
 
The IILA owns a location currently being considered by your Commission for a Historic Designation. The 
address of the property is 435 South Boyle Avenue. The purpose of this letter is to express my very strong 
opposition to a Historic Designation for the property at 435 South Boyle Avenue as this will greatly 
impact the sale of this property. We are currently in the process of selling 435 South Boyle Avenue as 
we cannot afford to maintain this property in its current condition. The maintenance required for this 
building to be fully functional again would take away precious resources so desperately needed by 
the community that IILA serves. In fact, due to cutbacks to funding for the refugee community in 
recent years, the proceeds from the sale of this building are absolutely essential to sustain life-saving 
services.  
 
We understand and respect the need to preserve history, but unfortunately in this case, an entire 
community of refugees may suffer due to a halt in essential services if this sale cannot be completed. In 
the spirit of community and preservation, we have opted to only sell to those parties who would like to 
use the property to truly serve the community of Boyle Heights. In fact, our neighbor, the Puente 
Learning Center, has expressed great interest in purchasing the property at 435 South Boyle Avenue. 
However, if a historic designation is made, this organization will not be able to make the essential 
changes needed to make this property fully functional for their needs.  
 
I humbly and respectfully ask this Commission to please consider the detrimental loss to IILA a historical 
designation would bring. The loss of this sale would bring an end to many essential services that IILA 
provides for refugees, a community that is especially vulnerable in these times. We plead for your 
careful consideration in this matter.  
 
Please let me know if I can be of any help in assisting your Commission.  
 
Sincerely yours,  

 
 
Pritha P. Gupta, MD, PhD 
Assistant Professor of Medicine 
Department of Medicine, Division of Cardiology 
UCLA David Geffen School of Medicine 

mailto:prithagupta83@gmail.com
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Planning CHC <chc@lacity.org>

Fwd: Disappo8intment
3 messages

Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org> Mon, Aug 17, 2020 at 8:43 AM
To: Planning CHC <chc@lacity.org>
Cc: Lambert Giessinger <lambert.giessinger@lacity.org>, Ken Bernstein <ken.bernstein@lacity.org>, Shannon Ryan
<shannon.ryan@lacity.org>

Melissa Jones
City Planning Associate
Office of Historic Resources, Los Angeles City Planning
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1350
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Planning4LA.org
T: (213) 847-3679 

          

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Steve Voss <SVoss@iilosangeles.org>
Date: Sat, Aug 15, 2020 at 1:20 PM
Subject: Disappo8intment
To: Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org>

I am writing to protest what seems like a glaring omission.

 

Long story short, as owner of the property situated at 435 S. Boyle, LA for which former member of the Boyle Heights
Partners had requested a city designation as a “monument,”  I was deeply dismayed to see that your recent report
omitted my personal opposition and letters written by Anita Castellanos, and Dr. Pritha Gupta, both opposing such
designation.  Sadly that seems to confirm that the Commission had already made up its mind  before knowing the facts,
despite the opposition and the fact that our property is so decrepit.

 

I re-attach the letter sent by Dr. Gupta for which minimal common courtesy would have been at least to acknowledge it.

 

E. Stephen Voss

President and CEO

International Institute of Los Angeles

3845 Selig Place

Los Angeles, CA 90031

www.iilosangeles.org

(323)224-3800 –remote (714) 335-8710

NOTE: THIS IS NOW MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE
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Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org> Mon, Aug 17, 2020 at 8:22 PM
To: Planning CHC <chc@lacity.org>

Melissa Jones
City Planning Associate
Office of Historic Resources, Los Angeles City Planning
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1350
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Planning4LA.org
T: (213) 847-3679 

          

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Steve Voss <SVoss@iilosangeles.org>
Date: Mon, Aug 17, 2020 at 7:39 PM
Subject: RE: Disappo8intment
To: Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org>

A�ached please find copy of Dr. Gupta’s original le�er.

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, especially from
unknown senders.

E. Stephen Voss

President and CEO

Interna�onal Ins�tute of Los Angeles

3845 Selig Place

Los Angeles, CA 90031

www.iilosangeles.org

(323)224-3800 –remote (714) 335-8710

NOTE: THIS IS NOW MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE
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From: Steve Voss 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 11:42 AM
To: Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org>
Subject: RE: Disappo8intment

 

Thanks.

 

Will resend Pritha’s le�er anyway.

 

E. Stephen Voss

President and CEO

Interna�onal Ins�tute of Los Angeles

3845 Selig Place

Los Angeles, CA 90031

www.iilosangeles.org

(323)224-3800 –remote (714) 335-8710

NOTE: THIS IS NOW MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE

 

From: Melissa Jones [mailto:melissa.jones@lacity.org] 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 9:36 AM
To: Steve Voss <SVoss@iilosangeles.org>
Cc: Ellia Thompson <ethompson@ecjlaw.com>; Jonathan Riker <Jriker@ecjlaw.com>; Lambert Giessinger
<lambert.giessinger@lacity.org>; Anita Castellanos <anitac1@mac.com>
Subject: Re: Disappo8intment
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Hi Steve,

 

Thank you for your e-mail. I will forward your note on to the Commission Office to be sent to the Commissioners ahead of
the hearing on Thursday. I was unable to open the letter from Pritha Gupta; can you please resend it?

 

Also, note that the correspondence and documents attached to our staff recommendation report does not reflect all of the
correspondence that was received and viewed by the Commission regarding this case. Correspondence that was
received prior to or on the day of the last Commission hearing is available online here (associated with the 4/17 meeting): 
https://planning.lacity.org/dcpapi/meetings/document/addtldoc/58161. These documents were all forwarded to the
Commission for the April 17 hearing. Correspondence for Thursday's hearing will be available in a folder linked from the
agenda ( https://planning.lacity.org/dcpapi/meetings/document/67574). 

 

Best regards,

Melissa

[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]

PPG Letter to Cultural Commission RESEND.docx
46K

Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org> Tue, Aug 18, 2020 at 2:42 PM
To: Planning CHC <chc@lacity.org>
Cc: Lambert Giessinger <lambert.giessinger@lacity.org>, Ken Bernstein <ken.bernstein@lacity.org>, Shannon Ryan
<shannon.ryan@lacity.org>

Melissa Jones
City Planning Associate
Office of Historic Resources, Los Angeles City Planning
221 North Figueroa Street, Suite 1350
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Planning4LA.org
T: (213) 847-3679 

          

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Steve Voss <SVoss@iilosangeles.org>
Date: Tue, Aug 18, 2020 at 8:33 AM
Subject: RE: Disappo8intment
To: Melissa Jones <melissa.jones@lacity.org>
Cc: Feldmeth, Damon @ LA North <Damon.Feldmeth@cbre.com>

A�ached please find a copy of a le�er prepared by CBRE  for IILA.  Thanks

 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking links, especially from
unknown senders.
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E. Stephen Voss

President and CEO

Interna�onal Ins�tute of Los Angeles

3845 Selig Place

Los Angeles, CA 90031

www.iilosangeles.org

(323)224-3800 –remote (714) 335-8710

NOTE: THIS IS NOW MY OFFICIAL SIGNATURE

 

From: Melissa Jones [mailto:melissa.jones@lacity.org] 
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 8:23 PM
To: Steve Voss <SVoss@iilosangeles.org>
Subject: Re: Disappo8intment

 

Hi Steve,

 

I am confirming receipt of your email and Dr. Gupta's letter, which I have forwarded on to our Commission Office to send
to the Commission ahead of the hearing on Thursday.

[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]

CBRE REPORT -435 Boyle offer summary 8-17-20.pdf
223K
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Planning CHC <chc@lacity.org>

Please reference the CHC case number: CHC-2020-2789-HCM
1 message

Dr. Steven J. McCarthy <doctor.mccarthy@gmail.com> Fri, Aug 14, 2020 at 8:03 PM
To: chc@lacity.org

I am a local resident and frequented Corky’s for many years.  My late husband and I ate there often.  My godsons spent
every summer with us and Corky’s was always our go to place.  We raised two foster sons and everybody at Corky’s
became extended family.

Corky’s was a Valley treasure.  Many cried when it closed.  In this time of pandemic and change, we need to treasure
what we can of our past.

Please, I encourage you to make this building a historic landmark.  I know that I speak for many when I say that this is
important to so many generations of Valley residents.  We love that building and our memories need to be preserved.

Thank you for your consideration.

Dr. Steven J. McCarthy
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