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Two issues ago
(vol. 10, #2) we
reported on the con-
tinuing story of the
1932 Olympic
Swim Stadium in
Exposition  Park.
That story explained
the project impacts
and alternatives and
the conclusions which were drawn in the
Draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). This story is one which has a rea-
sonably happy ending, one which we feel
brings the preservation efforts of the Art
Deco Society to a successful year—and
millennium—end.

As is usually the case when preser-
vation is political (and when isn’t it) the
Final EIR was issued very rapidly and
rushed to a hearing at the Community
Redevelopment Agency. At that hearing,
representatives of several other organiza-
tions spoke in opposition of the proposed
projegt, citing not only the structure’s his-
toric and architectural significance, it’s
contribution to the National Register
Historic District, but also unresolved pro-
grampnatic issues.

Despite verbal and written objec-
tions, to no one’s surprise, the project was
approved by the CRA as it was originally
submitted, without consideration of the
objections and suggestions, without
changing so much as a comma. This, as
any preservation veteran knows, is par for
the course.

Fortunately, many of the people
involved were interested in the historic
aspect of the Swim Stadium and heard
our arguments—which did not call for

e

no-project hands-off, merely an alterna-

tive, more sensitive approach. To its dis-

credit, the Los Angeles Conservancy
“signed off” on the project as proposed,
stating that they did not see any problem
with either the new addition or the prob-
lems it would cause to the District. It was
left to the Art Deco Society and the North
University Park Community Association
to stand firm and try to negotiate the fate
of the Stadium.

The project is being funded by the
Weingart Foundation and we found a rea-
sonable figure in Roy Anderson,
Chairman of the Board, as well as that of
their attorney, William Delvac, who is
well known i preservation circles for his
advocacy. They agreed to meet with us to
discuss how we might reach a compro-
mise which would embrace the historic
aspects and still allow the project to go
forward. In a series of meetings, during
which we also met with the architects and
reviewed the actual plans (something
which was not made available during the
EIR process). In the end, we all felt that
our goals had been met and that the pro-
Ject was in fact more effective than it had
been. Although this could have been
accomplished during the EIR process,
political and personal agendas seem to

have forced everyone into adversarial
positions before they were able to meet
halfway. :

The terms were agreed to by the
Community Redevelopment Agency
(CRA), City of Los Angeles, Exposition

Park Intergenerational Community
Center (EPICC—set up by Weingart to
administer the funding), North University
Park Community Association, Adams
Dockweiler ~ Heritage  Orgarizing
Committee and the Art Deco Society of
Los Angeles and are as follows:

1. Any future projects or plans which
could affect the Swim Stadiym, the
Exposition Park Clubhouse or the project
itself shall be referred to the Los Angeles
Cultural Heritage Commission for com- *
ment. .

2. The historic features and portions
of the Swim Stadium and the Clibhouse
shall be taken into account in planning,
physical programming, staffing, opera-
tions, and maintenance decisions and
activities.

3. Following completion of the pro-
Ject, the City (acting as the Department of
Recreation and Parks) and EPICC shall
attempt to cause the historic portions of
the Stadium and Clubhouse to be or
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4. ADSLA, NUPCA and ADHOC
shall be provided opportunity to review
and comment on drafts of landmark
nominat~s and be ahle to meet with the
CRA uuc s cucsunants in connection
with the preparation of nominations.

5. EPICC shall provide funding of
$10,000 to engage a qualified oral histo-
rian or historic preservation consultant to
develpp, establish and implement an oral
history project related to the cultural,
architectural and historic significance of
the  Stadium and  Clubhouse.
Preservationists shall select the consul-
tant, subject to reasonable approval of
EPICC and the CRA.

6. EPICC shall provide $20,000 to
engage a qualified education or historic
preservation consultant to develop a cur-
riculum to educate students about the his-
tory of the Stadium, Clubhouse and sur-
rounding community. The curriculum
will be offered to the L.A. Unified
School District.

1. For not less than three years fol-
lowing the opening of the project, an
annual community history education day
will be presented. A volunteer docent
program will be established to assist in
visitor’s understanding, awareness and
enjoyment of the historic resources.

8. In addition to the Community Day,
organjzations shall be allowed to conduct
tours of the Stadium and Clubhouse and
use of a community room to conduct
educational sessions or meetings related
to the history and architecture,

9. Each of the organizations shall be
provided a copy of the Historic American
Buildings Survey which will be prepared
¢« required in the EIR.

10. During the design ;- Jcess,
neighbors and the organizations shall be
consulted with regard to key design ele-
ments, treatment of historic fabric,
height, color, materials, landscaping, etc.

11. The CRA shall consult with the
State of California regarding the possibil-
ity of a conservation easement or other
preservation covenant with respect to the
historic features and portions of the
Swim Stadium.

At press time we were informed by
attorney William Delvac that all the
agencies concerned have approved it and
signing is imminent.

We feel we can call this a preserva-
tion success story. The essential fabric of
the building will be retained and the edu-
cational components will enhance peo-
ple’s understanding and appreciation of
this and other Art Deco buildings. There
are many buildings in Los Angeles
which are expendable—the Swim
Stadium is not one of them. We only ask
that those in decision-making positions
acknowledge and heed the assessments
and advice of the experts in these cases.
We believe that reasonable people can
come to reasonable conclusions. The Art
Deco Society is not against development
or social programs, nor do we believe
that age is the only criterion for saving a
building. But we are against arrogance
and paternalism and irresponsibility. To

that end, we remain on guard and will

continue to champion the legacy of the

Art Deco era and fight for its recognition
. "espect.
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