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Summary 
 
The purpose of this memo is to review proposed Fairfax Arts Gallery for 
potential impacts to historic resources.  The original school constructed in 1924 
was designed by the renown Los Angeles architectural firm Parkinson & 
Parkinson.  A major remodel designed by Albert C. Martin & Associates 
occurred in 1967 when the side classroom wings were demolished and replaced 
with new structures.  The entry court was contained within a rectangular arcade 
that surrounded the space.  The current campus was evaluated as a historic 
resource eligible for the California Register of Historic Places during 2001-2004 
Getty surveys and given the historic status code of 3CS.  The significant 
features remaining are the centrally located domed grand entry lobby and 
Auditorium buildings and the now arcaded entry court along Melrose Avenue 
that they face. The Arts Gallery project is proposed for the northwest corner of 
the arcade toward Melrose Avenue and its floor plan is mostly located along and 
just outside of the northwest corner of the arcade.  The gallery is designed as a 
tall one story building with sloping roof.   The structure as proposed does not 
appear to impact the historic resources on the Fairfax High School campus.  
Potential adverse impacts can be avoided with ongoing review for historic 
preservation issues through each phase to completion of the project. 
 
 
Historic Significance 
 
A report "Historic Resources Survey Report" prepared by Sapphos 
Environmental, Inc. in June 2014 for the Los Angeles Unified School District 
Office of Environmental Health and Safety indicates that the Fairfax High School 
campus is eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources. 
The current campus was evaluated as a historic resource eligible for the 
California Register of Historic Places during 2001-2004 Getty surveys and given 
the historic status code of 3CS  Therefore the District considers elements of the 
campus to be a historical resource for the purpose of environmental review 
under CEQA.   
 
 
History, Description and Character Defining Features 
 
Fairfax High School was built in 1924 as part of a School District facilities 
program to provide for the large growth of population in Los Angeles.  As the 
areas of settlement increased and expanded outward, new schools were being 
built on larger tracts. The planning for Fairfax High School took advantage of the 
large parcel and was laid out with a broad open entry court facing Melrose 
Avenue. A linear fountain with walkways on either side led from the street to the 
main building.  Centered and deeply setback was the tall domed entry building 
that led to the Auditorium behind and to building wings on either side.  The 
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bridging wings led to buildings on both sides that flanked the entry court.  The 
open entry court and dramatic public space related to a philosophy that schools 
were also public facilities and an integral part of a community.  This type of 
layout can be seen in the original plans for Garfield High School and other 
schools during this era. The open court at Fairfax High School has been used 
for a variety of purposes over the years, both as a casual gathering space and 
as a location for more formal ceremonies.  A large statue of George Washington 
was once located in the space.   
 
The campus underwent significant change during a  major renovation in 1967.  
The bridging buildings and flanking classroom wings were demolished leaving 
the domed entry building and Auditorium.   A larger classroom building was 
constructed in the general location of the original building on the eastern side 
while the western edge was left open with surface parking at a slightly lower 
grade.  A new concrete arcade in a modern style was built around the remaining 
entry court space, tighter to the original building on the western side.   A drop-off 
driveway was also included on the north so the arcade was setback from the 
street. Over time what was designed as an open shaded walkway has become 
a security barrier with tall vertical fencing inserted on the north and west.  The 
original entry lobby building and auditorium remain highly visible along Melrose 
Avenue and from the approaches to the school campus. 
 
The main character defining features of the historic campus are the entry court, 
entry and auditorium buildings designed by the noted Los Angeles architectural 
firm Parkinson & Parkinson.  The architectural design and details of these 
structures as well the views from the public way are important features of the 
historic resource.  
 
The outdoor space planning is also a historic feature of the campus.  A number 
of schools from this period were characterized with large outdoor entry spaces.  
The Saphhos Environmental, Inc study notes the role of school planning during 
this period::    
 

"THEME: LAUSD | PRE–1933 LONG BEACH EARTHQUAKE SCHOOL 
PLANTS, 1910–1933 
 
This period also began as the 1920s ushered in a school building boom 
and period-revival golden age in Southern Californian architecture. The 
importance placed on public education was expressed through beautifully 
designed school buildings, often created by the region’s leading 
architects. Campus design became more unified, with elaborate 
approaches and entrances. The advent of more grand entrances, as well 
as the incorporation of separate auditoriums, sited for ease of public 
access, reflected a growing sense that public education 
 was a community affair". 
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The survey evaluation noted the role of Parkinson and Parkinson, a highly 
respected architectural firm that spanned two generations and worked in a 
range of styles.  They are well known for their significant building designs 
including Los Angeles Memorial Coliseum, Los Angeles City Hall, Bullock's 
Wilshire and Union Station.  They also prepared the original master plan for the 
University of Southern California and designed a number of the buildings in the 
historic campus core.   
 
Albert C. Martin and Associates is also a multi-generational architectural firm 
with their work dating back to participation in design of Los Angeles City Hall as 
well as more modern projects such as Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power, Union Bank Plaza and Security Pacific Bank  They continue to produce 
designs today for educational institutions.  Their design was not included in the 
earlier historic evaluation in part because it was less than fifty years old at the 
time and also may not be compatible with the other historic elements. 
 
 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is the principal statute 
mandating environmental assessment of historic/architecturally significant 
resources in California.  CEQA review applies to all projects which have the 
potential to impact historic resources.  CEQA requirements are detailed in the 
Public Resources Code.    
 
CEQA environmental review requires analysis and evaluation of a project’s 
potential impacts to the resource in order to determine if there are potential  
adverse impacts to the resource.   Potential historic resources include buildings, 
structures, and objects.  Resources not currently included on the California 
Register, such as locally designated properties or significant properties 
identified on cultural resource surveys (which meet specific criteria such as 
California Office of Historic Preservation survey methodology), are subject to a 
rebuttable presumption of historic significance.   
 
CEQA guidelines require that “a resource shall be considered by the lead 
agency to be ‘historically significant’ if the resource meets the criteria for listing 
on the California Register of Historical Resources (Title 14 CCR 
§15064.5(a)(3)).  Although CEQA allows for a series of exemptions for 
maintenance and repair projects  as well as exemptions for special school 
projects, the CEQA Guidelines state:  “A categorical exemption shall not be 
used for a project which may cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource” (Section 15300.2(f)).   
 
In conducting environmental review the Lead Agency must evaluate proposed 
projects in terms of potential impacts on historic resources. If a proposed project 
poses potential significant adverse effects on the environment CEQA requires 
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mitigation measures be developed to reduce or eliminate the adverse impact.  
An adverse impact on a historic resource includes demolition, destruction, 
relocation, or alteration activities which would impair historical significance.  
Alterations which conform to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for 
Rehabilitation will not result in any adverse effects.    
 
 
Secretary of the Interior Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic Properties 
 
The Secretary of the Interiors Standards for Treatment of Historic Properties 
includes guidelines for a range of projects strategies including preservation, 
restoration, rehabilitation and reconstruction.  The applicable set of Standards 
for this project and an important test for evaluation under CEQA are the 
Secretary of the Interiors Standards for Rehabilitation (SOI Standards).  These 
standards provide the most flexibility, allowing for compatible building 
modifications and additions.   
 
The ten SOI Standards are common sense guidelines and require appropriate 
application to each project.  Several of these Standards refer directly to the 
issues of this project: 
 
• The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved.  The 
removal of historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that 
characterize a property shall be avoided. 
 
• Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved. 
 
• New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not 
destroy historic materials that characterize the property.  The new work shall be 
differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, 
and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the property and its 
environment  
 
• New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in 
such a manner that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of 
the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired 
 
Projects that meet the Secretary of the Interiors Standards will avoid impacts to 
the historic resource. 
 
 
Proposed Project & Impacts Analysis 
 
The proposed project is to build a new Arts Gallery building at the northwest 
corner of the arcade structure.  The initial floor plans show that the building is 
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sited to incorporate the space of the walkway at the northwest corner of the 
arcade and otherwise to occupy space outside of the current perimeter of the 
walkway so as not to encroach upon the entry court space.  The proposed 
building contains a tall one story gallery space.  A portion of the streetview of 
the original buildings directly in line with the new building will be obscured but 
for the majority of views the domed entry building will be visible over the top of 
the new building.  The proposed siting of the new Arts Gallery also leaves a 
large open space on the south side that allows for unobstructed views of the 
original buildings from the northwest as well as views from the north and 
northeast.  The modern expressive styling of the new building is not intrusive as 
it is a substantial distance from the original buildings and integrated into and 
outside of the more modern arcade along the perimeter of the court. 
 
The proposed design as shown in the Fairfax Arts Gallery initial drawings 
minimizes the impact on the historic resource.  Based on the above design 
parameters there would  be no adverse impact. 
 
As an additional note, the drawings and specifications should refer to the 
property’s status as a qualified historic resource and indicate application of the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards as well as the State Historical Building 
Code.  The Contractor and subcontractors should be made specifically aware 
that the work is within a qualified historic resource.  The specifications should 
include (in the demolition section or other general conditions) requirements for a 
work plan including procedures for protection of existing elements both in and 
around the original building including path of travel of workers and materials.  
 
 
Conclusion 
 
Kaplan Chen Kaplan finds that the proposed project for the Fairfax Arts Center 
on the Fairfax High School campus if developed as indicated in the initial 
concept drawings would not impact the historic resource.  The current project 
does not intrude into the remaining entry court space and its configuration 
maintains adequate visibility of the original buildings.  The proposed project has 
no direct impact on historic elements and meets the guidelines established by 
the Secretary of the Interiors’ Standards for Rehabilitation.  
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Illustrations   

 
Aerial photograph of current Fairfax High School campus from north.  Of the main 
academic buildings only the domed entry and auditorium remain.  A portion of the entry 
court remains surrounded by the new arcade. 

 
Aerial view of the original campus showing the large open entry space and fountains 
oriented toward Melrose Avenue on the north. 
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Sanborn Insurance Map (1926 with updates to 1950) shows the original building layout. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Historic Resource Impacts Evaluation                              Fairfax High School   
Review Memo  Arts Gallery Project 
   

Kaplan Chen Kaplan                                                                    January 29, 2016 8

 

 
Original site plan for Fairfax High School.  The large entry court, central building and 
side wings connected by arcades was a model for high schools during this period. 
 

    
Garfield HS 1925 (photo 1929)              John C. Fremont HS 1924 (photo 1952) 
 

 
Los Angeles High School 1917 (photo 1925) 
 
High schools of the era were similarly planned with large open forecourt and central 
entry feature.  (LAPL photo archives) 
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The original court was flanked by two symmetrical building wings creating the large 
forecourt.  
 

     
Early photos of central entry court and building.  Surface appears unpainted in one 
photo. The fountain and walkways extended to Melrose Avenue. 
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The original entry court was used as a casual gathering place as well as the entry to 
the school. 

          
The entry court was also used during formal ceremonies and once included a statue of 
George Washington.  
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The entry court and domed entrance to Auditorium have been important features for 
Fairfax High School. 
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Newspaper article with rendering describing the major remodel work for Fairfax High 
School.  The architect was Albert C. Martin and Associates of Los Angeles. 

 
Site plan (1967) showing redesigned entry court on north with surrounding arcade.  The 
Fairfax Arts Gallery project is proposed for the northwest corner of the court arcade. 
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View from north of entry court and original entry to school and Auditorium.  Tree wells 
are part of 1967 project that included construction of concrete arcade around court. 

 
View of west side of court and original building beyond from adjacent surface parking.  
Fencing and large trees partly obscure the view.  The project is to the left of this entry 
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View of original main hall and Auditorium from northwest corner of the arcade, site of 
the proposed arts gallery. 

 
View of original building from west side of arcade and approximate location of proposed 
arts gallery 
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View across entry court looking at northwest corner of arcade, the proposed site for the 
Fairfax Arts Gallery  

 
View along north side of court towards proposed site at west end. 
 



Historic Resource Impacts Evaluation                              Fairfax High School   
Review Memo  Arts Gallery Project 
   

Kaplan Chen Kaplan                                                                    January 29, 2016 16

 
View looking east along north edge of court arcade from proposed building location. 
 

 
View looking south into court space from north entry drive.  Arts gallery is to be located 
to the west (right) of this central entry. 
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View from the west along Melrose Avenue with original main building seen 
through the trees.  Proposed Arts Gallery would be near the tall trees. 

 
View from north (Melrose Avenue) of arcade at main entry court and Auditorium 
building beyond.  Arts Gallery would be to the right (west) near the tall trees. 

 
View from the east along Melrose.  Large open space of entry court and view of 
domed lobby and Auditorium building beyond remain a visual feature of school.  
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Current aerial view of Fairfax High School campus with project site. 
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Proposed Fairfax Arts Gallery Project 

 
Overall site view 

 
Conceptual floor plan 
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Aerial view 

 
View from northwest
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The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation of Historic 
Structures 
 
1. A property shall be used for its historic purpose or be placed in a new use 

that requires minimal change to the defining characteristics of the building 
and its site and environment.   

  
2. The historic character of a property shall be retained and preserved.  The 

removal of historic materials or alteration of features and spaces that 
characterize a property shall be avoided. 

 
3. Each property shall be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, 

and use.  Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such 
as adding conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings, 
shall not be undertaken. 

 
4. Most properties change over time; those changes that have acquired historic 

significance in their own right shall be retained and preserved. 
 
5. Distinctive features, finishes, and construction techniques or examples of 

craftsmanship that characterize a property shall be preserved.   
 
6. Deteriorated historic features shall be repaired rather than replaced.  Where 

the severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive features, 
the new feature shall match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual 
qualities and, where possible, materials.  Replacement of missing features 
shall be substantiated by documentary, physical, or pictorial evidence. 

 
7. Chemical or physical treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage 

to historic materials shall not be used.  The surface cleaning of structures, if 
appropriate, shall be undertaken using the gentlest means possible. 

 
8. Significant archeological resources affected by a project shall be protected 

and preserved.  If such resources must be disturbed, mitigation measures 
shall be undertaken. 

 
9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not 

destroy historic materials that characterize the property.  The new work shall 
be differentiated from the old and shall be compatible with the massing, size, 
scale, and architectural features to protect the historic integrity of the 
property and its environment. 

 
10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken 

in such a manner that is removed in the future, the essential form and 
integrity of the historic property and its environment would be unimpaired. 

 
  




