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1. The Entry Form

« Affiliate List

 Image Release

» Signatures of Principal Participants
2. The Narrative
3. The PowerPoint Slides



The Entry Form

1 o 1 1 1 [T} 13 PROGRAMS v ADVOCACY & ASSISTANCE v SUPPORT CPF v ABOUT US v
F]Ye Step Onl:lne appllcatlon SALLE NS 6 IN »  oursponsors »  ponNATE - RN -
with sequential steps. —

Accessible by visiting a successful

nomination

Celebrating the best in

. . cpplca Preservation
Ove rV] eW Of Prese rva t] O n orane a piciire’ Nominations are now being accepted for the ZO%O fPreservoIiom Design Awards.

Z 7 Z e D The Awards Ceremony, will be held mid-October 2020.
D eS] g n Awa rd S a p p l] Ca t] O n Overview T Award Calegories Eniry Form
Process. Coremany

Award Categories

1. Preservation:



https://californiapreservation.org/awards/

The Entry Form

Explanation of each step
of the application
process.

Please complete the following steps in succession

1.Entry Form & Affiliate Spreadsheet (Step 1)
1. Optional Downloadable Worksheet for Upload

Later: Project Affiliates Spreadsheet
2.Complete and Sign Application Release (Step 2 of §)

1. Optional Downloadable Release Form: Application
Release Form
3.Complete Narrative & Questionnaire (Step 3 of §)
1. Optional Downloadable Word document. This is for
your use in drafting the information before entering
it intfo the required online application

4. Upload All Required Materials & Complete Final
Checklist (Step 4 of §)

5.Payment of Application Fees (Link emailed to you after
upload and final checklist is complete)



https://californiapreservation.org/awards/step-1/
https://californiapreservation.org/wp-content/uploads/2016/11/PDA-Project-Affilliates-contact-info.xlsx
https://californiapreservation.org/awards/pda-entry-form/
https://californiapreservation.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/ReleaseForm.doc
https://californiapreservation.org/awards/pda-narrative-questionnaire/
https://californiapreservation.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/PDA-Narrative-and-Questionaire-Worksheet-for-Online-Application.2.2.16.doc
https://californiapreservation.org/awards/pda-upload-required-materials/?entry=1

The Entry Form

8 Award Categories:

. Preservation

. Rehabilitation

. Restoration

. Reconstruction

. Contextual In-Fill

. Cultural Resource Studies, Reports
. Craftsmanship/ Preservatlon

Technology

8. Archaeology and/or Interpretive

Exhibits
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Award Categories

1. Preservation:
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The Entry Form

Online Entry Form:
1st of 5 Steps

LR O8N LOGIN >  OURSPONSORS >  DONATE —

PROGRAMS ~ ADVOCACY & ASSISTANCE v SUYPPOFEPR Rieservat

Award Entry Form (Step 1 of 5)

Please fill out the form below completely and accurately. It is critical that you only use the name and
email address of the PRIMARY contact - that is, the individual who will be processing the payment and
submitting details for your entry. That email address will be receiving critical communications about
your entry and instructions on steps 2 through 5.

The deadline for nominations is June 22, 2020 at 5:00 PM Pacific Time.

Entrant Details

Entrant First Name * Entrant Last Name * Entrant's Firm *

Primary Email Address * Are you the principal contact for this entry?




Important points about the Application:

« Deadline for nominations is June 22, 2020 at 5 p.m. Pacific Time

Qualifying Buildings
» Qualifying projects include historical buildings, structures

* Properties on, or determined eligible for, national, state or local historical registers or
inventories



Important points about the Narrative: IIMXJ

PRESERVAT

You should present the project from the
perspective of the jury:

They’ve never seen it.
They don’t know what existed prior to the project.

They don’t know who worked on it (if they do...or if they worked on it,
they may recuse themselves from the discussion)

You need to make the case in words and images. Your descriptions AND
the quality of your photographs are very important.




The Narrative:

Why is the project is noteworthy? What is the
Architectural/ Historical/Cultural Significance of
the Project?

Is the project listed on the National Register?

s it significant locally?

Does it comply with the Secretary of the Interiors Standards?

Can be a model for adaptive reuse or uses innovative approaches to solving structural,
architectural or adaptive reuse challenges?

Does the building fulfill an important social, cultural or economic function?



The Narrative
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The Narrative
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Is the site listed or determined eligible for the
National or California Registers, or local landmark,
historic district or inventory?
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Describe the site or building's HISTORIC
significance (i.e. what makes the project
significant as an historic site) (150 word maximum)
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Describe why the project deserves an award,
specifically addressing work conducted by your
team that is outstanding or of an exceptional
nature? (250 word maximum)



The Narrative:

Describe the condition immediately prior to the
work of the project? Where, When and How did the
project start? (150 word maximum)
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The Narrative
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The Narrative:

Explain the basis of decision to include applying of
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards or other
governing standards (100 word maximum)
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Optional

Explain any technology or practices of the project
which promote environmental design, material and
energy conservation (150 word maximum, optional)
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Optional
If the project is a Cultural Resource Report/Study,
how is report being used within the community?
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THE HISTORY OF

WEST OAKLAND

1.5ACRES

, 000 SF

116

— Loma Prieta Earthquake
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Location, Conditions and Revitalization

West Oakland, CA; distance to San Francisco: 15-20 minutes

Industrial area with small scale residential properties

Public Transit Access: 0.8 miles to West Oakland BART

Amenities in Area: parks, schools, shops, flat terrain for biking

Conditions of building before construction: abandoned, graffitied, boarded or absent windows

Location Character: post-industrial, economically and ethnically mixed
Currently revitalizing
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BEFORE: 2005 AFTER: 2014
Intersection of Campbell and 16t Streets Intersection of Campbell and 16t Streets




BEFORE & AFTER: Exteriors

View: Intersection of Campbell and 17t Streets

Original structure damaged in the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake (visible in C. 2008 image)
Restoration of brick fagade, replacement of all windows

Replacement of fire escape, extended to rooftop

New signage panel on fire escape
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BEFORE: C. 2008 AFTER: 2014




Floor Plans and Parking Lot

Floor 1 Floor 2

Floor 3 Floor 4
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BEFORE & AFTER: Courtyard and Entrance

BEFORE: 2005 AFTER: 2014 (same view)

« Defunct loading dock .
« Previous addition for elevator shaft .
strapped to original structure .

Facing first-floor lobby entrance
Paved courtyard

Signage

Landscaping: benches and flower
beds

Removal of addition

AFTER: 2014

Facing south across parking lot
Paved courtyard behind sighage
Landscaping: benches and
flower beds

Safety lighting




AFTER: First Floor Lobby
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Two elevators with full building accessibility

Salvaged material from existing building integrated into wall
Repurposed wood and other materials

Encourages interaction and community




BEFORE & AFTER 4”‘ Floor Cleres’rorles B

AFTER: 2014 AFTER: 2014
Restored metal beaming and wood-clad clerestory Electrical breaker boxes preserved in new design




AFTER: Interior Private Space

« 92 Units (Live/Work and Residential)

* Mix of Studios, 1 BR, 2 BR, 3 BR

« Layouts: typical and atypical

» Integration of existing industrial detall

* Selectively preserved graffiti

* Amenities: Laundry room, bike storage
* 92 parking spaces
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Bedroom and living space in Studio with preserved industrial Living room, kitchen, and view into office in 2BR
doorway integrated into design unit with restored wood beams




AFTER: Unigue Layoufts
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Open layout in lofted unit with large open space Windows with views of Oakland in bedroom of a corner unit




Preserved Industrial Details
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Metal brace across window in 2BR unit Metal clerestory and wood paneling detail on 4" Floor




AFTER: Preserved Industrial Details

Selectively preserved graffiti art in public, private, and exterior spaces
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The Los Angeles Unified
- School District

"tz Historic Context

- Statement,

. 1870 to 1969

A Multiple-Property Documentation
Framework for Evaluating Educational
Facilities in Los Angeles, and Beyond

California Preservation Foundation
Design Awards, 2014




Given LAUSD'’s over 140-year history, geographical span, and range of
property types, the LAUSD Historic Context Statement offers a context-driven
framework for historic resource evaluations-of educational facilities

in Los Angeles, and well beyond.

Exploring over a century of evolving ideas about
school design, the LAUSD Historic Context
Statement offers a consistent guide for. historic
resource evaluations:of-a wide range of
educational facilities.

Broadening the study’s applicability is its Multiple
Property Documentation approach, the recognized
gold standard for context-driven surveys.

Since the early 20th century, national
standardization has been at the heart of reform
and modernization of school ¢urricula and facility
design. Drawing on examples throughout
California, the LAUSD Historic Context Statement
applies to schools in Los Angeles-and beyond.



Findings: Four Distinct Eras in National Context & Local Practice

|. Founding Years: 1870s — 1909

TAON

“No one will deny [that] the public
system of education has been carried
in our country during the last half
century to a degree of perfection
heretofore unknown to any country of

the world.”

Yet, “can it be said, however, with

equal assurance that our school
buildings have kept pace with our
educational systems? Are they as

complete in their design and
construction as the educational system
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in its plan and equipment?”
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—Connecticut school architect Warren
J Richards Briggs, 1906, The Modern
} [z = Ao anh American School Building
: WASHINGTON ST, ELEVATION. W

Sketch of Los Angeles Polytechnic High School Buildings, Most Advanced Educational Enterprise on Pacific Cosst, Work on Which Was Begun Yemrdsy




Findings: Four Distinct Eras in National Context & Local Practice

ll. Progressive Education Movement: Standardization &
Expansion, 1910 — 1933

“One of the important functions of
school architecture is to sell
education to the public. This is
accomplished by making
attractive that side of education

the public sees most.”

—Qakland-based architect
John J. Donovan, School Architecture:
Principles and Practices, 1921




Findings: Four Distinct Eras in National Context & Local Practice

lll. Era of Reform: Great Depression, Earthquake, and
Early Experiments in the Modern, Functionalist Schoaol,
1933 — 1945

“The old school was primarily
designed to impress the adult,
and the new school primarily
designed to impress and
provide comfort to the pupil.”
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— Texas-based school architect
Willlarn Wayne Caudill,
Better Design for Schools, 1954




Findings: Four Distinct Eras in National Context & Local Practice

V. Educating the Baby Boom: Postwar Expansion & the
Functional, Modern School, 1945 — 1969

“Above all the school must be
childlike... It must be a place for
living, a place for use, good hard

use, for it is to be successively the
home for a procession of
thousands of children through the
years. It must be warm, personal
and intimate [so] that it shall be to
each of these thousands ‘My

school.”

— An American educator, writing to his
architect, Architectural Forum, 1952




nce

1875 — 1894

Five themes of significance outline
school property types, eligibility
standards, character-defining features &
integrity thresholds. Sections also
explore the architectural character &

master architects of LAUSD schools and

facilities.

The first theme is embodied in Los
Angeles’s remaining one- and two-story
wood-frame schoolhouses.

These early schools display traditional

modes of school design, before the
Progressive Education Movement and
widespread reform changed national
construction standards, and urbanization

;ah ?"»: & LR e necessitated larger-capacity schools.
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Theme #2: Pre-1933 Long Beach Earthquake School Plant
Design, 1910 — 1933

This theme reflects an important
period in public school design. It
occurred after the Progressive
Education Movement triggered
widespread reform of school design,
In less monumental, more
differentiated, expansive, open-air
campuses.

And it occurred before a statewide
overhaul of school building codes
and practices, in the wake of the

1933 Long Beach Earthquake.

This era also coincided with the
period-revival golden age, as well as
a new focus on public education as a
community affair.




Theme #3: Post-1933 Long Beach Earthquake School Plant
Design, 1933 — 1945

L ) In the wake of the 1933 Long
N R " G
V,h_;){;,‘:v e Beach Earthquake, California
1 :. 1 \,F,:")'

passed the Field Actin 1934.

Many changes required under the
Field Act mirrored reforms already
underway, as the Progressive
Education Movement took hold
and American modernism began
to emerge in earnest.
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Classrooms increasingly
incorporated connections to the

outdoors, and campuses
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The LAUSD Historic Context Statement, 1870 to 1969
California Preservation Foundation 2014 Design Awards



Theme #4: Educating the Baby Boom: The Postwar Modern
Functionalist School Plant, 1945 — 1969

In the postwar period, design ideas
 considered experimental in the 1930s
matured and became the national
standard for schools.

A unified campus design, indoor-
. outdoor integration, and networks of
sheltered corridors to move hallways

. outside marked the typology as the

mature version of the modern

functionalist school.

The priority remained providing a child-
centered, domestic scale, with one- to
two-story massing and a decentralized,

/' pavilion-like campus layout.
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The LAUSD Historic Context Statement, 1870 to 1969
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California Preservation Foundation 2014 Design Award
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Theme #5: LAUSD and the Civil Rights Movement,
1954 — 1980

This theme of significance begins with
the filing of the landmark U.S.
Supreme Court case Brown v. The
Board of Education Topeka, Kansas,
and ends with the U.S. Supreme Court
decision ending mandatory school
busing as a solution to racial
imbalance in California’s public

schools.

This period captures an era of intense
debate and activism on the part of
community members, parents,
politicians and jurists, as well as
teachers and administrators in Los

Angeles and throughout California.




The story of the Los Angeles Unified School District
IS the story of American school design and reform

in the twentieth century.

The LAUSD Historic Context Statement provides a sound framework for context-driven

evaluations of educational facilities in Los Angeles — and beyond.

With nearly 800 campuses and a geographic span of over 700 square miles, the Los Angeles
Unified School District is the second largest public school district in the United States. Since its
founding in 1872, LAUSD has commissioned, acquired and designed a remarkable collection of
buildings and campuses. LAUSD assets reflect over a century of social, architectural, and

technological advances, as well as ongoing educational and curricular reform.

In this way, the story of LAUSD is the story of American school design and reform in the twentieth

century.
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Questions?

For more information, visit our website at

Email
Or call 415-495-0349


californiapreservation.org/awards
mailto:pda@californiapreservation.org

