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Figure 1

Figure 2



The Culver Studios Innovation Plan
Figure 1

Regional and Vicinity Location Map

SOURCE: ESRI Street Map, 2010.
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The Culver Studios Innovation Plan
Figure 2

Aerial Photograph of Studio Campus and Vicinity

SOURCE: Google Earth, 7/8/2016 (Aerial)
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https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/pdfs/nrb15.pdf
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Evaluation Criteria

Integrity



  

Landmark Structure

Significant Structure



  

Recognized Structure

Integrity

http://www.culvercity.org/~/media/Images/Culture/PlaqueDetail%20jpg.ashx


  

Figure 3
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Table 1
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I Love Lucy
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Figure 9

Building C

Stage 2 (Glass Stage)

Stage 1 (Glass Stage)



  

Table 2

Extant 

No Longer Extant 



  

Figure 10
Figure 11



  

Table 3

Extant 

Stage 2 (Glass Stage)
Stage 1 (Glass Stage)

Sound Stage 2/3/4

Building O (Service Building)



  

No Longer Extant 

Figure 12



  

Figures 
13 14 Table 4



  

Extant 

No Longer Extant 

Building D with 1935 & 
1937 Additions 

Sound Stage 10 

Sound Stage 15/16 

Building X 
(Camera Vault) 
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http://www.culvercity.org/en/Culture/HistoricPreservation/hpac_survey.aspx
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http://www.culvercity.org/Culture/HistoricPreservation/historic_report.aspx
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Architectural Description
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Significance Evaluation



  



  

Therefore, the Studio Campus is associated with events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of our history as prescribed under the National Register 
Criterion A, California Register Criterion 1, and Culver City Criterion 2. The period of 
significance for its association with evolving film industry and the economic development of 
Culver City is 1918, beginning with the date of construction, to 1956 when RKO was 
disbanded and the property was sold to Desilu Productions.



  

Therefore, the Studio Campus does appear to demonstrate a significant association with the 
lives of persons important in our past as prescribed under National Register Criterion B and
California Register Criterion 2. The periods of significance for these associations are 1918-
1924 (Thomas Ince), 1925-1928 (Cecil B. DeMille), and 1935-1949 (David O. Selznik).



  

Therefore, The Culver Studios does not appear to meet National Register Criterion C, 
California Register Criterion 3 or Culver City Criterion 1 for embodying the distinctive 
characteristics of an architectural type, period, or method of construction.

The Studio Campus does not appear significant under National Register Criterion D or
California Register Criterion 4. 

Integrity Analysis
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Table 9

Existing Buildings 



  

No Longer Extant 



  

 
Location

Therefore, the Studio Campus is found to retain 
integrity of location.

The relocated buildings no longer retain integrity of location.

Design



  

Therefore, the 
Studio Campus no longer retains its integrity of design.

Setting

Therefore, the Studio Campus no longer retains its 
integrity of setting.

Workmanship

Therefore, the Studio Campus retains integrity of 
workmanship.

Materials



  

Therefore, 
Studio Campus no longer retains its integrity of materials.

Feeling

Therefore, the Studio Campus no longer retains its integrity of feeling.

Association

Therefore, the Studio Campus no longer 
retains its integrity of association.

Summary



  

Figure 60 Figure 61

Figures 62 63
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Threshold HIST-1:

Impact Statement HIST-1: The Project would require removal of Stage 2/3/4 and Stage 
7/8/9, both of which have been determined eligible against federal, state, and local criteria
as part of this study, and therefore, there would be significant unavoidable Project impacts 
on historical resources. Impacts associated with relocation of the bungalows and interior 
rehabilitation of the Mansion would be less than significant with implementation of 
mitigation measures. 

Direct Impacts



  

Threshold HIST-2:

Impact Statement HIST-2: The Project would not reduce or materially impair the integrity 
or significance of important historical resources in the Project vicinity such that their 
eligibility for listing on a register of historical resources would be substantially changed. 
Therefore, indirect impacts would be less than significant.

Indirect Impacts



  



  

Cumulative Impacts



  

Removal of Stage 2/3/4 and Stage 7/8/9

MM-HIST-1 (Recordation)

MM-HIST-2 (Salvage Plan).



  

MM-HIST-3 (Interpretive Program).

Substantive Program Requirements.



  

MM-HIST-4 (Studio Campus Preservation Plan).

Bungalows Relocation (Reproduced from CPA No. 6) 

MM-HIST-5 (Recordation).

MM-HIST-6 (Relocation, Storage and Rehabilitation).



  

MM-HIST-7 (Interpretive Plaque/Marker).
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