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INTRODUCTION



OVERVIEW

• 43 HCMs were chosen for evaluation — 
represent a wide range of stories, time 
periods, and quality/quantity of 
information included in the nomination 

• Each was evaluated for their inclusion, 
or exclusion, of women’s history 

• Particular focus on significance 
statement 

• Purpose of this study is to understand 
the work needed to amend existing 
HCMs to convey women’s contributions 
to LA history



SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM
Women’s history was not adequately conveyed, whether 

intentionally or unintentionally. As a result, this history is not a part 
of the designation

HCM #256: Mack Sennett Studios



SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

In cases where women are included in the designation, their 
contributions are diminished and/or overshadowed by other 

histories 

HCM #381: Case Study House No. 8



SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

Even in HCMs designated specifically for women’s history, that 
history is rarely intersectional

HCM #175: YWCA Studio Club



SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

Even in HCMs designated for women’s history, significance 
statements often minimize women’s contributions through 

gendered language and/or insufficient research

HCM #1038: Gibbons - Del Rio Residence



SCOPE OF THE PROBLEM

Even with excellent nominations that tell the diverse story of LA women, the 
professionalization of the HCM process make these types of nominations 

incredibly difficult for the average community member to carry out

HCM #1224: International Institute



EVALUATING THE 
HISTORIC-CULTURAL 

MONUMENTS



SELECTING HCMS TO REVIEW

 Easily Amended  

Have clear connections to women’s history; easily accessible information 

 Challenging Amendments 

Connection may not be obvious; materials may not be easily accessible 

Precedent-Setting Amendments 

Set a precedent at the time they were designated; models for amendments



NAVIGATING CRITERIA

No Criteria Themes 4 Criteria 3 Criteria

HCMs were assessed on the present-day criteria they would adhere to



PROPOSED AMENDMENT TYPES

1. No Amendment 
2. Name Change Only  
3. Minimal Changes to Narrative/Documentation, No Change to 

Criteria 
4. Significant Changes to Narrative/Documentation, No Change to 

Criteria 
5. Significant Changes to Narrative/Documentation, Addition of 

Criteria 
6. Complete Rewrite



EXAMPLE OF EVALUATION



EXAMPLE OF EVALUATION



FINDINGS AND TRENDS



BREAKDOWN OF AMENDMENTS 

26%

14%

21%

7%

33%

No Amend.
Minimal Changes
Change w/o New Crit.
Change w/ Added Crit.
Rewrite



NO MENTION OF WOMEN’S HISTORY

• Bradbury Building 

• Crossroads of the World 

• Mack Sennett Studios 

• Giannini Building/ Bank of 
Italy 

• Zobelein Estate

11.6%
OF  NOMINATIONS 
DO NOT MENTION 

WOMEN’S HISTORY



INTERSECTIONAL HISTORY

HCMs with Potential Intersectional History 

• Garment Capitol Building 

• Arzner - Morgan Residence 

• Gibbons - Del Rio Residence 

• Lincoln Heights Jail/ Bilingual 
Foundation for the Arts

9%

67%

23%

Yes
No
Potential



GENDER BIAS IN LANGUAGE/NARRATIVE

13%
OF  NOMINATIONS 

CONTAIN A GENDER 
BIAS IN THEIR 

LANGUAGE AND/OR 
NARRATIVE

• Eames House and Studio 
Grounds 

• Arzner - Morgan Residence 

• Gibbons - Del Rio Residence 

• Eagle Rock Women’s Twentieth 
Century Club 

• Eagle Rock WCTU Home 

• Highland Park Ebell Club



WOMEN’S CLUB MOVEMENT

23.6%
OF  NOMINATIONS 
WERE DESIGNATED 

FOR THEIR 
ASSOCIATION WITH 

WOMEN’S CLUBS

• Mary Andrews Clark Residence of the YWCA 

• YWCA Studio Club 

• Variety Arts Center Building/ Friday Morning Club 

• Eagle Rock Women’s Twentieth Century Club 

• Eagle Rock WCTU Home 

• Highland Park Ebell Club 

• Los Angeles Nurses’ Club 

• Hollywood School for Girls/ Women’s Club of 
Hollywood 

• Monday Women’s Club 

• WCTU State Headquarters



IMPLICATIONS AND 
OUTCOMES



Integrity 

How do we face challenges of physical integrity at vernacular sites? 

Standards 

Is every nominator expected to meet academic standards when telling under-
represented stories? How can we ensure current standards are not a barrier to future 
nominations? 

Nomination Process 

Can we modify the current nomination to incorporate diverse histories? 

Layers of History 

Do we expect nominators to provide an exhaustive history of all the people and 
stories that are present in a particular place?

AREAS OF CONCERN



Narrow down 10-15 HCMs for USC Heritage Conservation 
students 

Review potential new nominations based on research trends 

Create research guide

NEXT STEPS


