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Coral Casino, 

Historic Landmarks Advisory Commission (HLAC) meeting, April 11, 2005

Dear Mr. Stone:

I was very surprised about your equivocal response to HLAC Chairperson Sue Adams yesterday.  Chairperson Adams asked you if the proposed project would endanger the eligibility for listing of the Coral Casino on the National Register. After some hesitation, you stated that it would not impair listing or designation on the National Register, but then you said perhaps.  Chairperson Adams then stated that, based upon your advice, she was voting that the (Proposed) Final EIR was adequate.  It appeared to me that she construed your answer as being unequivocal.    


BACKGROUND 

The issue of removing the landmark designation from projects that have been  altered has been a major issue for years.  The most significant example of this is where the National Park System Advisory Board=s Landmarks Committee made a unanimous recommendation that Soldier Field lose its National Historic Landmark status because of the structure that had been built over the old Soldier Field.  For your information, I have attached a September 24, 2004 article from the Chicago Tribune that discusses the destruction of the historic character of Soldier Field and how the controversy had existed as far back as 2001.  Since August 2003, when the HLAC considered  recommending landmark designation for the Coral Casino, Taylor Louden has expressed his concern

that the full project impact is not yet known, particularly in regards to the required structural work and after construction, it may not qualify as a historic landmark.  

Last April, we both attended the 29th Annual Preservation Conference sponsored by the California Preservation Foundation in the Presidio in San Francisco.  After one of the public sessions, I walked toward attorney Bill Delvac to say hello and ask his advice.  However, you were in line before me.  Therefore, I waited my turn and listened to questions presented by others and Bill=s replies.  You presented one of your dilemmas  to him, namely you were working on an EIR for a proposed  project and how could you support a proposed project in an EIR if the proposed project would bar the project from eligibility on the National Register.   As you can guess, I was very interested in that question and Bill=s response that he agreed with you that it would present a problem. 


QUESTIONS AND CONCLUSION 

I have two questions:

First, you and Bill Delvac were very unequivocal about the problem facing you as the drafter  of the historic study for an EIR.  I am very curious, what caused you to change your mind?

Second, in light of what has happened with Soldier Field and many other landmarks, I fail to understand how could you even make  an equivocal statement that the proposed project would not adversely impact eligibility on the National Register.  Please explain your reasoning to me.  

I await your explanations.  Thank you for your attention to my requests.

Sincerely,

James O. Kahan
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xc: Taylor Loudon

      Cynthia Ziegler

