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Community Analysis of Atwater Village 

Atwater Village is a locality-based community1 in the Northeast region of the City of Los Angeles.  

The boundaries2 of our chosen holon3 are debatable, depending on the source; nevertheless, our group 

decided to use the largest defined area, which is approximately bordered by Highway 134 on the north, 

Interstate 5 on the west, Highway 2/Fletcher Dr. on the south, and the railroad tracks and San Fernando 

Rd. to the east (Atwater Village Neighborhood Council, 2005).  These boundaries encompass the large 

industrial area to the north that some residents view as outside the neighborhood (Atwater Village 

Residents Association, 2004). Residents of Atwater Village commonly refer to the neighborhood as being 

divided into three distinct subsystems4: North Atwater, Central Atwater, and South Atwater.  These 

neighborhoods coincidentally fall within specific US Census tracts: 1881 (North Atwater), 1883 (Central 

Atwater), and 1871 (South Atwater), and were used for the following demographic analysis. 

Demographics of Atwater Village 

Demographics from Census 2000 

 According to the most recent US Census data, the population size of Atwater Village was 14,891 

individuals in 2000.  The residents of Atwater Village make up less that one percent of the 9.5 million 

residents of Los Angeles County and an even smaller percent of the nearly 34 million residents of 

California.  In regards to population density, or number of people within a physical space, of Atwater 

Village, the majority of houses are single-family homes (Fellin, 2001). The 14,891 residents of Atwater 

Village, CA, comprise 5,436 households.  The average household size is 2.7 people.  Nearly half of the 

households are married-couple families, and almost a third are single-person households.  The remaining 

households are female householders without a husband, non-family households, and male householders 
                                                 
1 A “group of people living in a common place, such as a neighborhood” (Fellin, 2001, p.49). 
2 Limits, or identifiable structures, that make an area distinct from its environment (Anderson & Carter, 1999); often 
determined by various groups, making them not precise (Fellin, 2001). 
3 Each social entity (or holon) is simultaneously a part (subsystem) and a whole (suprasystem) (Anderson & Carter, 
1999).  
4 Parts that make up the holon or social entity (Anderson & Carter, 1999). 



 

without a wife.  More than half of the households in Atwater Village are renter-occupied and more than a 

third of the housing units in Atwater Village are owner-occupied.  The remaining housing units are classified 

as vacant.  (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005; US Bureau of the Census, 2000). Refer to 

Appendix A, Figure A.8 and Figure A.10 for associated graphs. 

 The majority of the population of Atwater Village is under forty years old, although the population is 

not heavily concentrated in any single age category, providing for diversity in age.  The largest age group is 

children, under age eighteen, which comprise 23.47% of the residents.  Young adults, ages eighteen 

through twenty-nine, make up 18.04% of the population.  Adults, ages thirty to thirty-nine, are 17.69% of the 

individuals who live in Atwater Village.  Furthermore, middle-aged adults, ages forty through forty-nine and 

fifty through sixty-four, contribute 14.34% and 15.36% respectively to the total number of residents.  Older 

adults, ages sixty-five and above, are the smallest age group, with only 11.11% of the population (UCLA 

Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  Refer to Appendix A, Figure A.1 for graph. 

Atwater Village is a racially and ethnically diverse community.  More than half of the residents of 

Atwater Village self identify as Hispanic/Latino or of Spanish decent.  The second largest ethnic group 

consists of individuals who consider themselves White, which make up almost a quarter the population.  

The remaining quarter of residents are mostly Asian, and a smaller percent are Black, Multi-Race, and 

Other.  The racial/ethnic makeup of Atwater Village is similar to that of Los Angles County.  However, within 

Los Angeles there are less individuals who are Hispanic or Asian and more people who consider 

themselves Black or White (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  Refer to Appendix A, 

Figure A.2 for graph. 

The multi-ethnic aspect of Atwater Village is reflected in the different languages that residents 

speak at home.  Almost half of the residents speak Spanish at home, which is a higher rate than in the rest 

of Los Angeles and California.  A substantial number of residents speak languages that fall into the 

category of “Asian/Pacific Islander”, which is more than the in county and state.  Consequently, less than a 



 

third of people in Atwater Village speak English at home, which is approximately 15% less than the rest of 

the county and 31% less than the entire state (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  Refer to 

Appendix A, Figure A.3 for graph. 

The residents of Atwater Village are almost evenly split by gender, with 49% identifying as male 

and 51% identifying as female.  Within Atwater Village, 4.57% of male residents and 2.91% of female 

residents were unemployed5 at the time of the 2000 US Census.  Of the unemployed, approximately 60% 

are men and 40% are women, which differs from trend found in Los Angles County and in California where 

the proportion of unemployed men to women is smaller (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). 

Refer to Appendix A, Figure A.4 and Figure A.5 for associated graphs. 

Atwater Village is a middle-income community, with almost half of the households earning between 

$35,000 and $99,999 a year before taxes.  There are a greater percentage of Atwater Village households 

within the income range of $15,000 through $49,999 than in the rest of the county or the state, and a 

smaller percentage of households making $100,000 or more. Within Atwater Village, a continuum of 

income exists from the 14% making $15,000 or less to the majority making middle-class wages to the 8% 

making over $100,000 (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). Refer to Appendix A, Figure A.6 

for graph. 

 Diversity also exists within the level of education attainment amongst residents. The level of 

educational attainment of Atwater Village residents follows a pattern similar to Los Angeles County and the 

State of California, with approximately half of the individuals obtaining at least the level of “some college.”  

The lowest educational bracket, people who attained less than a ninth grade education, makes up 17.28% 

of the population.  Nearly a third of Atwater Village residents either attended or graduated from high school.  

                                                 
5 All civilians 16 years old and over are classified as unemployed if they (1) were neither "at work" nor "with a job but not at work" 
during the reference week, and (2) were actively looking for work during the last 4 weeks, and (3) were available to accept a job. 
Also included as unemployed are civilians who did not work at all during the reference week, were waiting to be called back to a 
job from which they had been laid off, and were available for work except for temporary illness (US Bureau of the Census, 2000).



 

Slightly over a fifth of individuals in Atwater attended some college.  Furthermore, 8% received an 

Associate Degree, 17% received a Bachelor’s Degree, and 5% earned a Graduate Degree.  Atwater Village 

residents have a slightly lower rate of graduate education than Los Angeles County and the state of 

California (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). Refer to Appendix A, Figure A.7 for graph. 

Subsystems: North Atwater, Central Atwater, & South Atwater 

 Atwater Village is a small neighborhood, but the three different subsystems that comprise this 

community have distinct demographic characteristics.  The population size of the three neighborhoods 

varies from 4,348 in North Atwater to 3,694 individuals in Central Atwater to 6,849 in South Atwater.  Not 

only do the neighborhoods differ in the number of residents but also the attributes of those individuals make 

the areas unique from one another (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). Refer to Appendix 

A, Figures A.11 to A.12 for associated graphs.  

 Ethnically, Central Atwater is the most diverse subsystem, with Hispanic, White, and Asian 

residents each comprising approximately a third of the population.  However, North Atwater has more than 

twice as many Hispanic residents (59%) as White residents (~25%), with a smaller portion of Asian 

residents (10%).  The ethnic makeup of South Atwater is distinct from the other two subsystems with 

predominantly Hispanic residents (55%), a quarter of the residents identify as Asian (25%), and a smaller 

amount of White residents (18%).  Similarly, the three neighborhoods differ in the languages spoken at 

home, which closely follow the proportion of residents of each ethnicity (UCLA Center for Neighborhood 

Knowledge, 2005).      

There are notable economic differences between North, Central, and South Atwater.  The central 

subsystem has the highest median income of $50,000, while the north and south subsystems both have 

median household incomes of less than $40,000.  Although household members are more likely to earn 

their living in paid wages, Central Atwater has more residents receiving their household income through 

self-employment or with Social Security than the North or South areas.  In addition, there are differences in 



 

the genders of unemployed individuals in Atwater Village.  In North Atwater, the majority of the unemployed 

are female (66%), whereas in Central and South Atwater there are more unemployed males (62% and 81% 

respectively) (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).        

There are also differences in the level of educational attainment between the three subsystems of 

Atwater Village.  North Atwater has the largest percent of people who have not attended high school, but 

also has the greatest percent of people with graduate degrees.  Furthermore, Central Atwater has the 

largest percent of people who have attended some college and who have obtained either an Associate or 

Bachelor’s degree.  South Atwater has the fewest percent of residents with Bachelor’s and graduate 

degrees (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). 

 The home ownership patterns differ among the neighborhoods within Atwater Village.  In the north 

and south subsystems, there are more households renting their housing units, with nearly three quarters of 

Northern household residing in renter-occupied homes.  On the other hand, in Central Atwater there are 

more owner-occupied properties than rental properties.  There is also a difference in the time periods in 

which these housing units were built.  For example, in Central Atwater nearly 60% of the homes were built 

before 1940.  In the other subsystems, the largest percent of homes were built during that time period, but 

they make up far less than the majority with only 24% in North Atwater and 40% in South Atwater 

constructed prior to 1940.  Additionally, the number of housing units in each structure varies depending on 

the neighborhood in question.  In Central and South Atwater, the majority of residences are single units 

(84% and 69% respectively), while in North Atwater only 40% of the structures have only one unit and 21% 

have more than twenty units per structure (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). 

 The three subsystems of Atwater Village have different patterns of household types.  Central and 

South Atwater both have the largest proportion of married-couple families.  North Atwater has slightly more 

single-person households than married-couple households.  Additionally, South Atwater has the most 

single parent homes with female householders (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  



 

Demographic Trends: 1980 to 2000 

Atwater Village has undergone various demographic changes over the last twenty years.  These 

changes have been observed by community residents and are reflected by US Census data from 1980 to 

2000.  The population of Atwater Village only grew by 10% from 1980 to 2000, an increase of 1368 

residents in twenty years.  According to the 1980 Census, Atwater Village was an ethnically diverse 

community, although there were more residents who identified as white and fewer who identified as 

Asian/Pacific Islander.  The ethnic diversity is complicated by individuals of Spanish origin being included in 

other categories, mostly White or Other.  In 1980, people of Spanish origin (of any race) made up over 40% 

of the population.  Therefore, with the increase in both Latino and Asian/Pacific Islander populations, the 

already diverse neighborhood has maintained, and strengthened, its ethnic diversity between 1980 and 

2000 (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  Refer to Appendix A, Figures A.23 to A.25 for 

associated graphs. 

Quality of Life 

Physical Layout and Conditions of the Community 

Atwater Village, long and slender, is shaped roughly like a 

boomerang.  It is approximately four miles long and less than a mile at 

its widest point.  There are three major streets running in an east/west 

direction.  Los Feliz Boulevard forms the northern border of Central 

Atwater (the southern border of North Atwater.)  Glendale Boulevard 

marks the southern border of Central Atwater (the northern border of 

South Atwater Village.)   

e 
The physical conditions of Atwater Village vary in a pattern that 

radiat

Central Atwater Villag
es away from the center.  Central Atwater Village is in the best condition; with conditions 



 

deteriorating, the further one goes away from the center.  As demographics suggest, Central Atwater is 

primarily single-family homes. Residences appear to be well kept and manicured—the paint is not peeling, 

the roofs are in good condition, and the front yards are cut 

and trimmed.  These houses have open yards and 

windows; there are little to no homes with bars or fences.  

. 

 As one moves further away from the center of the 

neighborhood, an increasing number of apartment 

complexes, or homes that have been converted to 

apartments, appear. More and more houses have fenced yards and/or barred windows. This trend 

continues all the way to the outer edges of Atwater Village.  The west end, near the river, has the highest 

fences, least well-kept yards, and is often overgrown with vegetation.  The eastern edge of Atwater Village 

is bordered by train tracks and industrial complexes.  Nearly all buildings are fenced or walled off and 

industrial junk is visible in the industrial yards.   

Conditions of the Streets and Sidewalks 

 

The pattern of condition deterioration in a radial pattern away 

from the center continues with Atwater Village’s streets and 

sidewalks.  Los Feliz is a wide, well kept street with clear lane 

markings, left turn lanes and street lights.  Glendale boulevard is 

currently undergoing a complete restructuring in order to create 

a small-town, pedestrian friendly boulevard.  Peninsulas have 

Above: Glendale Boulevard under construction
been added to bring

crosswalks have been re-bricked.  Further away from the cente

may sometimes be concrete (see Appendix B for more images 
Above: South Atwater residence near LA River
 the sidewalks closer together and 

r, the streets start to be less maintained and 

of streets and sidewalks).   



 

Crime Concerns 

Despite recent uproar about a homicide, believed to be 

gang-related, on New Year’s Eve, key informants and residents 

consistently stated that Atwater Village’s crime and safety levels 

have improved greatly within the last three or four years.  The Los 

Angeles Police Department’s Northeast division, of which Atwater 

Village is a small part, reports a decline in homicides, rapes, 

robberies, assaults, auto thefts, and shots fired.  Arrests for 

robbery, theft, and narcotics are up (LAPD, 2006).  Currently, the 

police department and community organizations identify graffiti, gang activity, and homeless camps along 

the Los Angeles River as a primary concern.  Atwater Village residents are working with the city of Los 

Angeles to address these issues through graffiti removal programs and proposals to increase public parks 

(Informant K, personal communication, February 5, 2006; Informant P, personal communication, February 

8, 2006; Informant T, personal communication, February 8, 2006). 

Businesses  

Los Feliz and Glendale boulevards are the primary business strips in Atwater Village, and they 

have completely opposite characters.  Los Feliz Boulevard has heavy 

street traffic, major shopping stores, such as Best Buy and Costco, and 

food chains like Jamba Juice, Mimi’s Café, and Starbucks.  Glendale 

Boulevard, on the other hand, strives to be a pedestrian friendly street 

with small mom and pop businesses.   

There are primarily non-chain establishments, 

nail salons, boutiques, small food marts, and 



 

more.  A high rate of dentist offices were noted, of which most accepted Medi-Cal.  It was observed that 

many businesses are not open on Mondays or Tuesdays. Fletcher Drive is another main business area that 

is less incorporated into the neighborhood; there is a U-haul, auto repair shops, and ethnic fast food 

restaurants. In addition, this street is the main congregation area for day labor workers within Atwater 

Village. Other older and smaller neighborhood businesses, such as ethnic markets and beauty shops, can 

be found on Chevy Chase (North Atwater) and Silverlake (South Atwater), integrated within the residential 

areas. Refer to Appendix B for other pictures. 

Parks and Recreation 

Atwater Village has three parks, two in North Atwater and one in South Atwater.  With the 

exception of one well maintained, park attached to the Chevy Chase community center, the community’s 

parks were observed to be small, poorly maintained, and on the edges of town.  

The only park in South Atwater is a small lot with a jungle gym for very young children. In contrast, 

the North Atwater Park is relatively large and near the Los Angeles River.  It is down a small road at the far 

northwest part of the community.  It has a dirt parking lot, was across from an abandoned warehouse and 

was near a small equestrian center.  A basketball court and volleyball net were observed, although both 

showed signs of weather damage.  There was an empty sandbox littered with leaves and an open field in 

which a sign clearly stated that soccer was not allowed.  There did appear to be a small water playground, 

but it was not clear when it is used or if it is even in working condition.  Mature trees and picnic tables were 

available and were being utilized by a small group of men as they relaxed over some beer and 

conversation.   

The Chevy Chase community center has an indoor gym, which is often filled with youth from North 

Atwater or community members for a neighborhood meeting. Outside in the adjacent park, Latino men 

were congregating together near park benches or playing soccer during the day. Latina women and their 

children frequent the park during the day and in the afternoons.  



 

On Los Feliz, there is a miniature golf course, but little else for youth. There are an assortment of 

bars and hangouts for young and middle-aged adults. Business oriented recreation tends to be marketed 

toward adults, rather than families. Refer to Appendix B for pictures. 

Educational Centers 

Atwater Village has four elementary schools within its boundaries, two of which are private 

institutions.  There are neither middle or high schools within the borders nor are there any college 

campuses.  However, a long-time resident and Friends of Atwater Village leader shared that the Los 

Angeles Community College District has recently purchased unused land of Fletcher Drive, where the Van 

de Kamp’s Holland Dutch Bakery building now stands, to build a community college (Informant L, personal 

communication, February 5, 2006). Educational training and assistance are offered at four locations, 

including the local public library. Refer to Appendix C for further details.   

Human Service Organizations 

Within its borders, Atwater Village has 

nineteen human service organizations.  From 

these nineteen, there are four that provide 

basic human needs (food, clothing, and 

shelter), two that provide family and life 

services (mentoring, volunteering, social 

enrichment), two health clinics, two providing 

mental health/social services, one substance 

abuse treatment club, three that provide 

economic and community development, 

three providing educational assistance, one 

arts and culture, and two providing youth programs.  Seven of the nineteen are non-profit organizations.  All 



 

are less than a mile, or directly on, a major bus route.  The Chevy Chase Community center often hosts 

community meetings.   

Although not immediately inside the boundaries of Atwater Village, there are many more service 

agencies within one-mile of Central Atwater’s borders. Most of these are located northeast of Atwater 

Village in the city of Glendale. Refer to Appendix C for a complete listing of agencies by category.  

Religious Institutions 

There are eleven churches within the borders of Atwater Village.  

There are two churches in north Atwater Village, two churches in 

south Atwater Village, and seven churches in central Atwater 

Village. Similar to the location of several social services, three of the 

central Atwater Village churches are located on the southernmost 

end of Central Atwater Village (the northernmost end of southern Atwater Village.)  Six different church 

types are represented; Catholic and Korean are represented twice.  A leader associated with the New Hope 

Korean Church stated that although the church attracts individuals mainly from outside of Atwater Village, it 

often hosts local community meetings (Informant O, personal communication, February 8, 2006). Refer to 

Appendix C for a complete listing of religious institutions. 

Subsystems and Observed Changes 

As previously noted, Atwater Village is easily divided physically and socially into three areas, north, 

central, and south, with a pattern of decreasing wealth and social status moving away from the center of 

town. Atwater Village appears to be going through a rapid gentrification6 process that is slowly taking over 

the lower SES neighborhoods.  As one moves away from the nicer, better-maintained center, there is 

frequent evidence of the changes occurring.  

                                                 
6 “A form of succession in which middle- and upper-class whites displace poor people, people of color, and the elderly from their 
housing … usually involves a change in social class level of residents, higher-priced housing, and new business developments” 
(Fellin, 2001, p. 111). 



 

 This is particularly true of South Atwater.  Although the entire community is experiencing high 

home sales and the exodus of former residents, an online search (www.realestate.com) of three and two 

bedroom houses for sale on February 9, 2006 showed that the most homes for sale are in south Atwater 

Village, with 12 listings. (Central Atwater showed five listings and North Atwater showed three listings.)  In 

this part of town there are many houses that have been or are currently being remodeled or restored.  

Importantly, Atwater Village is known for its 1920s fantasy bungalows. There is social pressure in 

the form of resident associations and verbal communication for all renovated homes to be kept in the same 

historical style. A resident currently selling her home explained how she updated all the fixtures and 

windows but “kept the same style because that’s how they like it here” (Informant B, personal 

communication, January 28, 2006). 

e

A conversation with a liquor store clerk in north Atwater 

revealed that many of the long-time residents had taken advantage of 

the housing boom to sell their homes and buy a larger, newer home 

with the profits.  He stated that most of the residents bought homes in 

and moved to Palmdale, California (Informant H, personal 

communication, February 4, 2006).  A second key informant, a local 

business owner, stated the same thing (Informant A, personal communication

Resident Life 

Atwater Village appears to be a commuter village.  During the day, mo

residents are difficult to find in local businesses.  Most patrons and business o

from neighboring Silverlake, Hollywood, Glendale, Pasadena, or Burbank (Info

communication, February 3, 2006; Informant I, personal communication, Febru

are found during the day are primarily in central Atwater coffee shops on Glen

be the “newer” Atwater residents or from external communities (Informant F, p
Remodeling in South Atwater Villag
, January 19, 2006).   

st cars are gone and 

wners stated that they came 

rmant G, personal 

ary 4, 2006).  Residents who 

dale Boulevard and tended to 

ersonal communication, 



 

January 31, 2006).  These are mostly young, white, males aspiring to make it in the entertainment industry, 

and many of them were seen working on screenplays on their laptops.  

Residents of North and South Atwater were difficult to find during the day.  Residents who were 

seen were the occasional mother and child playing in the yard or residential streets.  Most of the residents 

in these sections spoke Spanish, so communication was not easily made.  Additionally, visits through 

Atwater Village at night showed a quiet town with little vehicle or pedestrian foot traffic.  Most residents 

appeared to have settled down for the night by 10pm, as was evidenced by the deserted streets, parked 

cars, and dark houses.  

A Small Town Feel 

Through all the changes Atwater Village is experiencing, a strong theme of keeping a small town 

community feel emerges.  Meeting places for local organizations and city events often occur in the Chevy 

Chase community center, local churches, coffee shops, and schools (Atwater Village Neighborhood 

Council, 2005).  At recent meetings, residents discussed the restructuring of Glendale boulevard and 

valued primarily a design that would decrease non-resident, “passing through,” street traffic, and increase 

pedestrian traffic.  A plan for a drive-through Krispy Kreme was met with disapproval.  Residents also 

fought, unsuccessfully, against the installation of food chains, such as Cold Stone Creamery, and asked 

instead for a park (Rademaekers, 2003).  Currently, residents are hoping to build a new park along the Los 

Angeles River and have started a Farmer’s Market along Glendale Boulevard (Informant K, personal 

communication, February 5, 2006).   

Community Dynamics 

History of Atwater Village 

Prior to 1910, Atwater Village was just open poppy fields and walnut groves with no identifiable 

boundaries. By 1910, mainly for purposes of water needed for farm irrigation and the increasing number of 



 

households, the area known as Atwater Village7 was annexed to the City of Los Angeles8 (Atwater Village 

Historic Preservation Overlay Zone (HPOZ) Committee, 2004). Prior to the 1920s, only 40 homes existed in 

the Atwater Village area (LA Conservancy, 2002). The first significant development occurred in the North 

Atwater region on what is now called Chevy Chase Avenue. The oldest buildings still remain in this area; 

however, it is unclear whether this area was considered a part of the Atwater Village at the time. By 1912, 

two tracts had been developed along the LA River—Angelus Park (now present day Central Atwater) and 

Atwater Park (now present day South Atwater) (Atwater Village HPOZ Committee, 2004; LA Conservancy, 

2002).  

During the 1920s, Atwater Village developed into a distinct area with various sub-divisions, mainly 

due to the extension of Glendale Boulevard to the LA River. (Atwater Village HPOZ Committee, 2004; LA 

Conservancy, 2002).  In 1925, the business districts along Los Feliz Boulevard and Glendale Boulevard 

began to develop. Many historical businesses such as Tam O’Shandy and the Glading, 

McBean/Franciscan Tile Company can be traced to this time (Atwater Village HPOZ Committee, 2004). 

Aspects that may have facilitated growth during the 1920s included the development of commercial and 

service institutions, the Pacific Electric Trolley Line connecting Atwater to Downtown and Venice, the 

development of flood protection from the LA River, and an increase in local employment opportunities. In 

addition, the 1920s were considered a prosperous time where families could obtain their dream of a 

comfortable and affordable single-family home for the working and middle-class (Atwater Village HPOZ 

Committee, 2004).  The neighborhood became a working to middle class neighborhood, with many 

individuals working at the nearby DWP substation. Other individuals may have worked at other nearby 

industrial factories, such as the Franciscan Tile Company (LA Conservancy, 2002). The remaining areas of 

                                                 
7 Holon 
8 Suprasystem: “a system that provides inputs into local community systems and receives outputs from them” (Fellin, 2001, p. 
83). 



 

Atwater Village developed until the post-WWII era; homes mainly in North Atwater along Perlita Ave. and 

the Brunswick Ave. (Atwater Village HPOZ Committee, 2004; LA Conservancy, 2002).  

Economic System 

A long-time business owner in the community stated that the neighborhood was considered a 

“good” neighborhood when they set up business in the 1970s, made up of working and middle-class 

families. By the late 1970s, Atwater Village experienced a rise in gang-related activities that still exists 

today (Informant E, personal communication, February 3, 2006).  During the 1980s, a long-time resident 

explained that the business districts also began to die out. Only in the past five to ten years has the 

business district become re-established (Informant K, personal communication, February 6, 2006).  For 

example, in 1985, the Franciscan Tile Company was closed and the land was sold. By 1990, the building 

had been razed (Atwater Village HPOZ Committee, 1994). Now, where the tile company used to be, a large 

shopping center has been built with a Best Buy, Toys R’ Us, Costco, Wells Fargo, Starbucks, and other 

popular chain restaurants (LA Conservancy, 2002). 

According to the household income distribution detailed in the demographic section, Atwater 

Village is still considered a mainly working and middle class neighborhood. The sources of wages appear 

to vary, however. Of the 5,436 households in Atwater Village, approximately 69% main income comes from 

wages or self-employment, 15% from Social Security, 8% from retirement, and 8% from need-based public 

assistance.  In addition, a slightly less than half of the residents have only a high school education or less, 

according to data collected by the 2000 Census (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). 

Approximately 36% of the Atwater Village residents are considered to be under the 2.00 ratio of income to 

poverty (ranging from low-income to abject poverty). In North and South Atwater, 43% of residents are 

under the 2.00 ratio of income to poverty while in Central Atwater only 20% of the residents are in this 

range (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005).  



 

Several key informants, all business owners or long-time residents, have described the 

neighborhood changing since 2000, and even more significantly since about 2002. During 2000, no house 

was reported to be worth more than $500,000, and almost 80% of home values ranged between $150,000 

and $300,000 (UCLA Center for Neighborhood Knowledge, 2005). In 2000, the real estate prices in the 

area began to increase, many residents sold their homes for a profit and moved to cheaper areas. By 2002, 

the prices had jumped significantly; many residents, largely of Latino or Filipino descent, sold their homes 

for $300,000 to $400,000 (LA Conservancy, 2003). The trend continues with a succession9 of long-time, 

older residents by young, white couples who were able to afford houses appraised at $600,000 to 

$700,000. Many of the new residents work in the movie or music industry; often they are describe by 

business owners and long-time residents as “yuppies” or the “Silverlake crowd” (Informant A, personal 

communication, January 19, 2006; Informant E, personal communication, February 3, 2006; Informant H, 

personal communication, February 4, 2006; Informant K, personal communication, February 6, 2006; 

Informant L, personal communication, February 6, 2006). A long-time business owner directly stated that 

the new residents were more affluent, which has paralleled an increase in business that she hopes is only 

the beginning (Informant E, personal communication, February 3, 2006). Michelle Huneven (2003), who 

represents the mindset of newer residents, expresses the recent change in an LA Weekly article, “There 

had long been rumors that Atwater would be the next … residential bastion of cool;” unfortunately, during 

the 1990s, due to “the post-Reagan bust years … very little of the rumored bohemian bourgeois culture 

materialized” (Huneven, 2003, Before … and Atwater). It was not until 2002 that things began to change 

enough for the rumors to become a reality (Huneven, 2003).  

Today gentrification is obvious in the Central and South residential areas and the business districts 

of Los Feliz Boulevard and Glendale Boulevard. For example, a local business owner and chamber of 

                                                 
9  An ecological phenomenon: “Replacement of one group by another, usually in terms of race, ethnicity, or religious affiliation” 
(Fellin, 2001, p.160). 



 

commerce member stated that the Atwater Ranch Market would be closing down for 6 months to renovate 

both external and internal structures, mainly due to pressure from the new residents who have moved into 

the neighborhood (Informant A, personal communication, January 19, 2006). Residents, along with LAPD, 

have pressured the market through frequent visits from the Health Department, Building and Safety, and 

other City services (Park2ParkLA, 2006).  

In addition, a large portion of business owners and consumers in Atwater Village live in neighboring 

communities. The boundaries, as implied before, are very open; there is an uninhibited flow of energy, 

mainly resources and information, between Atwater Village and surrounding areas (Anderson & Carter, 

1999). At one of the local coffee shops, the barista stated that he lived “on the other side of the river” and 

that many customers are from outside Atwater Village (Informant F, personal communication, February 3, 

2006). The weekend nightlife on Los Feliz Blvd. is also frequented by people who also claim to be from 

outside of Atwater Village (Informant G, personal communication, February 3, 2006). Residents, likewise, 

are commuting to work and seek resources both within the neighborhood and within the surrounding 

external systems, such as Downtown Los Angeles (Informant J to M, personal communication, February 5, 

2006). 

Political System 

According to the Los Angeles County Clerk, Atwater Village is a part of the following districts: 31st 

US Congressional, 21st State Senate, 45th State Assembly, 3rd Supervisoral, 4th Board of Equalization, Los 

Angeles 13th Council, and LAUSD Board of Education #5 (Los Angeles County Clerk, 2006).  During the 

May 2005 general municipal elections that focused on the LA Mayoral race, 5,133 residents were 

registered to vote but only 1,497 residents actually voted. In all polling places, Villaraigosa won the majority 

of votes; however, he received the largest support in North and South Atwater subsystems (Los Angeles 

City Clerk, 2005). Refer to Appendix F for a detailed map. 



 

Of all the possible political arenas, the consistent figure to show up at local meetings and to be 

mentioned by residents is Eric Garcetti, Council President and CD13 representative (Council District 13, 

2006). For the residents and business owners who are involved in politics, the focus is at a 

local/neighborhood level. Councilman Garcetti is the neighborhood’s main contact at the city level and an 

easily identifiable leader. Councilman Garcetti responds to the community as more of a cosmopolitan 

leader; although he appears committed to the needs of the neighborhood, he is not “rooted in the 

community” (Fellin, 2001, p. 284). A resident of CD13 described him as “all talk and no action” (Informant 

P, personal communication, February 8, 2006). However, during the February 8, 2006 Atwater Village 

Neighborhood Watch meeting, a staff member from Garcetti’s office was actively working with three other 

local groups to ensure Project “River Paint-up” (which plans to remove graffiti on the LA River) would be 

approved, supported, and enacted. In some sense, she acted more as a local leader, who strongly 

identified and attached to the local community and their issues (Fellin, 2001, p.284).  

 Various other groups have a presence within the neighborhood. Although there is no police station 

in Atwater Village, there is a strong link between the LAPD officers assigned to the area, the CD13 office, 

and local groups, mainly Atwater Village Neighborhood Council and Atwater Village Neighborhood Watch 

(Informant T, personal communication, February 8, 2006). Many Atwater community members, especially 

those from the central and south subsystems, are active members in these local groups and more. Other 

local groups that have been established include Friends of Atwater Village, the Atwater Village Residents’ 

Association, Rotary and Lions’ club, and Chamber of Commerce (LA Conservancy, 2003). Each group has 

an identifiable leader; the level of collaboration between groups varies on sources of conflict and 

consensus over how to address them. In addition, several of the groups have indicated that they consult 

with resident groups and associations from surrounding communities concerning issues such as safety, 

tagging, and gangs (Informant J, personal communication, February 5, 2006; Informant Q, personal 

communication, February 8, 2006). 



 

Social Integration10 and Conflict11  

 During the Neighborhood Watch Meeting, the meeting leader described the community as “unique, 

in that [they] talk to each other” (Informant Q, personal communication, February 8, 2006).  In addition, 

efforts are being made through the Neighborhood Watch association to create a phone tree for each block; 

by neighbors knowing and depending on each other, they hope to create a safer environment and a 

stronger community. Other sources of communication include words of mouth, community newsletters, 

local group web pages, e-mail, flyers, and bulletin boards (Informant Q, personal communication, February 

8, 2006). There is a high identification to the neighborhood, among residents and even business owners of 

Central and South Atwater. Interestingly, the North Atwater area is viewed as a different part of Atwater 

referred to by some as “Toonerville,” which is the name of the local gang north of Los Feliz Boulevard 

(Informant C, personal communication, February 3, 2006; Informant K, personal communication, February 

5, 2006). As noted in earlier sections, North Atwater is unique is regards to ethnic demographics, language, 

and quality of life aspects.  

 Three main issues appear to be the main focus of local community groups: safety (usually in 

regards to the LA River), beautification (usually related to tagging), and gang activity/violence. To illustrate 

how these issues may act as a source of both integration and conflict amongst community members, the 

issue of gang activity/violence will be addressed.  

 Although not considered a positive factor, gang territories are easily defined by community 

members: Toonerville in North Atwater, the Rascals in Central and South Atwater, and Frogtown south of 

Fletcher Drive (Informant K, personal communication, February 5, 2006). The territories provide a 

psychological and sometimes physical barrier between North Atwater and the lower regions of Atwater 

Village. This is unfortunate because the main parks and the only community center are located in North 

                                                 
10 “Residents’ attachment and involvement in the social institutions of a community” (Fellin, 2001, p.322) 
11 “Conflicts arise when groups seek to change the equilibrium of the community” (Fellin, 2001, p.309) 



 

Atwater.  Families and youth from Central and South Atwater utilize neither the northern parks nor the 

community center due to rival gang territory and fear associated with its a bad reputation. As a result, the 

area south of Los Feliz Blvd. is program poor for youth and families (Informant C, personal communication, 

February 3, 2006).  On the other hand, it is a unifying issue among local organizations. On New Year’s Eve 

2005, there was a gang-related shooting at the border to North and Central Atwater. In response to the 

shooting, the Neighborhood Watch (which had not really been active for a year) reconvened with over 

hundred people attending (Informant P, personal communication, February 8, 2006).  The Neighborhood 

Watch, AVNC, and CD13 office all have linked together to address these issues (Informant Q, personal 

communication, February 8, 2006).  

 Although the goal for internal residents is the same—to decrease gang violence—how to approach 

the issue is a source of contention. The Friends of Atwater Village have been fighting since 2003 to build a 

youth park in South Atwater, so that youth in this area can have a place to go and feel engaged by the 

community. Back in 2000, the Friends of Atwater Village fought to build a park for Central and South 

Atwater residents on an empty lot on Glendale Blvd. while the Chamber of Commerce fought to develop it 

into a shopping strip (Rademaekers, 2003). The resolution: there is a fancy new shopping strip on Glendale 

Blvd. and still two park-poor subsystems within Atwater Village. Currently, the Friends of Atwater Village 

are fighting to find land for their idea and also to obtain funds to engage youth in a river clean-up project 

(Informant K, personal communication, February 5, 2006; Informant L, personal communication, February 

5, 2006); meanwhile, the Neighborhood Watch is trying to educate the residents about the nature of gangs 

through partnerships with LA Bridges and LAPD. However, there are disagreements between the 

philosophies of LA Bridges (prevention and intervention) and LAPD (suppression) (Informant Q, personal 

communication, February 8, 2006; Informant S, personal communication, February 8, 2006; Informant T, 

personal communication, February 8, 2006). This is only one of many issues that can act to bring the 



 

community members and city resources together; however, philosophical differences have led to tension 

between groups. 

 In summary, Atwater Village is a traditional, integral neighborhood that has a “high capacity to 

identify its problems and to take action because of its internal organization and its links to the outside 

community” (Fellin, 2001, p. 138). In fact, the many external goals from the city and internal goals from the 

neighborhood are in-line, especially in regards to safety and development of the LA River. Conflict arises 

over the best way to address the issues; cooperation between groups at all levels appears to be an 

ongoing challenge.  

Implications for Service Delivery 

 Fellin (2001) states, “neighborhood communities form a significant part of the social environment of 

individuals, families, and other small groups” (p.129). This concept is apparent within Atwater Village as 

issues such as safety, public space, youth programs, and local organizations appear to be a part of daily 

conversation. As one long-time resident explained, “This is where I have lived almost my entire life. My 

children have grown up here, gone to school … we are dedicated to making the neighborhood clean and 

safe” (Informant K, personal communication, February 8, 2006). In addition, community assessments such 

as this are essential to understanding the community as a whole, from both an ecological and systems 

perspective. Fellin (2001) asserts that understanding the context is essential for social practice at 

community and organizational levels, and “increasingly, neighborhoods are the locus for community-based 

services for people with special needs, such as people with developmental disabilities, mental and physical 

disabilities, people in poverty, and older adults” (p. 129). In other words, understanding the neighborhood 

means being able to identify implications for services at both the micro and macro levels. 

 Although we did not conduct a needs assessment, specific needs and associated gaps in services 

can be identified from the assessment. The information provided is a good starting point for service 

organizations to continue with a specific needs assessment (Iglehart, 201B Lecture, February 14, 2006). 



 

According to information presented in the demographic section there are several implications for social 

service delivery.  Atwater Village is a diverse community with large Latino and Filipino populations, of which 

a large proportion of families reported speaking Spanish or Tagalog at home.  Implications for services 

include a need for bilingual and bicultural service providers and community outreach.  On a macro level, 

demographics imply a need for translation services for written and oral communication, especially for local 

community groups and organizations.  Of the three local community meetings that were attended by group 

members, only one provided any translation services in the form of a Spanish language consultant.  

Despite the presence of many Filipino community members, there were no translation services available for 

them.  In addition, flyers and neighborhood newsletters should be available in different languages and 

placed in areas accessible and frequented by all members of the community.    

Based on the large population of children and elderly residents, there is a growing need for 

affordable childcare and programs for the elderly, including preventative and outreach programs.  While 

low-income childcare is available for children with special needs, there are no other affordable and licensed 

childcare programs.  Informal networks of childcare can be expanded and possibly licensed to support the 

needs of the community.  Although it has been indicated that there are services for the elderly population, 

long-time residents have not seen the facilities being utilized.  To allow the elderly population to take 

advantage of the services the service providers need to improve their outreach programs.   

 According to the quality of life and community dynamics sections, Central and South Atwater are 

park poor and do not offer children and family recreational services and after school programs.  Rival gang 

territories divide the neighborhood of Atwater Village, which is currently being addressed at the micro level 

by the LA Bridges program.  However, community members are still trying to address the gang problem at 

a community level.  The community would benefit from the intervention of a macro level program that would 

help improve the integration of the youth within the community.  For example, the Friends of Atwater Village 



 

have tried to develop a youth park in South Atwater, but were met with opposition by other groups who are 

interested in the commercial development of the same land. 

 The community dynamics section implies service implications for immigrant families, especially 

individuals working as day laborers.  On a micro level, service providers need to be aware of immigration 

and acculturation issues and be sensitive to the challenges that they present for the population.  One of the 

common areas that day laborers congregate is on Fletcher Drive, which does not have a formal labor 

center.  A labor center would allow for protection from harsh weather and could provide access to 

restrooms and water.  In addition, the community would benefit from increased public safety, reduced litter, 

and a centralized networking location.  Possibilities include partnering with local churches and Los Angeles 

civil rights organizations to assist in the development of these centers. 

 Atwater Village is privileged to have several different groups of actively involved residents who are 

working towards making community improvements.  There is a consensus on what the main issues are that 

the community needs to address.  However, the methods to be used to address the problems are a source 

of contention amongst the groups.  Conflict mediation between groups and/or coalition building is a macro 

implication for social service delivery. Leaders of identified groups and city officials are the best entry point 

to begin negotiations. The community dynamics section further discusses these areas of integration and 

conflict.   

 Finally, the quality of life section explored the types of services available within Atwater Village (see 

Appendix C for complete listing). Although there are a few services within the boundaries of Atwater 

Village, most social service organizations—whether health, mental health, or other benefits—are located 

within a mile of the community.  Although many services are beyond walking distance or are separated by 

highways or the LA River, most services are accessible by car or bus transportation. Due to already limited 

public space, service organizations will have to mainly come from adjacent communities. Service providers 



 

may need to consider how to make their services more accessible, either through home visits or bus maps 

for residents who do not have access to vehicles. 

 These are many more implications that can be gleamed from the community assessment. Service 

providers and administrators can utilize the information to better understand the type of services a 

community requires, rather than imposing a service that external organizations believe the community 

needs.  The effectiveness of an organization can be enhanced while simultaneously making a community 

feel understood and possibly more open to services. 
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Educational 
 
Organizations providing K-12 and adult education and assistance.   
 
Within Atwater Village 

 

Central 

 
1. Glenfeliz Boulevard Elementary 

3955 Glenfeliz Blvd. Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

2. Holy Trinity Elementary 
3716 Boyce Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 
3. Glenfeliz Children’s Center 

 
 

South 

 
1. Atwater Headstart 

3370 Perlita Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

2. Atwater Avenue Elementary 
3271 Silverlake Blvd. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Adult Education/Educational Assistance within one mile of Atwater Village 

 
1. Verdugo Jobs Center 

1255 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

2. Glendale Center 
411 E. Acacia Glendale, CA 91205  

 
3. Salvation Army Corps Community Center - Glendale 

801 S. Central Glendale, CA 91204  
 

4. Center for Community and Family Services - Riverdale Site 
312 Riverdale St. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
5. Glendale Adult Recreation Multipurpose Center 

201 E. Colorado Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

6. Center for Community and Family Services - Colorado Site 
411 E. Colorado Glendale, CA 91205  

 
  
   

Individual and Family Life 
 
Organizations that provide Family Surrogate / Alternative Living Services, Individual and Family Support 
Services, Mentoring Resources (test) , Social Development and Enrichment, and Volunteer Opportunities. 
 
In Atwater 

1. L a City Library - Atwater Village Branch 
3379 Glendale Blvd. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 
2. Pathfinders Club 

                  3312 Glendale Blvd. Atwater, CA 90039  
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Near Atwater  
1.  American Red Cross - Glendale-crescenta Valley 

1501 S. Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91204 
 

2. Glendale Memorial Hospital and Health Center 
1420 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
3. Glendale Adventist Residential Center 

335 Mission Rd. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

4. Windsor Club 
123 W. Windsor Rd. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
5. Salvation Army Corps Community Center - Glendale 

801 S. Central Glendale, CA 91204  
 

6. Immigration and Refugee Department - Glendale 
4322 San Fernando Rd. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
7. Loaves and Fishes - Glendale 

4322 San Fernando Rd. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

8. New Horizons Family Center 
744 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
9. New Horizons Child Development Center 

714 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

10. Glendale Adult Recreation Multipurpose Center 
201 E. Colorado Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
11. Glendale Central Library 

222 E. Harvard St. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

12. Ability First Housing/Residential - Maple Park Apartments 
711 East Maple St. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
13. Glendale Multicultural Center for Self Esteem - on Hold 

Family Reconstruction and Psychodrama 
225 N. Maryland Ave. Glendale, CA 91206  

 
14. Maple Park Community Center 

820 E. Maple St. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

15. Vna Care 
517 E. Wilson Ave., Ste. 200 Glendale, CA 91206  

 
16. U S Government Small Business Administration - Los 

Angeles Regional Office 
330 N. Brand Blvd., Ste. 1200 Glendale, CA 91203  

 
17. Ark Family Center, Inc. 

541 W. Colorado St., Ste. 302 Glendale, CA 91204  
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Health Care 
 
Organizations providing emergency and general care, Health Screening / Diagnostic Services, Health 
Supportive Services, Human Reproduction, Inpatient Health Facilities, Outpatient Health Facilities, 
Rehabilitation / Habilitative Services, Specialized Treatment, and Specialty Medicine. 
 
Within Atwater Village 

 
1. Atwater Park Center 

3370 Perlita Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 
 
Within one mile of Atwater Village 

1. American Red Cross - Glendale-Crescenta Valley 
1501 S. Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
2. Glendale Memorial Hospital and Health Center 

1420 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

3. Glendale Adventist Residential Center 
335 Mission Rd. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
4. Station No. 22 - S. Glendale Ave. 

1201 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

5. Glendale Adult Recreation Multipurpose Center 
201 E. Colorado Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
6. Station No. 50 - Fletcher Dr. 

3036 Fletcher Dr. Los Angeles, CA 90065  
 

7. Station No. 56 - Rowena Ave. 
2759 Rowena Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 
8. Station No. 21 - Oak St. 

421 Oak St. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

9. Ability First Housing/Residential - Maple Park Apartments 
711 East Maple St. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
10. Maple Park Community Center 

820 E. Maple St. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

11. Vna Care 
517 E. Wilson Ave., Ste. 200 Glendale, CA 91206  
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Mental Health Care and Counseling 
 
Organizations that provide counseling Approaches, Counseling Settings, Mental Health Facilities, 
Outpatient Mental Health Care, Psychiatric Support Services, Special Psychiatric Programs 
 
In Atwater 
 
None 
 
 
Near Atwater 

 
1. Glendale Memorial Hospital and Health Center 

1420 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

2. New Horizons Mental Health Center 
1251 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
3. L a City Attorney Victim/Witness Assistance Program - Northeast Lapd Stn 

3353 San Fernando Rd. Los Angeles, CA 90065  
 

4. Salvation Army Corps Community Center - Glendale 
801 S. Central Glendale, CA 91204  

 
5. New Horizons Family Center 

744 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

6. New Horizons Child Development Center 
714 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
7. Glendale Multicultural Center for Self Esteem - on Hold Family Reconstruction and Psychodrama 

225 N. Maryland Ave. Glendale, CA 91206  
 

8. Pacific Clinics - Hye-wrap Program 
237 N. Central Ave., Ste. C Glendale, CA 91203  

 
9. Ark Family Center, Inc. 

541 W. Colorado St., Ste. 302 Glendale, CA 91204  
 
Non-Profits 
 
Within Atwater   

 
1. Counseling 4kids  

2950 Los Feliz Blvd. #206 Los Angeles, CA 90039   
 

2. Saroyan Social Services 
3111 Los Feliz Blvd. #103 Los Angeles, CA 90039   

 
3. A Noise Within 

3603 Seneca Ave Los Angeles, CA 90039   
 

4. Taking the Reins 
3919 Rigali Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90039   

 
5. Atwater Park Center Children's Fund. 

              3370 Perlita Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90039   
 

6.  Los Angeles/Ventura Chapter Abc Training Trust Fund 
4515 Alger Street Los Angeles, CA 90039   

 

  Health Services 
 

  Human / Social services 
 

 

 
Arts / Culture 

 
 Recreation 

 

  Education 
 

  Education  
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Near Atwater 
   Education  

1. Los Angeles Family School 
2646 Griffith Park Blvd. Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

2. Sonshine Christian Nursery of Glendale 
522 W. Broadway Glendale, CA 91204  

 
3. Telephone Effectiveness Institute 

631 West Broadway Glendale, CA 91204  

4. Asian Pacific Alumni of Ucla 
101 N. Brand Blvd. 1600 Glendale, CA 91203  
 

5. Friends of the Glendale Public Library 
222 East Harvard Street Glendale, CA 91205 

 

 

Health Services  
1.  Glendale Memorial Health Foundation 

1420 South Central Avenue Glendale, CA 91204  
 
2. Friends of Ivanhoe 

2828 Herkimer Street Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

3. Hypnotists Examining Council 
700 S Central Ave Glendale, CA 91204  

 

4. the African American Aids and Policy Training Institute 
3418 Huxley Street Los Angeles, CA 90027  

 
5. Lesbian and Gay Psychotherapy Association 

2314 Moreno Drive Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

6.   Alanon of Glendale, Inc. 
123 W. Windsor Road Glendale, CA 91204 

 

Arts and Culture  
1. National Society of the Dar Hollywood Chapter Dar 

3121 Waverly Drive Los Angeles, CA 90027  
 
2.  Apaga Inc. 

514 W Elk Ave Glendale, CA 91204  
 

3.  Narek Cultural Foundation, Inc. 
321 Riverdale Dr Glendale, CA 91204  

 
4. Sons of the Revolution in the State of California 

600 South Central Avenue Glendale, CA 91204  
  

5. Armenian Youth Association of California 
1811 S. Glendale Ave Glendale, CA 91205   

6. Davidian Mariamian Educational Fndtn 
658 Hawthorne St #B Glendale, CA 91204  

 
7. Armenian Society of Los Angeles 

221 South Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

8. Nor Serount Cultural Association Inc 
207 S. Brand Blvd. 102 Glendale, CA 91204  

 
9. Lark Musical Society Inc 

411 E Acacia St Glendale, CA 91205  
 

10. Armenian Educational Foundation 
600 W Broadway Glendale, CA 91204  

 
 

Civic Service  
L.A. Shares 
3224 Riverside Drive Los Angeles, CA 90027   

 
Human/Social Services  

Foothill Service Club for the Blind 
117 E. Los Feliz Glendale, CA 91205  
 

Public Safety/Infrastructure  
Glendale Firefighters Relief Association 
421 Oak Street Glendale, CA 91204  

 
Recreation  

 Spartakus Athletic Public Service Inc. 
1255 S. Maryland Ave. # 6 Glendale, CA 91205  
 

Community/Economic Development  
National Inventors Foundation, Inc. 
403 South Central Ave. "A" Glendale, CA 91204  
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Housing  
Beacon Housing Inc 
5000 Edenhurst Avenue Los Angeles, CA 90039   
 
Organizational / Community / International Services 
 
Organizations that provide Community Economic Development, Community Groups, Community Services, 
Disaster Services, Information Services, Occupational / Professional Associations, and Organizational 
Development 

 
    In Atwater 

1. Beacon Housing Inc. 
5000 Edenhurst Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 
2. L A City Recreation and Parks Department- Senior Citizens Section 

3900 W. Chevy Chase Dr. Glendale, CA 90039  
 

3. L A City Library - Atwater Village Branch 
3379 Glendale Blvd. Los Angeles, CA 90039  

 
Near Atwater 

1.  American Red Cross - Glendale-crescenta Valley 
1501 S. Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
2. Verdugo Jobs Center 

1255 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

3. Padres Contra El Cancer, Inc. 
1441 Gardena Ave., Ste. G Glendale, CA 91204  

 
4. Station No. 22 - S. Glendale Ave. 

1201 S. Glendale Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

5. Glendale Center 
411 E. Acacia Glendale, CA 91205  

 
6. Salvation Army Corps Community Center - Glendale 

801 S. Central Glendale, CA 91204  
 

7. Immigration and Refugee Department - Glendale 
4322 San Fernando Rd. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
8. Glendale Adult Recreation Multipurpose Center 

201 E. Colorado Ave. Glendale, CA 91205  
 

9. Station No. 50 - Fletcher Dr. 
3036 Fletcher Dr. Los Angeles, CA 90065  

 
10. Station No. 56 - Rowena Ave. 

2759 Rowena Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90039  
 

11. Glendale Central Library 
222 E. Harvard St. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
12. Glendale Library 

222 E HARVARD ST GLENDALE, CA 91205  
 

13. Glendale Chamber of Commerce 
200 S. Louise St. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
14. Glendale Fire Department 

421 Oak Street Glendale, CA 91204  
 

15. Station No. 21 - Oak St. 
421 Oak St. Glendale, CA 91204  

 
16. Salvation Army Thrift Stores - Glendale 

216 N. Brand Blvd. Glendale, CA 91203  
 

17. City of Glendale 
613 E. Broadway Glendale, CA 91206  

 
18. U S Government Small Business Administration - Los 

Angeles Regional Office 
330 N. Brand Blvd., Ste. 1200 Glendale, CA 91203  

 
19. Ark Family Center, Inc. 

W. Colorado St., Ste. 302 Glendale, CA  
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Substance Abuse 
 
Organizations providing inpatient or outpatient substance abuse treatment 
 
Within Atwater Village 

 
1. Pathfinders Club 

3312 Glendale Blvd. Atwater, CA 90039 
 
 
 
Within one mile of Atwater Village 

 
1. Glendale Memorial Hospital and Health Center 

1420 S. Central Ave. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

2. Glendale Adventist Residential Center 
335 Mission Rd. Glendale, CA 91205  

 
3. Windsor Club 

123 W. Windsor Rd. Glendale, CA 91204  
 

4. Glendale Center 
411 E. Acacia Glendale, CA 91205  
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Appendix D: Key Informant Listing 

Informant A:  Local business owner & active Atwater Village Chamber of Commerce member 
 
Informant B:  Homeowner in Central Atwater, who is selling her home 

Informant C:  Chevy Chase Park Recreation Center staff  

Informant D:  Atwater Public Library librarian 
 
Informant E:  Business owner since 1970s 
 
Informant F:  Kadli Coffee barista  
 
Informant G:  Bouncer at Los Feliz Bar 
 
Informant H:  Clerk at North Atwater convenience store 

Informant I:  Waitress at historical restaurant 
 
Informant J:  Friends of Atwater Village Officer, who is a resident of 10 years 
 
Informant K:  Long-time resident of Atwater Village, who has spent most of her life and raised her 

children in Atwater Village 
 
Informant L:  Long-time resident of Atwater Village, who has raised her children there 

Informant M:  Long-time business owner, who lives Outside Atwater Village but is an active member of 
the Chamber of Commerce and past active member of AVNC.  

 
Informant N:  Private Security Officer, who is stationed by New Hope Church 

Informant O:  Leader Associated with New Hope Church 
 
Informant P:  Long-time resident of North Hollywood, who frequently walks along the LA River and is 

active in Atwater Village local groups 
 
Informant Q:  Long-time resident, who is the Neighborhood Watch leader 

Informant R:  Newer resident, who is leading cleaning-up graffitti project for Neighborhood Watch 
 
Informant S:  LA Bridges staff, who is responsible for Atwater Area; ex-gang member 
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Informant T:  LAPD Officer assigned to Northeast Region 

Informant U:  LAPD Officer assigned to Northeast Region 

Informant V:  Staff Member from CD13 Office 
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Appendix F: Various Maps of Atwater Village 


