HISTORIC SITES REVIEW COMMITTEE MINUTES
1110 West Washington Street, Suite 250, Phoenix, Arizona
March 25, 2016

A. CALL TO ORDER PUBLIC SESSION

1. Chair Terry Majewski called the meeting to order at 9:30 AM

B. ROLL CALL /INTRODUCTION OF MEMBERS AND STAFF

e

HSRC Committee Members Present

John Jacquemart

John Lacy

Don Ryden, Vice Chair
Doug Kupel

Kathryn Leonard
Brooks Jeffery

Terry Majewski, Chair
Jan Balsom

Winston Thorne

PR e e g

SHPO Staff Members Present
Jim Garrison

Alyssa Gerszewski

William Collins

Vivia Strang

Eric Vondy

Bob Frankeberger

Lucia Wang

Qe ae o

C. NEW BUSINESS

1. NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATIONS

a. Falcon Field World War 11 Aviation Hangars, Maricopa, Arizona
Strang provided overview of Falcon Field

Motion: Jeffery moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer place the Falcon Field
World War II Aviation Hangars on the Arizona Register of Historic Places under Criterion
“A” at the loeal level of significance and recommended that the nomination be forwarded to the
Keeper of the National Register for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Motion
seconded: Lacy .




Discussion:

* Do these buildings possess rare cxamples of bow slring trusses or long string trusses?

* Trusses are similar to those at Tucson airport,

* Are we comfortable with local level of significance?

* Bill Collins, preparer, envistons this as Mesa’s contrlbution to the war effort.

* Is*Falcon Field World War 1T Aviatlon Hangars” the historic naine?

* Can you provide comparisons with other 5 British training facilities?

* The map and pliotos raise some concerns about the integrity.

* Collins, preparer, states exterfor has additions. Interior is in pristing condition,

*  Why did you only include the lwo hangars and not more of the site?

* Avoid using Great Britain, United Kingdom, and England synonymously in the text as stated
in Footnote ! in Section 8, page 15.

* Add a summary fo narrative statement of significance.

* The committee came to a consensus that Falcon Field should be nominated at the local level of
significance.

Majewski: Called for the vote.
Mation Carried.

b, Péoria High Sclipol Old Main, Peoria, Maricopa, Arizona

Strang provided overview of Peoria High School

Motion: _Balsom moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer place the Peoria High
School on the Arizona Register of Histori¢ Places under Criterion *_C_* at the loenl level of
significance and recommended that the nomination be forwarded to the Keeper of the National
Register for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Motion seconded:_Jacquemart,

Discussion:

* Slatement of significance seems to be more of a developmental history of the property rather
than a theme,

* Vince Murray, preparer, states that he began the praject nominating the property under
Criterion A and later changed to C.

+ Are these replacement windows? 1s this the original roof?

* What is the conditlon of the interior of the auditorium?

* In Section 8 on page 6, review Deserl Land Act and it’s implications.

* Please provide a consiruction chronology including alterations.

* s the entire buitding being used? How does the community interact with this building?

* Include original Lescher, Kibbey, and Mahoney architectural drawings and site plan showing
the boundary,

¢+ The landscape should be a contributing site. The symmetry and openness are the character
defining features of the quad. Spanish Colonial Revival public buildings have symmetrical
relationships.



* Expand historlc context. Review Mohawk Valley High School nomination for Lescher and
Mahoney confext. Provide comparisons within Lescher, Kibbey, and Mahoney’s body of work,
especially school consiruction.

» Curley School in Ajo referenced as comparisow.

* Provide site map and historic photographs of the building.

Majewski: Called for the vote,
Motion Failed.

c. Bénjamin Adelman House, Phoenix, Maricopa Arizona

Strang provided overview of Benjamin Adelman House,

Motion: __Jeffery  moved that the Stale Historic Preservation Officer place the Benjamin
Adelman House on (lie Arizona Register of Historic Places under Criterion © C " at the

state level of significance and recommended that the nomination be forwarded to the Keeper of
the National Register for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. Motioned seconded:
Balson,

Discusslon:

¢ O page 6, the dates of house and title are confusing.

* [988 garage addition should be taken out of the nomination.

+ Period of significance should end in 1957,

* Be specific about this as a Usonian Automatic house in the suminary statement.

* Clarify how this house fits into Wright's larger body of work, especially his other work in
Phoenix.

* What are the character defining features of a Usonian house? Discuss which of these does the
Adelmen House possesses.

* Tlhis is the only Wright Usonian house in Arizona. Emphasize how iare it is.

* The committee came to a consensus to raise the level of significance from local to state. The
motion was amended to reflect this consensys.

CLG Comments: See altachment,

Majewski: Called for the vote.
Motion Carried.



d. Neil and Louise Cook House, Phocnix, Maricopa Arizona

Strang provided overview of Cook House.

Motion: Balsom moved that the Siate Historfe Preservation Officer place the Neil and Louise
Cook Hoiise on the Arizona Register of Historle Places under Criterion © A * at the loenl level
of significance and recommended that the nomination be forwarded to the Keeper of the National
Repister for listing in the National Register of Histori¢ Places. Motioned se¢onded: Leonard,

Discussion:

« North Central Phoenix Farmhouses and Rural Estate Homes, 1895-1959 MPDF lisls the
chavacter defining features of this fatin house type,

s Property is not defined as a Spanish Colonial Revival style farmhouse in the text. Should we
define it as such? Clarify between “inspired” and “inflluenced” when discussing the architectural
slyle,

¢ How rare is this house? Replace “unique® with “classic.”

* The corner windows are International Style rather than character defining features of Spanish
Colonial Revival, The windows are a Modern trait rather than traditional or vernacular.

* Why does the period of significance end in 19557 Tt should bo date of construction. The
eitrus aixd other mature vegetation is character defining and should be a contributing sile. Think
of this as a management decument for the property.

CLG Comments: See attachment,
Majewski: Called for the vole.

Motion Carried.

e. Encanio-Palimcroft Historic District Boundaries Amendmenit I11, Phoenix, Maricopa Arizona

Strang provided overview of Encanto-Palmeroft Amendment.

Motion: _Jeffery moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer place the Eneanto-
Palmeroft Historic District Boundaries Amendment III on the Arizona Register of Historic
Places under Criterion ® C * at the loeal level of significance and recommended that the
nomination be forwarded fo the Keeper of the National Register for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places, Motioned seconded:_ Laey |

Discussion:

*» Should Recreation be added as an area of significance under Criterion A? Golf course design
is not mentioned in the orlginal nomination,

* Sirive for consistency among all the amendments and the original nomination. Recreation can
be encapsulated under Community Planning and Development. Keep the original Criterion and
areas of significance.

* Encanto Village Shopping Center isn't part of the existing subdivision and district. 1t's not
necessary to include it.



* The statement of significance here only explains the amendment, it fails to address the original
statement of significance, Add statement of significance and summary of original nomination,
Period of significance on page 8 shouldn’t refer to the 2008 amendment, it should reference
substantial buildout,

* (. G, George, President of Encanto-Palmeroft Citizen’s Association, provides background
information on amendment.

* The commiitee came to a consensus that staff will work with the preparer regarding the
possible inclusion of Criterion A and ensure consistency among the original nomination and the
amendments,

* Revise resource colinf, Count the contributing site and mention the lypes of features found

vvithin it.

* Column of contributing and non-contributing features should include justification for why

they’re one or the otlier.

CLG Commnients: See attachiment,

Majewski: Called for the vote.

Motion Carried.

* Jim Garrison states that the original Encanlo nomination needs to be modified to reflect ihe
resources that no longer exist, like the band shell,

f. Regency House, Phoenix, Maricopa Arizona

Strang provided overview of Regency House.

Motion: Balsom_moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer place the Regency House

on the Arizona Register of Historic Places under Critevion ¥ A * at the _local level of

significance and reconimended that the nomination be forwarded to the Keéeper of the National
Register for listing in thie National Register of Historic Places. Motioned seconded: Kupel.

Discusston:

* Should there be an MPDF for all the high rise towers built between 1957 and 19667

* Period of significance should be the construction date,

* Include a map that shows other high rises of this period.

* Add photographs of other towers for comparison,

* Ifyou just use Crilerion A, you do need to provide some architectural context on Bratalism
and mid-rise urban development in Phoenix. High rises are rare in Phoenix, This attempt to
increase densily was a brief experiment in the history of Phoenix’s development.

*  Add context an communily and sociability with reference to how these towers are little
villages. They are vertical neighborhoods.

¢ The commiltée came to a consensus that the Regency House should be nominated under
Crlterion A, Criterion C can be explored at a later time.

CLG Comments: See altachment.

Majewski: Called for the vote,
Molion Carried.



2. Update on Joesler/Murphey MPDF

* Joesler/Murphey MPDT was accepted by Keeper in Washington, D.C. All property owners
have a copy of MPDF. Betty Jean Wilson House was listed on February 23, 2016,

* The Hisforic Sites Review Committee foal a lunch break af 11:30 AM and reconvened at
12:20 PM,

3. Delisting of National Register Properties
a. Medlock Place, 510 W. Colter, Phoenix, Maricopa, Arizona.

Motion: Kupel moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer recommend to the Keeper of
the National Register that the property located at 510 W. Colter in Phoenix be delisted from the
Mational Register of Historic Places for loss of integeily. Motioned seconded: Leonard,

¢ Has tlie property owner been notified of the delisting?

Majewshi: Called for the vote.
Motion Carried.

b. Jerome, 744 East Avenue, Jerome, Yavapai, Arizona.

Mation: Kupel moved that the State Historic Preservation Officer reconimend to the Keeper of
the Natlonal Register that the property located at 744 Bast Avenue in Jerome be delisted from the
National Register of Historic Places for loss of integrity. Motioned seconded: Lacy.

Majewski: Called for the vote.
Motion Carried.

¢. Thompson Ranch, 2874 Highway 89 A, Cotionwood, Yavapai, Arizona,
d. Strahan House, 725 East Main, Cottonwood, Yavapai, Arizona,

Motion: Kupet movéd that the State Historic Preservation Officer recommend to the Keeper of
the National Register that the demolished properties located at 2874 Highway 89 A and 725 East
Main in Cottonwood be delisted from the National Register of Historlc Places. Motioned
seconded: Thorne,

Majewslki: Called for the vote,
Motion Carried,



4, Recommendation of Potential Eligibility (ROPE)

a. Flin Buildings, Bl Charro and Stable Buildings, and La Plaza de la Mesilla

* Brooks Jeffery recused himself from the discussion. See attachment for comments.

* Review of two sets of ROPE documentation from Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation
and Elgin & Bresler Architects: One ROPE suppotis eligibility, the other states the properties are
ineligible for listing.

Motion: Kupel moved that the Historic Sites Review Commiitee recommend to the Stale
Historic Preservatlon Officer that the Flin Buildings/E1 Charro, Stable Buildings, and La
Plaza de 1a Mesilla have qualities that make them potentially eligible for listing In the Arizona
Register and the National Register for Historic Places. Motion seconded: Balsom.

Discussion:

* Flin and El Chatro are the sanie building. Stable Building is separae,

* Samaniego Mouse and park are not under consideration.

* Keri Silvyn, Attorney representing ROPE applicant Elgin & Bresler for Flin/E! Charro and
Stable Buildings discusses ineligibility of buildings and proposed redevelopinent of La Placita.
Discusses urban renewal in Tucson between 1967-1969. Requests that the commlitce
recommend that the buildings are ineligible for listing in the Arizona Register and the National
Registei of Historic Places.

* Chair Majewski summarizes comments from Raul Ramirez, President of Los Descendientes
del Presido de ‘Tucson, The organlzation feels these buildings are eligible for listing.

* Ryden clarifies that the buildings are oulside the boundary of proposed Downtown Tucson
Historic District. They were constructed befors period of significance.

+ Demion Clinco, Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation, summarizes support for cligibility
of Flin/El Charro and the Stable Buildings. Provided background on how these buildings
swvived urban renewal in the 1960s. The community took a stand and recognized their
significance once before. There was a second push (o save the buildings around 1990. It’s one of
6 surviving adobes in the urban core. Clinco requests support for determination of eligibility for
Arizona Register and National Register,

* Helen Erickson, speaks in suppott of the building’s eligibility under Criterion A.

* Lvaluation of integrily is tied to significance. The condition of these buildings fell the story of
urban renewal,

+ This building is rare. It’s eligibility is self explanatory. There are layers of context.

* How useful is ROPE applicalion?

* The majority of the committee came to a consensus the buildings are potentially eligible for
listing in the Arizona Repister nnd the National Register of Historic Places.

Majewski: Called for the vote,
Motion Carried,

Stalecholder Commienfs: See attachment.



D. OLD BUSINESS

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM NOYEMBER 13, 2015 HSRC MEETING

Majewski: Called for a vote.
Motion Carried.

I, STAI'F REPORTS
1. SHPO REPORTS

a. Nationa] Register Update — Strang: Joesler update. Boomer House was listed on
National Register. Garrison: Oak Flat was listed on the National Register.

b. SHPO Staffing and Program News — Garrison: Introduction of intern Lucia Wang.
c. Review and Compliance — None at this time,

d. Survey nnd Inventory — None at this time.

¢. Grants — None at this time.

f. Legislatlve Issues - Garrison: Provides update on status of ASP Board and the Libraty
and Aichives Advisory Board.

g. HP 2016 Conference - Vondy & Gerszewski: Discuss SHPO panel and Conversation
with FISRC session.

Ii. HSRC Membership — None at this time.

I'. PUBLIC COMMENT: Nonc.

G. AGENDA ITEMS: None.

IL DATES FOR UPCOMING IISRC MEETINGS: July 22, 2016, November 4, 2016

L. ADJOURNID: i:56 PM



Aftachments: C. New Business, 1. National Register Nominations

¢. CLG Comments: Adelman House, Phoenix, Maricopa, Arizona

STAFF REPORT

To! Cily of Phoenix Hisforic Preservation Commission
From:  Kevin Welght, Planner Il

Subject; Natlonal Reglster Nomination for Benjamin Adelman House, 5802 N. 30% St.

This report requests that the Hlsloric Preservalion Commission (HPC) lorward a
racommendation (o the Arizona Hislosic Sites Review Committee (HSRC) that the
attached National Register of Historic Places (NRHP} registration form be approved
subject 1o the adils noled on the form,

THE ISSUE

On January 11, 2018, the Clly of Phosnix Historic Preservation Offica received a
National Reglslar nemination for the Banjamin Adelman House at 5802 N. 30% Sireet,
The riominallon was prepared by Heritage Consulling Group al the request of tha Cily of
Phoenix. The HPC is required to review the nomination pursuant to the Phoenix
Cerliflad Local Govérnmenl {CLG) Agreement. Under this agresmant, the HRG 1s
requlred to make a recommendalion to the HSRC regarding the following:

a) Whalher the subject property is eligible for the National Reglster;
b) Whelher the documantalion [s accurate; and
¢} Whelher the documentation is complete.

The HSRC will revisw {hls nominatlon at its next meeting on March 26, 2016 and has
requasted that the HPC provida ils racommendatlon prior to the meating.

This properly Is not currenlly listed on the Phoenix Histeric Property Register.
DISCUSSION
Because this nominalion was prepared at the request of the Cily of Phoenix, staff has

atready provided commenls and edils, which have been incorporaled into this varslon of
the nominalion. Therefore, stalf finds that the documentation Is accurale and complele,



subject to a few minor edits noted on the form. Staff also concurs that the subject
property is eligible for listing on the NRHP.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff requests that the HPC recommend that the attached NRHP registration form be
forwarded to the HSRC for approval subject to the edits noted on the form.

Altachment.  NRHP Registration Form



d. CLG Comments: Cook House, Phoenix, Maricopa, Arizona

Maaling Dale:; 3/21/2016
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STAFF REPORY

To: Cily of Phoenlx Histore Preservation Commission
From:  Kevin Welght, Planner lll

Subjecl: National Register Nominatlon for the Cook House, 5725 N, 20" Place

This report requests that the Hislorle Praservation Commission (HPC) forward a
recommendation lo the Arlzona Hisloric Siles Review Commiltgs (HSRC) that the
altached National Reglsler of Hislaric Places (NRHP) regisiralion form be approved
subjact lo revisions noted by sfaff.

THE ISSUE

On February 18, 2016, the City of Phoenix Historic Preservation Olfice received the
attached NRHP registrallon form for the Neil & Loulse Cook House, localed al 5725
North 20% Place. The reglstration form was prepared by Vince Murray of Arizona
Historieal Research at the request of the property owners, Thomas & Kalhryn Magulre.
The HPC is regulrad to review the nomination pursuant lo the Phoenix Cerlified Local
Government (CLG) Agreement. Under Lhis agreement, the HPG is required to make a
racommendation to the HSRC reqarding the followlng:

a) Whether the subject properly Is eliglbla for the National Reglster;
by Whiether the documentalioni Is accurale; and
c) Whether the documentation is complete.

The HSRC will review this nomination at its hext meeting on March 25, 2016 and has
requested that the HPG provide Iis recommendation prior o the meeting.

The Cook House is not curranlly listed on the Phoenix Historle Proparly Register
(PHPR).

DISCUSSION

Staff has reviswed the draft registration form and has provided numerous comments,
which are notsd on lhe form. Staff concurs that the properly Is eligible for lisling on the



NRHP and, subject to the revisions noted on the form, finds the documentation to be
accurate and camplele.

This is actually the second time the HPC has reviewed a nomination for the Cook
House: The first time it was recelved, staff had concerns about the integrity of the
properly because of the large addition at the southeast corner of the house. However,
after visiting the property, SHPO and Cily staff concurred that the property retained
sufficient integrity to be eligible under Criterion A, particularly when evaluated within the
context of the North Central Phoenix Farmhouses & Rural Estate Homes, 1895-19569,
Multiple Property Documentation Form.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff requests that the HPC recommend that the attached NRHP registration form be
forwarded to the HSRC for approval subject to the revisions noted on the form.

Attachment; NRHP Registration Form



e. CLG Comments: Encanto-Palmeroft HD, Phoenix, Maricopa, Arizona

| Meoling Dale: 3/21/2016
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STAFF REPORT

To: Cily of Phoenix Historlc Preservation Commission
From:  Kevin Weight, Plenner Il

Subjecl: National Reglster Boundary Amendment #3 for Encanto-Palmcrolt Historic
District

This report requasts that the Historic Preservation Commisston (HPC) forwerd a
tecornmendalion 1o the Arizona Hislorle Sites Review Commillee (HSRC) that the
attached National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) reglsiratlon form bé approved
subject to revislons noted by staff,

THE ISSUE

On February 18, 2016, 1he Cily of Phoenix Historic Preservation Office received the
altached NRHP reg(stration form proposing a boundary amendmaent for lhe Encanlo-
Palmeroflt Historic Distrlct. The registralion form was prepared by Vince Murray of
Arizona Historlea] Research at the request of the Encanlo Cilizens Assoclatfon. The
HPC s raquired to review the nominalion pursuant to the Phoenix Certilled Local
Government (CLG) Agreemenl. Under this agreemenl, the HPC s requlred to make &
racommandation lo the HSRC regarding the {oltowing:

a) Whether the subjact propetly is eligible for the Natlonal Reglster;
b) Whather the documentallon Is accurate; and
¢} Whather lhe documantalion is complele.

The HSRC will review thls nomination at lis next meeting on March 25, 2016 and has
requesied that Ihe HPC provide ils recommendation prior to the meeling.

The Encanlo-Palmcroft Historic District Is currently listed on the Phoenix Historic
Property Reglster (PHPR) bul wilh madified boundaries. The PHPR boundaries do riot
Iriclude the expansion areas proposed in the altached nomination form, nor do they
Include tha norlh side of the 1100 and 1300 blocks of West McDowell Road, which are
currently part of lhe NRHP-listed dislricl.



This is actually the third NRHP boundary amendment. The original nomination was
approved in 1984 and the first fwo amendments were approved in 1992 and 1994.
Additional documentation was approved in 2008 extending the period of significance for
the district, but that docuimentation did not amend the boundaries.

DISCUSSION

Staff has reviewed the draft registration form and has provided numerous comments,
which are noted on the form. Staff concurs with the proposed boundary expansion and,
subject to the revisions noted on the form, finds the documentation to be accurate and

complete.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff requests that the HPC recommend that the attached NRHP registration form be
forwarded to the HSRC for approval subject to the revisions noted on the form.

Attachment: NRHP Registration Form



d. CLG Comments: Regency House, Phoenix, Maricopa, Arizona
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STAFF REPORT

To: Cily of Phoenix Historic Preservallon Commission

From:  Erka Finbraaten, MA, AICP
Historic Presarvation Planner / Planner Il

Subject:  Nomination to the National Reglster of Historic Places: Régency House

Ths report requesls lhat the Hisloric Preservallon Gommission forward a
recommendation o the Arizena Historic Sites Review Commillee (HSRC) thal the
atlachad National Registar of Hisloric Places reglstralion form he approved subject to
tha ravisions noted by staif.

THE ISSUE

In February 2018, the clty of Phoanix Historic Preservation (HP) Office récalvad
Nallonal Reglstar of Historic Places registralion fori for he Regency House at 2323
Norih Central Avenue.

Pursuant to the City's Cerlified Local Government (CLG) Agreement with lhe Arizona
State Hisloric Preservatlon Office (SHPO), the City of Phoenix HP Commission is
required to make a recommendalion to the Arizona Historic Sites Review Commilles
(HSRC) regarding 1he following:

a) Whather lhe sublect praparty is eligible for the Natlonal Reglster;
b) Whsther lhe documentation Is aceurale; and
¢) Whether lhe documsntation Is complale.

Tha HSRC will revlew this proparly on Friday, March 26, 2016, and has requested that
the HP Commisslen provide its recommendation prior to the mesting.

DISCUSSION

Aller raviewing the nominallans, staff concurs that the praperty Is eligible for listing on
lhe Nalional Register of Historic Places. Stalf has soma contérns regarding the
documsntalion submitted in support of the nominalton.



Staff recommends that the Regency House is also eligible for the National Reglster of
Historic Places under Criterion C for Architecture. The nomination as written states that
the Regency House is only eligible under Criterion A for Community Planning and
Development under the context of "Luxury High-rise Residential Development in
Midtown Phoenix, 1957-1966."

Staff also recommends that a stronger case for listing could be made under Criterion A
by discussing the five luxury high-rise residential buildings in Phosnix; Phoenix Towers
(1957), Executive Towers (1961), Camelback Towers (1961) Embassy Square
Apartments (1962} and the Regency House (1965}, the changes in zoning that took
place to allow their construction and the differences in the planned ownership schemes
and the ones that were ultimately put into place. it is worth noting that the first building
listed under this category, Phoenix Towers, was listed under Criterion C. A strong case
for listing this property under Criterlon C could be made by highlighting the unique and
interesting construction methods and discussing the architect George Schoenberg and
his work in Phoenix, The discussion of the history of the Royal Land Company should
be limited to a couple of paragraphs.

The nomination describes Midtown Phoenix as “an area between 7th Street and 7th
Avenue and Van Bureh Street and Camelback Road" whereas it is defined by the city of
Phoenix as the area between 7th Street and 7ih Avenue and McDowell and [ndian
School Roads, Staff recommends that this be corrected.

RECOMMENDATION

Staff requests that the Historic Preservation Commisslon recommend that the aitached
Nationa! Register of Historic Places registration form be forwarded to the Arizona
Historic Sites Review Commiltee for approval subject to the comments and edits noted

on the form.

Attachment: National Register of Historic Places Registration Form



Attachments: 4, ROPE, a. Flin Buildings, El Charro, and Stable Buildings

Stakeholder comments:
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Torson, AZ 3311
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28 Januaiy 2016

Arlzona Slete Historle Preservatlon 0inca (S11PO)
1300 W, Weshington Street
rhocalx, AZ 85007

RE: Deterninallon o] ENgibility for Bl Clatro Bullding end Stablay, Tuesen, Pinka County
Dear SHPO Stall:

1was tonlacted by 1ho architectural feny Eglin + Dresler to review thelr office’s Recanimendation for
Potential Eligibilily [ADPE) sppikation for tho “El Chiarro ullding™ and “Steblas® properiles. Afiera
conversation with SHPO s1aff conlirming the rele of 2n eidernal evaliation In tho ROSE review process, Tom
submitling 1hia followtng Indepeadent evatuatlon In lleu of contribuling lo tha ROPE appReation. Ifeel
ebligeil to stata that Lhis evahiatien Is belng forwarded to you as e courlesy In my rolg 45 a miember of Lhe
Arlzona Higlorte $ites Raviaw Commiiteo, nef o5 & pald consvliant to eoy of tho offected parlies,

Stralficance

Melther of \hege bulldings has been previowsty nominated to Who Wational Reglster of [oile Places {RHP),
Neltherwas recommended fof preservatlon I the 1969 Fueson iilstorlcol $it¢x survey {Tdcson Commualiy
Deyeopment Program, Jilstorle Areas Coramitte), Thls 1969 survey was Tucson's first Inventory of hlslorie
propeitles and bacame the basls on which o determination of which bulld ings would survivo Tueson's uiban
renewat demeliton and redevalopment attiitles, Olthe three h|erarch|calcalogofles ol evaluation Inthat
suivey = pioservd ol all cosls, preserva il postible, and photozéaphed onhy=- tha ElCharro Bulding {$1te 011)
wak In the Whid priorlty tatégery and only appears In s suivey o3 a phiblograph enliy. Two adJacent
ifdings also Incorporated In the YCC dgvelopment, lhosmanlogo snd So53-Cartllo-Fiemont Jlouses, wela
evalualed Infhat suivey Lo be "preserved al all costs®,

The current ROPE has Identlfled potenilal themes of significance Lrul hey #ro net streng enaugh lo warrant
eligibiity. Intha caso of the'Stables, hesa fs Insuiftclent evidenca to elther assoclate this bullding with its
purpotled 19% husinesstype, or Idenlify tho unkyuencss or ity of this properly type In Tucseri. intha caso
of the El Charro Buliling, there era uch beller examplos In Yueson showlng the mastery and ¢raftsmanshlp
of Jufes FMn as o master than this bullding, Indfuding Iha seconstructed cathedval fagado on the Atliana
Viitorlcal Soelety end Eln's own hesse, wheta Uie EL Chareo Restaurant 15 now localed,

Intédly

The ElCharro and Stables buldings were tacorporated tn the 1973 La Placlta Village component of the ferger
Tucson Community Center matler plan. 10 destgn approach to formally Intefporate these buildings, along
with Lhe adjacent Samanfego House, Into a blended historle-contemperary fabile of a faux Mexiean valags
refiects tho eea’s falled expedmentatken wiih contextual destgn. Today, thls approach would ho considered
agompromise ofmtegrity bated on Lhe Seceelary of Interlor Standards (thal wero later eodified In 1979).

capla.arlzong.edufdrachman



As the ROPE application states, nelther bullding has s_urﬂctent Integrity when the Natlonal Reglster aspects of
Integrity are appfled. Evenifthe 1973 la Placlta fabric were removed and the historle hulldings restored,
they would stllf lack Integrity of setting, feellng, and assoclation.

Due to the loss of the orlginal historle selting and isolated glacement, the Integrity of the El Charro and
Stables bulldings could never be returned regardless of the sensitivity of any future development on that
site, The bulldings are located in the center of the La Placita complex and property boundary. Tha property
is under private ownership, but currently with publlc access. Any future development that Intends to
maintaln a secure perfmeter at this downtown slte, would not aliow public clrcufation Into the part of the
property where the historic bulldings are located. IF the historic bulldings were Integrated Into this new
development, they would not be visually or physlcally accessibla to the public. Followlng Natlonal Reglster
Bulletin 15, the integrlty of historlc buildings’ signlflcant features would he “guestlonable” If they are not
vislble or are concealed under modern construction (p. 46). Jt seems unreasonable teo preseive the
functionally and inanclally unwiable La Placita Village complex Just to malntaln public access to two bulldings
whose signlficance has never been valldated sihce thelr rescue In 1973.

Recommendation

Based on this evaluation of the slgniflcance and integrity of the El Charre and Stables Bulldings, It is my
oplnlon that they are not eligibsla for the Nattonal Register of Historie Places. In the end, these bulldings are
victims of poor preservation planning In the 1970s. The erasure of thelr historlc urban context and thelr
Isolatlon from any contemporary urban context las compromised, and will always compromise, thelr overall
Integrity.

IFyou wish to dlscuss this further, please fell free to contact me. Thankyou for your consideration,

g’

R. Brooks Jeffery

Director, Drachman Institute

Coordinator, Gruduate Heritage Conservation Certificate Pragram
Professor, Coflege of Architecture, Planning, & Lundscape Architecture

520-621-2991
rhleflfer@emall.arlzona.edu

capla.arizona.edu/drachman



S
TUCSON
HISTORIC
PRESERVATION
FOUNDATION

1 February 2006

Arizona State Tlistoric Preservation Oflice
1300 West Washington Sireel
Thoenis, Arizona B5007

et Determination of Bligibility for Fila/BI Charco and S1able Buildings; Tucson, Arizona.
Deac State Historie 'reservation Offiee Sialf,

Thank you for the additional Infurmation about concerns related ta the integety of the Tlin/Ti
Charco and Stable buildings and the resulting dispute succounding eligibility foc lisiing in National
chislt‘r of Historic Places. On behalf of the Tugson Historde Presenvation Poundaton, we fecl itls
imporiant 1a offee addiional informatdon aligut the c\ccpllunal significance of the buildings and
fucther examlne issues of ntegety ro reaffiem our position that the buildings are Indeed eligible for
listing,

Tf a National Registec Nominatton were to move forward we belicve the Tin/T Charco and Stable
Duildings would be cligible undce National Register of ITistoric Places Criterion A, with a pedid of
significance steetthing from the eonsteuction of the buildings ca. 1865 1a the date of their physical
changes as a result of being ptl_:s(_.'r\‘cﬂ and adaplively incorparated into the 1a Plicita Urban Renewat
projectin 1973, Under Cuiierion Az "a propeaty thatls significant for its historle associalion Iz cligible
iFit revaing the essential physical featees thay rade up its characree oe appeacance during the periad
of its assaciation with the imgortaat event, hislorical patteen, or pegson(s),”

. “T'o fully understand the impact of changes
0] lhc LivildIng's integrity we have furthee examiried the Niwional Registee coterda and the reeognized
seven adpects or gialitics of integrity. In addilion, we have identified rome impontanl facts relited io
the buildings sfgnificance, "This examinition follows below:,

f. Jhesumhemsm‘blesbulldm _15 one of the olds

Ciltizen as being 'l:unlg bcl'nr(' or by 1865 2. 'I'ho three I:m cammereial building also appcars on lhc
George 1land 2 \f‘tpjﬂjﬂmg_g[. not the oldest known sunnin' commercial storefo




type in Tucson. Additionally, a buildiing appears on Major D. Ferpusson [862 map at this location at
the nogih end of the property fronting the La Plaza de la Mesilla. 3. The social sipaificance of these

buildings to the Hispanic community eannat be understated. In 1966/67, the communily fought
against local Urhan Renewal proposals for the preservation of this building complex. These buildings
were sp'lrcd fiom demeclition in the late 1960s because of their sighificance to the Hispanic
commmnity and the resullma ‘restoration” was a requirenient of the salg and redevelopment of In
Placita by the Clh’ of’ I.ucsou

SIGNIFICANCE

‘The small bujlding complex is comprised of three distinct parts. The Adobe Stable (¢.1865 — 1896),
the Flin huilding (c.1875), and the (wo-story Bl Charro building (¢.1875-1930). The threc paris ate
connected to create a U-shaped courtyard and ate physically detached fram the surcounding Urban
Renewal development of the 1970s.

The Adobe Stable

Although a date of construction has not been definitively documented, a 24 June 1974 Thesonr Daily
Cifizen article looking at the 19703 rehabilitation stated, l_llq'"hnildiug was orginally residential and
latet wsed for hotse shegs and a livery stable witl: the buildings appeadng on the 1860 maps of the
Old Pueblo.” For the purpose of this assessment, a cursory review of historic maps and documents
provide important benchimatk dates that inform the historic development and significauce of the
uillding complex, The first scgment of the building was the southern section, which appears on the
George Hand map of Tucson dated to 1870-1880. The 1886 Sanbomn Vixe Insurance Map (Sanbosn)
shows the southern stable building and the open courtyard. By 1896 the north-south segment of the
adobe huilding connecting ta the commercial storefrants is derailed on the Sanborm. This map also
labels the adobe structures “Chincse,” suggesting an association with Tucson’s early Chinese
comnuity.

The eastern-most camimercial bay of the Flin building is labeled “Chin, Wash Ho." Providing
further evidence to a connection with the Tucson Chinese business community. As patt of the
construction of the La Palcita center in the early 1970s, the tehabilitation work of the building was
completed by Adela Patafox and architect Fred Palnfox. Based on the documented dates of the
Stable building coupled with the significnnt loss of pre-1900 buildings in downtown Tucson in (he
Inter pait of the 20th century, this building is ene of the oldest adabe sleuctures ¢xtant in the
downtown Tucson cose, and additional research has the potential to reveal futther historic
significance and information about Tucson’s early diverse cultural history.

The Flin/El Charro Building

The Flin/E1 Charro building is comprised of two distinct sections that faced one of Tueson's original
city plazas: La Placita de San_Agnstin. "I'he building is an important extant historic plaza providing a
physical edge to the original configuration of the plaza de San Agustin, The eastern “Fiin” section is
a single story commercial building that was designed with three bays. The building has a horizontal
massing deiived from the low height and wide street frontage. The display windows were pattitioned
into panels of glass and toped by a line of transom windows. The building includes & plain cornice
with decorative architectural detail at the top of the parapet that gives the building a distinctive viswal
identity. ‘I'he three storefronts are separated by an attached rectangular pilaster. The western “El
Chatro"” scction is a bwo-story Spanish revival style building with a ground floor commercial store
front which includes a display window toped by a lintel and divided fixed transom aud an arched
doonway. The sccond floor has a balcony, shuttcred window, exposed decorative rafier tails, and red
barrel roof tiles.



Julius Flinn was a stonemason who helped build San Agustin Cathedral, Flis obitwary in the Arizona
Staron 20 January 1915 states, “Flin was a pioncer of the city, having arrived in Tucson in 1875 from
France with Henry Menager, He was a contractor in stone and cement-worlk. Flin is credited with the
masoniy stone rose pattal for the asdgingl fagade of the original San Augustine Cathiedral” (now
integrated into the fagade of the Atizona Historical Society at 949 East 2nd Street).

The 1870-1880 Geotge Hand map shows one of the bays of the commercial building as sewing
machine store, and is corroborated by advetliscments in the Tueron Daify Citigen from 1884 that
advertise the "White Sewing Machine Company”. The 1386/96 Sanborn Maps show the address of
the storefronts as 14 = 16 ¥z Camp Street. These eatly Sanborn maps alsa show the huilding as
housing a restaurant, cobbler, and Chinese wash. ‘The 190! Sanborn shows revised address numbers
as 144, 140, 136, and 134 West Camyp Street renamed to Broadway by 1909.

The two-stery building was built in the 1870s by Julius Vlin, and according to interviews with his
daughter Monica Flin in 1968, it was Julius Flin’s first project in “[wcson. DMonica was a local
entreprencur. Intetviewed in the Trwson Daily Citizen on 3 July 1968, she reflected on the origins of
hier restaurant, Bl Cliarro; I statted in business over on 8, Foutth Avente, actoss from Carnso’s.
Two years after that, in 1930, I moved over by the L'emple of Music and Art, The dead end street
wasi't good foE siy business, so in 1935 T moved here on Broadway. Business hoomed, and even
during the war, when many other restautants had to close, the business liese was good.”

The El Charro Mexican Restaurant website fuither desctibes the stact of their institation:

Hstablished in 1922 by our beloved Tia Monica Flin, El Chatto Café of Tucson, Arizona, 11
Chairo Café is the nation’s oldest Mexican restaurant in continnous operation by the same
family, Our Tia Monica, o triie entrepresicur and hurgeaning chef, came to Tucson via
France in the 1800 when her father Jules, a fanous stone-mason, was commissioned to
build the city’s pristine St. Avpustine Cathedral,

Back in those days, 4 woman owned business was rare enougly, but 21 Chatto was cven more
wnique as it was truly 4 one woman operation, with Monica acting as hostess, waitress and
chef all at the same time

Our Legendary Lia Monica Elin, is well-known as “The Tnventor of the Chimiclianga.”

While frying her how famous Bl Charco ground beef tacos, she accidentally dropped a buirro
into the frying pan aind when the oil splashed up shie was about to lash out a common
Spanish cuss wofd statting with “Ch” but because she was amongst her young nieces and
nephews, changed it to “Chimichanga”, the equivalent of “thingamajig.” Thankfully for all of
us, hMonica was a controlled and cieative cuss.

Monica Flin fought to stay in the building during Urban Rencwal and was part of a group of local
advocites who wotked to save the La Placita,

Saved from Ugban Renewal

As the [ull cultural impact and demolition of Tucson’s utban core through Uthan Renewal was [ully
rcalized, Alva Torres, a Tucson horn Mexican-American, founded and served as chairman of the
Committee to preserve La Placita (1966/67). Torres joined with and lead the chatge to presceve the
original plaza and the culturally significaut buildings that defined its spatial outline. Torres was
quoled in the Tacson Daify Citizen in 1967 saying, “preservaiion of part of the Mexican heritage in the
Urban Renewal aren is essential or Tucson will cease to be the Old Puebln.” Torres successfully



made the case for the exceptional significance and cultueal importance of these buildings. Becanse of
her effoits, the Flin building, the stables and the La Placita were saved, and the City required them be
restored and intergeaded into the Ushan Renewal La Placita project.

The Flin/Bl Charro building and the Adobe Stable huilding are exceptionally significant nineteenth-
century structures from downtown Tucson’s commercial district that survived the ravages of Urban
Renewal. They are part of the oldest adobe and commercial buildings in downtown Tucson, exhibit
nineteenth-centuey vernacular adobe construction, and convey hoth the historic qualities of
ninctcenth-century Tucson and continue to define the spatial eonstruct of the La Placita de San
Agpustin,

The very fact these buildings were saved from Iarge-scale demolition dusing Urban Renewal, coupled
with civic intervention by the Hispanic community, leadl by Alva Torres, underscore the exceptional
significance and histotic imporiance of fhese résources to the people of Tucson and the Hispanic
community of Southern Arizona,

The Teron Daily Citigen described the buildings in 2 August 1973

Built by a Frenchman in a siyle so immaculately Mexican that it was preserved as a selic of
old Tucson, the building housed a Chinese restaurant, then the widely known 1 Chatro
Reéstaurant. The steuctuie — including an old house and attached stables — was the sole
survivor when ueban fenewal dust settled in 1968, [...] the Old Pueblo’s adobe has some tales
to tell newcomers.

INTEGRITY

As defined in the National Register Bulletin, FHow fo apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,
integrity is defied as; “the abilily of a property to convey its significance. To he listed-in the National
Registet of Historic Places, a property must not only be shown to e significant under the National
Register criteria, but it also must have integrity. 'The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a subjective
judgnient, but it must always be grounded in an undetstanding of a property's physical featutes and
how they relate to its significance,”

As detailed in the National Register Bulletin: “determining which of these aspects are most important
to a pacticular properly requires knowing why, where, and when the properly is significant.”

Location

The location of the Flin/B1 Charro and Stable Buildings are oxiginal and unchanged. Where the
buildings were constructed, and where the significant events occurred that relate to the history of
Tucson's social and cultural history, remains intact. The location of this building complex, directly
adjacent to the La Plaza de In Mosilla/ La Placita de San Agustin, is exceplionally important in
understanding why the property was created, the developmental history of Tucson, and is important
in recalling a sense of place. The preservation of these buildings in the 1960s emphasized the
importance of location and place, Conversely, the locations of the buildings are important to the
integrity of location of the La Plaza de fa Mesilla/ La Placita de San Agustﬁl, and without theit
survival, the sense of place related to the culural and civic plaza is lost.

Deslgn

The design of the Stables building and two-story El Charro building remain intact. The combination
of clements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and style of the buildings is relalively
unchanged. Intact design clements include the ofganization of space, propozlion, scale,
ornamentation, and matetials, The buildings have been treatéd with stucco in the 1970s that are



inconsistent with 1he original design. Hislotie photos of the two-story building show the retained
original design details including windows, balcony features, roof tile and fenestrations. Ihe Adobe
Stable building has intact design elements typiical of vernrcular adobe construction of the nineteenth-
century, including recessed doars and windows, thick adobe walls, curved corners, and organic
forms,

‘I'he original design of the Flin building was altered as o result of the building being presecved and
“aclaptively reused” as part of an Urban Renewal project. The preservation of the significant building
complex included changes to the middle storefront bay of the Flin building by converting it into =
Dbreezeway, thereby creating access info the rear couttyard and Stables building, ‘This change, which
compromised the original design integrity, is pact of the sacial history of Uthan Renewal. Additional
modification to the reamaining storefronts aliered the window/door configurations. The masonsy
form of the building and fagade details remain intact including the three simple pilasters, and
decoraive treatment along the parapet. The huildisig would be nominated under Criterfon A and
cliatiges to the design integeity wonld not impact the conveyance of significance.

Setting

Thé setting of the Hlin/14 Chatro and Stable buildings were heavily impacted and diminished by
Utban Renewal. ‘The original sttect and streeiscape was tedeveloped and lost. The sutronnding
historic buildings were demolished and a new multi-story office complex built around tliem. This
was one of a handful of nineteenth-century buildings that lost their context but continue to convey
theit significance. Other examples of building that liave lost all or somé of their integeity of sclling,
but remaln cligible or listed in the National Register include, the Sosa-Fremont-Cautillo IHouse
(Tugson), Charles O Brown House (Tucson), Casa Cordava House (Tucson), Samaniego House
(I'ueson) and the Charles Trumbull Hayden House (1'empe).

In the case of the Hin/Bl Chatro and Stable buildings not all of the setting has been lost. The
buildings remains connected and adjacént to the La Placita de San Aguslin and retalu a semblauce of
the way in which the buildings were positioned i their envitonmeiit to reflect the designer's concept
of cominetcial activity. The setling inside the courtyard space has some integrity, similie to that of
the Charles Q. Brown House (Tucson) courtjard.

Materials

The Flin/Bl Chatro and Stable buildings retain the key exterior materials dating from the period of
their historic significance. When rehabilitated in the early 1970s, the historic materials and significant
features were prescrved, although non-historic stucco treatment was applied.

The construction materials of the Flin/El Charro and Stable buildings are the physical expression of
the local preferences, availabiliey of materials, and values af nineteenth and rentieth-century
“[ucson. 'Ihe use of adobe and regional building traditions help define an area’s sense of time and
place. The historic materials arc intact and the properly is an actual historic resource, sot a
recreation/reconstruction,

Workmanship

The Stable building provides extant physical evidence of the vernacular adohe huilding tradition and
adobe eraftsmanship typical in Tucson dusing the mid- to fate-nineteenth centuty. This example of
construction and workmanship reveal local and regional application of both buikling technological
practices and aesthelic principles.

Feeling
Despjte the diminishment of integrity of setting, the fecling of the Fiin/El Chatro and Stable
Luildings remaios relatively intact. The buildings on their own continue to have the abiity to express



the aesthetic and historic sense of late nineteenth and eady twenticth century Tucson. The physical
Features of the building when taken together convey the properlies historic chaeacter. 'The reténtion
of the original lacation, materials and workmanship of the ptinciple fagacle and the intetior setting of
tlie couityard relate and niaintain the feeling of life in late nineteenth/early twentieth-century “Iicson.

Association

The Flin/Bl Charro and Stable buildingg have a direct link to historic events and people including,
ilie development of early Tucson; the history, physical and spatial delineation of La Plaza De La
Mesilla / Ta Placita de San Agusting early adobe construction acd rchitecture in Tncson and
Atizong, the eagdy Chinese comnumily in Tucson and Southern Arizona, the Mexican-American
histoty of Tucson aud Asizona in the nineteenth and twentieth century; meztcantile nnd commercial
practices aud development in the Ametlcan Southwest; French master Stone Mason Julius Flia, the
culfnary att of Monica Flin; minority and female owned business and entteprencurship in Tucson and
Atlzona, the oldest single-family owned Mexican Restaurant in the United States; the creation of the
chimichanga a Mexican American culinary dish, 1he perpetualion of heritage food teaditions of
Arizona; Uthan Renewal and the eardly historic preservation movement of the 1960s in Tucson and
Arizona; Mexican-American advocacy and cultural preservation; culturl advocacy of Alva Torres
and the twentictl century steuggle to preserve histotic sites associated with Mexican-American
heritage.

Despite the loss of semng, changes in the 1970 to create access, and incompatible stucco and paint,
the buitdings retain association of place, events, and people. The buildings physlcal form, details and
spatial armament have remained intact since the nineteenth cenfury and retain its quality of
assaciation with the events and people listed above. For example, the Tucson Historic Presenvation
Foundation and other histotic preservation arganizations that lead tours of downtown Tucson, have
for decades started at this location because of its ability to physically convey its significance.

The National Register gnidance related to Rawe Examples of a Properly Type stresses that comparative
information is impotfant to considerwhen evaluating the integrity of a property thai is a rare
sutviving example of ifs type. The Flin/11 Charto nnd Stable buildings are both a rare early example
of adobe constmction and commercial development and has the essential physical features that
enable it to convey its histoxic character. National Register propestics with similar loss of integrity arc
eligiblé and listed on the National Register of Historic Places. The buildings all have similar integrity
issues to other enrly and rare examples of adobe and commercial consteuction in Tucson. ‘Lhe Sosa-
Fremont-Carrillo house for example was spared during Utban Renewal and nominated to and listed
on the National Register in 1971, The adobe Senoran row house once flanked Main Street (Camino
Real), but has since lost all of its sctling. Morcover, new construction in 2015 is significantly
diminishing the setling and feeling of the Charles O. Brown House, and will itow be flanked by
nlti-stoty residentinl construction that will leave the property in near perpetual shade.

The selting of the Casa Cordova House has also changed, as has the Samaniego house, and the
Charles Trumlbull Haydeir Flouse in Tempe. Tnu all these cases the changes to setling and design id
siol constitute incligibility. Based on the exceptional and early significance and essential physical
features that ate intact, thie lilin/El Charto and Stable buildings retain integrity of location materdals,
workmanship, feeling and association. The integrity of setting and design have been comproinised,
but ate stll present.

The Flin/I] Cliarro and Stable buildings ate significant for their historic association and retention of
the essential physical features that made up their chamacter and appearance during the period of their
association with important events, histardeal patterns, and people. Fusther, they are eligible for listing
in the National Register of Historic Places because (hey retain their essenlial physical features, and
these festutes ace visible enough to convey their significance.



ARIZOAN REGISTER QF HISTORIC PLACHS

Because of questions raised as to the National Register of Historic Places eligibility of these
propertics, we also request a Determination of Eligibility to the Aiizona Repister of Historic Places.
"T'a asses this eligibility the Tucson Historic Preservalion Fonadatian used the-Anizona State Hittoric
Preseriition Office Revised Policy Statement for Reconmendution of Bljgibility of Builiding 16 the Arigona Register of
Hisforéc Places, 25 March 2011,

Original Building criteria 1, 2, 3 and 7 apply to the evaluation of the Flin/El Charro and Stable
buildings.

1. Evaluation of exterior inteprify wifl contivus fo be the priveary focies of survey work with iost atfentiod given fo 1he
Priniary fajade.

2. In genéral, the primary faade yunst bave a majorily (S1%) of its features intact, aud at bt 75% of all exterior
werllr snist be presen.

3. In general, either the birtoric wall materiale aund details mnst be infact and visible, or the historic massing and
openings (doors and windows) winst be infact and visible. If both are missing or ave hidden belind non-bisloric
wialerials the building will not be eligible for lack of infegrit).

7. As pari of a comprehensive evaliation the age aud rarify of the resorce will be addressed within an bistorical
context and a comparison with ather siwilar properties, Tu general, the older or varer the property the less integrity will
Le sequiired for eligihility. Indigenons buildings over 100 years old, vervacnlar or designed buildings coustettited by hand
ntilied square natls or unique one of u Kind buildiugs will be given the greatest feniengy in reluatiouship o fevel of
integriiy.

Using the National Register eligibility as a baseline, the focus of the survey work and evaluation for
the Arizona Repister elipibility for the Flin/El Chatto and Stable buildings give the most attention to
the primacy fagades, The building has two primary fagades; the commerclal storcfronts and the adobe
stables exteriors.

Per state of Arizona eligibilily tequirements, the Flin/Bl Charro and Stable buildings meet the
thireshold of having over 51% of their features fitact and 75% of all exterior walls present. The
historic wall materials and details are intact and visible and the historic massing and openings are
hnlact and visible.

"Ihis historic evaluation has documented these resources as some of the oldest adobe buildings in
downtown and onc of, if not the oldgst, commercial storefronts in downtown Tucson, The uildings
are both old and rare and per the Atizona Rligibility: “less integrity will be réquired for elipibility.”
These building clearly meet the theeshold for designation. Additionally the State eligibility criteria
states: “indigenous butldings over 100 years old, vetnacular or designed buildings constructed by
lhand utilized square nails or unique one of a kind buikdings will be given the greatest lentency in
relationship to level of itegrity” The buildings meet this definition and as such any issues of
integrity related to setling or design should not preclude eligibility for desiguation in the State
Register.



Thank you for attenttion fo this evaluation,
If there is any addition information we can provide, please don’t hesitate to contact us.

(N—

Demnion Clinco

Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation
PO Box 40008

Tucson, Arizona 85717
demion.clincof@presetvetucson.org



----- Original Message----- From: "Terry Majewski"
<tmajewski@sricrm.com> Sent: Thursday, March 24, 2016
11:20am To: "Raul Ramirez" <rauleramirezl@aol.com>,
"vstrang@azstateparks.gov"

<vstrang@azstateparks.gov> Cc: "Demion Clinco"
<demion.clinco@preservetucson.org:>,
"omar@hsiproperties.com” <omar@hslproperties.com>

Subject: RE: Preservation Hearing on 3.24,16
Thank you for your email Raul.
Regards, Terry

----- Original Message----- From: Raul Ramirez
[mailto:rauleramirezl@aol.com] Sent: Thursday, March 24,
2016 9:58 AM To: vstrang@azstateparks.gov; Terry
Majewski <tmajewski@sricrm.com> Cc: Demion Clinco
<demion.clinco@preservetucson.org>;
omar@hslproperties.com

Subject: Preservation Hearing on 3.24.16

All, tast night at our monthly Board meeting of Los
Descendietes del Presido de Tucson, we invite Omar Mireles,
HSL Properties to make a presentation on their plan for the
Placita Village. We were impressed by HSL's plans to
enhance the Placita, preserve the Samaniego house and
save the El Charro. Following his presentation our Board
voted in favor of preserving the Samaniego House, the
Stables and El Charro because of its historic significance to
the Old Pueblo. In doing so we are in favor of placing these
buildings on the National Register of Historic Places. It is our



hope that whatever decision is make by your committee,
that we as a Tucson community continue a dialogue with
HSL to seek a mutual resolution for all parties involved.

Thank you for consideration, Raul Ramirez, President of Los
Descendientes. Sent from my iPhone



PIMA COUNTY

Sustalnabllity ~ Conservatlon ~ Historlc Proservatlon

March 25, 2016

Mr. JIm Garrison, Slate Histarle Praservatlon Officer
Chair and Members, Hisloric Sites Review Commiiles
Slate Hislorié Preservation Qffica

1100 W, Washington St.

Phoenlx, AZ 85007

Re: Determination of Eflgibliily - La Placlta Historlo Bulldings Complex;
Samanlego House, Filn/Et Charro and Stables bulldings at La Placita de la Mesiila

Dear Mr. Garrison, Histords Proservallon Slaff, and Chalr and Members, HSRC:

| regral hiat | am uiiable lo allenid the Hisloric Sites Reviow Commillee maeeting today, but | ask
Ihat this letter be Included In Lhe racord for Ihe subject HSRG agenda llem:.

| understand the Siate Historlo Préservallon Office has recalved al lsast twa opposing
recommendallons, and [ élso underslanid that the Cily of Tucson has not offered any
essessmant or tecommendallon. Like Tucson, Pima Counly I3 a Cenrtifiad Locaf Governmanil,
and allhough our juiladiction has o authorly Inthe Clty Uimits, | nonelheloss feel these bulldings
< the Samanlega House, Fiin /El Charra and Stables buildings el La Placlla da fa Mesilla are
locally and reglonally significant historl properiies, and | racommend them {o you as eligible for
Incluston In the Slate and Nalional Reglsters of Hislorle Places.

Because | concur wilh fhe evalualions presenled by the Tueson Histerio Preservallon
Foundatlon concerning eligibllity criterda, | will not reslate them In this felier, Inslead | will argus
thal the significance of these bulldings also centars on lhem being retalned as *fiving pad's of
our commpiilly life." which Is what the Natlonal Historic Preservation Act directs us (o do.

As many of you know, Tucson urban renewal was a bilter axpadenca here, end the Tucson
communlty has naver recovared from the dislocalion of mefa than 1,000 peopls and the
destrucion of an entire barrdo and all of its bulldinigs, streals, and other tangtble and culiural
{admarks {See La Calla. 2010 by Lydta Otero): [lwas only efier lenglhy balles beglaning In
the1860a Lhal these very few bulldings, now the subject of anclher conlroversy, would become
tha only alrictures lo siiviva the bulldezer. While | cannol argua thal evary aspect of
“inlegrity,” especially of sélling, has beer setalned, these buildings do, In my optalon, retain
sulficfent doflnlng hisloric characlerlslics expressive of Mexican-American communlly
devalopment [n tha 18 and early 20% canlyry to be considered eliglble undar Criterion A, and
they remain the only physical expression of the deslroyed barrio.

As Lhe only remaining bulldings ta remind us of the once vibrant Mexican-Amerlcan community
Iny this location and our collective history frem that era, the proposed demofition of lhese
bulldings rafses agaln, sonie 60 years laler, questions of soclal Juslicé, whose history maliars,
and whose history does nol.
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To quote Lydla Otero from La Calle (2010:14), “the 80 acres thal were bulidozed encompassed
a complicated geographical amalgam of several barrios and la caffe, which tucsonenses
claimed as thelr downtown, Understanding the area destroyed by trban renewal is central lo
understanding Tucson's characler.... Tucsonefises’ sharad conneclion to place and history
fuefed the historle preservation efforls of the La Placila Committee..., which called for
preserving Plaza de la Mesilla and the buildings that surrounded It...as a tangible reminder of
the key role Mexican Amerigans had played In building the city.”

Saving aven lhese few vestiges of he barrio was only accomplished after a long and Intensive
fight, led by Alva Torres and others. To the great credit of the La Placita Commities, thelr fight to
save this bil of the barrio became the argument and basls for both the Cily of Tucson and Pima
Counly to adopl ordinances and poticles {o protect historic properties, and It led to the
establishment of the Joint Tucson-Pima Counly Historlcal Comimisston In 1972, which still
funetlons for bath jurlsdictions.

I might even suggest this provides a new historic conlex! for consideration for which these
bulldings could be determined eligible under Criterion A:

The development of fistoric preservation policy and protections In Tucson and
Plma County, Arizona, following urban renewal. 1966-present day.

The preservatlon of the Filn/ El Charro, Stables bulidings, and Samaniego House at La Placita
de la Mesilla cartalnly resulted from Tucson's local reaclion to the natlonal historic preservation
movement thal was Ignited as a result of the devastaling losses of urban renswal, and which led
to the adoptlon of the National Historfc Preservation Act In 1968. As noted by Lady Bird
Johnsoh It the Foreword to With Herltage So Rich, “...the bulldings which express our natfonal
herilage are not simply inleresting. They glve a sense of continulty and of heightened reallty (o
our thinking about the whole meaning of the American past,”

There is no small irony In the fact that these very buildings that embody the very beginnings of
this sensibility and that were the genesls of the Tucson historle preservation movement nearly
50 years ago are again lhreafened with demolition.

To conclude; | hope you will consider the history and historic qualittes of these bulldings, their
importance to the Mexlcan-American community's collective history as tanglble reminders of
thelr contribution to the devslopment of Tucson, the pivotal role these bulldings played in the
development and adoplion of historic preservation policies and ordinances In Tucson and Pima
Counly, and that these buildings have gained even further significance as they have remained
living parts of our communily [Ife In Tucson.

| raspeciiully recommend these bulldings you as ellgible for inclusion In the State and National
Registers of Hisleric Places.

Sincerely, _

Mo Maeyz>

Linda Mayro, Director
Suslainability-Consservallon-Historlc Preservalion
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