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Date:        January 12, 2011 LPC 004/11
Location: 728 St. Helens, Tacoma Municipal Bldg North, Room 16  
 
 
Commission Members in Attendance: 
Ross Buffington 
Edward Echtle 
Ken House 
Fred King 
Megan Luce 
Bret Maddox, S.E. 
Marshall McClintock 
Mark McIntire  
Ha Pham 
Pamela Sundell  
 
Commission Members Excused: Imad Al Janabi 
 

Staff Present: 
Reuben McKnight 
Tonie Cook 
Diane Wiatr 
 
Others Present:  
Gary Branfeld, Tony Trunk, Katherine  Ursich,           
Grace Pleasants, Corinne Kerr, Randal Bennett,        
Lani Su, Tom Johnson, Milt Tremblay, Lani Ralph,      
Brian Elkins, Katie Chase 
 
 
 

 
Chair Mark McIntire called the meeting to order at 5:02 P.M.   
 
 
1. CONSENT AGENDA 

 
A. Excusal of Absences 

 
 Commissioner Imad Al Janabi was excused. 

   
 
2. DEMOLITION – PRELIMINARY MEETING 

 

Mr. Reuben McKnight noted for the record that Mr. Branfeld, property owner’s representative, has submitted a 
procedural letter outlining a request if a public hearing is recommended by the Commission dependent upon 
finding that the building is historically contributing to the district. 

He continued with the Staff Report beginning with General Procedural Notes as follows. 
 

The property described below has been submitted to the Landmarks Preservation Commission with a request for 
approval of demolition.  Properties that are designated City Landmarks, or that are located within a Historic 
Special Review District or Conservation District Overlay, require the review and approval prior to the issuance of 
a demolition permit. 

The purpose of this preliminary meeting, as defined by Tacoma Municipal Code 13.07.110, is the Commission to 
discuss the project background and possible alternative outcomes, and to schedule a hearing date, if necessary. 

If a property is determined to be historically contributing, and a public hearing must be scheduled, the hearing 
shall be scheduled within 90 days.  Following the hearing, there is a mandatory 60 day comment period. 

 
  

MINUTES 

Landmarks Preservation Commission 
Community and Economic Development Department 
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Alternatively, the Commission may find that the building is not historically contributing, and therefore a public 
hearing is not required.  In these cases, the Commission may waive the remainder of the demolition review 
process.  In the case where no replacement structure is proposed, the Commission also may waive the 
requirements for approval of new construction per TMC 13.07.130. This would conclude the demolition review 
process. 

Lastly, the Commission may request a 30 day period to distribute the application materials for additional peer 
review. 

In summary, the three potential actions before the Commission include: 

1. Finding that the building is historically contributing to the district, and forwarding the proposal for a public 
hearing and automatic 60 day comment period. 

2. Finding that the building is not historically contributing to the district. 

3. Finding that additional information is needed, and requesting a 30 day review period. 

 
A.  2120 South C Street – Columbia-Heidelberg Building (Union Station Conservation District) 

 
The Columbia-Heidelberg Building complex at 2120 South C Street is proposed for demolition by the owner to 
remediate a Dangerous Building complaint issued by the City of Tacoma on November 16, 2010.  No 
replacement structure is proposed for the parcel at this time. 

 
The complex consists of several interconnected structures and buildings dating from the 1930s through the 
1950s, which are identified in various ways in the attached architectural assessment, the historic preservation 
analysis, the engineering report, and the demolition bid.  Although the City Code Enforcement order only refers to 
a single building in its narrative, the code enforcement action applies to all the structures on the parcel.  For the 
purposes of clarity, this Staff report will consider the property in 3 principal components: 
• Building 1:  Office Building 
• Building 2:  Brewhouse 
• Building 3:  Storage, tankage, bottling and other parts of the complex 
 
In 2007 and 2008, the property occupied by the building complex was included in conceptual renderings of a 
hotel development project.  The hotel development ultimately did not include this property, and was approved in 
2010 by the Commission for construction on the adjacent parcel.  At that time, the owner submitted paperwork for 
the demolition of the building complex, but did not complete or submit an application for the same to the 
Landmarks Preservation Commission. 
 
A copy of photographs taken by staff and commissioners during the Commission’s April 2008 field visit of the 
Brewery Building are enclosed with the Staff Report.   

 
Basic Timeline  
1. 12/12/2007:  Briefing to the Commission on proposed new construction design, including the 
demolition of the existing building at 2120 South C Street (Columbia Heidelberg building) 

2. 4/02/2008:   Site visit by Commission. 

3. 7/2008:   Application for Design Review for the new hotel construction submitted.  It was noted that 
the demolition application would be submitted separately. 

4. 9/24/2008:   Commission review of the hotel design application by Commission.  Commission 
deferred action on the application until the final design was presented. 
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5. 8/12/2009:   A no-action briefing requested by the Applicant for feedback on a new hotel design at 
2102 South C Street, which is next to the above property and does not include the 2120 S C property (not the 
Columbia Heidelberg structure). 

6. 7/14/2010:   Approval of design for new hotel at 2102 South C Street, including approval for 
demolition of an existing structure on that parcel. 

7. 11/16/2010:   City of Tacoma issues Dangerous Building Complaint on 2120 South C building 
(Columbia Heidelberg) 

8. 12/14/2010:   Application for demolition of 2120 S C Street property submitted to Tacoma Historic 
Preservation Office  

 
Standards to be considered:  
 
General Standards for Demolition Review 
Because this is a preliminary meeting that is focused on determining the significance of the structure, not all of the 
standards for demolition approval may be applicable.  Staff recommended consideration of B and C at this time.  
He noted that all standards are provided as information below (TMC 13.07.140): 

In addition to the stated purposes and findings located in this chapter, the Landmarks Preservation Commission 
shall address the following issues when considering an application for historic building demolition:  

A. The reasonableness of any alternatives to demolition that have been considered and rejected, that may 
meet the stated objectives of the applicant;  

B. The physical, architectural, or historic integrity of the structure in terms of its ability to convey its 
significance, but not including any damage or loss of integrity that may be attributable to willful neglect;  

C. The importance of the building to the character and integrity of the surrounding district; and  

D. Any public or expert commentary received during the course of the public comment and peer review 
periods. 

 
Evaluating Significance 
Staff recommended applying the criteria for significance for City Landmarks, located at TMC 13.07.040. 
 
1. Retains integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association such that it 
is able to convey its historical, cultural, or architectural significance, and 
2. Meets one or more of the six Landmarks Criteria. 

 
Analysis to be considered: 
1. The owner of the buildings at 2120 South C Street submitted a demolition approval request to the 
Landmarks Preservation Commission on 12/14/2010. 
 
2. The buildings at 2120 South C Street are located within the Union Station Conservation District, and 
adjacent to the Union-Depot Warehouse Historic District, which is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National 
Registers of Historic Places.  
 
3. Properties proposed for demolition that are located within the Union Station Conservation District require 
Landmarks Preservation Commission approval prior to permits for such demolition are issued.  
 
4. There is no contributing/noncontributing historic buildings inventory within the Union Station Conservation 
District.  Buildings within historic and conservation districts that are not inventoried are assumed to be 
contributing (TMC 13.07.070(E)). 
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5. There are no plans to construct a replacement structure at this time.  Therefore, the requirements and 
stipulations regarding new construction located in TMC 13.07.100 – 13.07.150 do not apply to this application and 
may be waived by the Commission per TMC 13.07.130A. 
 
6. Future new construction will require the approval of the Landmarks Preservation Commission. 
 
7. The property owner, in accordance with the application requirements for demolition, has submitted the 
following documentary materials:  A historic property report by the historic preservation and architecture 
consulting firm Krafft & Krafft, a condition assessment report by Tonkin/Hoyne Architects, and a structural report 
from I.L. Gross Structural Engineers. 
 
8. The above consulting parties are professionally qualified in their fields and all have extensive experience 
with historic buildings and structures. 
 
9. Based on the above, the application appears complete. 
 
10. The historic property report, written by Krafft & Krafft in 2008 and submitted by the owner, includes an 
extensive history of the brewery complex.  The area in which the brewery is located included several similar 
complexes, including the 19th century Pacific Brewing and Malting Complex, which is located at South 25th and C 
Streets, and is listed on the Tacoma Register of Historic Places.  Both complexes have a shared history related to 
the brewing industry in Tacoma. 
 
11. It is clear that the Columbia-Heidelberg Complex is related to several important historical themes in 
Tacoma, including the shipping and railroad industry and German immigration.  In addition, the 1930s structures 
are the direct result of expansion that occurred immediately after the repeal of the Volstead Act.  
 
12. Although the original brewhouse and office were constructed on the site in 1900, it appears that the 
earliest buildings present on the site date from post-Prohibition construction the mid-1930s.  Significant 
remodeling and construction activities occurred in the 1950s and 1980s. 
 
13. The City’s historic buildings inventory record for the property was updated in 2003.  At the time, the 
reviewer noted that “…expansion [has] totally destroyed any traces of the old brewery,” and that the building did 
not appear to be eligible for the National Register of Historic Places or a contributing element within a potential 
historic district.   
 
14. The Krafft report indicates that the complex of buildings likewise has “…undergone repeated 
modernization…remodeling and expansion…none of the wood-frame buildings are extant… the massing and 
form of the complex has not drastically changed, but exhibits very poor physical integrity…”.   
 
15. The Krafft report identifies two key structures on the property:  “The most visible and important historic 
portions of the complex are (1) the Brew House and boiler room, and (2) the office building, which were both 
constructed in 1934”.   
 
16. According to the Krafft report, “[The Brew House] exhibits very poor physical integrity”.  The Office 
Building, “…exhibits generally poor physical integrity; however it could be considered worthy of rehabilitation 
according to the feasibility of adaptive use and structural retrofit options.”   
 
17. The attributes of the Office Building, according to the Krafft Report, follows:  “It continues to exhibit the 
original stepped building form with a three-story central bay flanked by two-story side bays.  The three structural 
bays continue to be accentuated by engaged piers with tapered caps…The original second and third floor level 
window openings with cast stone window sills remain in place…however, first floor window openings at the 
façade have been altered and infilled”.  The portion of the report discussing the “Office Building” states,      “… 
none of the original steel sash window members remain in place at the façade but some…[remain on the]…side 
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elevations on the third floor level”.   “The wrought iron gates… to the service alley and arched openings…appear 
to date from the historic period”. 
 
18. Two additional elements were identified by the Krafft Report: “In October 2005 the cast stone frieze of the 
Student Prince was removed from the façade of the office building [c. 1934] and is reported to be held in storage 
by the current owner”, and “The water tower [erected possibly in the 1940 and 1948 – 1950 era] located on the 
roof of the former Stock House building remains highly visible and is relatively intact.”  
 
19. Based on the information presented above, while the Columbia Heidelberg Brewery is closely tied with 
the history of Tacoma, it appears that there is very little architecture remaining that conveys that history.  The 
brewhouse and office building retain very little integrity aside from massing and form, which by itself does not 
convey significance in this industrial setting. 
 
20. According to the submitted Condition Assessment Report (Tonkin/Hoyne Architecture), the brewery 
complex has suffered from fires, continued decay, lack of maintenance on the exterior and interior systems 
including the utilities, electrical, access, structural (see I.L. Gross Structural Engineers Report), mechanical, 
plumbing and fire sprinkler systems, which are all in need of replacement. 
 
21. The consulting reports consistently affirm the challenges that the complex presents as a potential 
rehabilitation project, both due to the architectural characteristics of the buildings and condition issues. 
 
22. The structural engineer’s report (I.L. Gross), affirms the high cost to upgrade for use of the buildings, and 
reported the requirements to retrofit would be, “…prohibitively expensive to incorporate into these 
buildings…substantial structural upgrades …to bring the buildings into conformance…to operate efficiently for the 
next 25 to 40 years”.  
 
23. According to the Tonkin/Hoyne report, the interior column placement on the Brew House building makes 
the building very challenging to adapt to a new use and most of the original steel windows, one of the few 
distinguishing architectural features of the building, have been replaced or are in very poor condition.  The report 
concludes that the building is in a condition that makes it “…not economically feasible to save or restore most 
parts of its several adjoined buildings”.  
 
24. In November 2010, City of Tacoma Department of Public Works issued a Dangerous Building Complaint 
on the property at 2120 South C Street, Assessor Parcel #2021060014, and includes all of the buildings known 
as the “Brewery Complex”, i.e. Brew House, Stock House, Office Building and any other buildings currently 
located on that tax parcel. 
 
25. Substandard conditions include missing roof, unstable walls, open shafts, missing structural elements, 
lack of utility service, missing windows, loose and dangling building components, unstable equipment, unsafe 
electrical system, and standing water. 
 
26. A Bid for Demolition, which includes the proposed itemized costs to demolish individual or all of the 
buildings was submitted with this application by the Applicant. 
 
27. The applicant and the City Public Works Department concur that the building is a hazard.   
 
28. Moreover, the applicant has included information from several subject matter experts supporting the 
assertion that the building is doubtful as a viable rehabilitation project. 
 
29. Few elements are recommended for retention or salvage.  The Krafft report notes that the water tower 
could potentially be salvaged and used as signage or as an interpretive piece in a new developent. Likewise, the 
Tonkin/Hoyne report adds that it could technically be possible to incorporate elements, such as façade, of the 
main office building into a new development, but that it would require an “imaginative designer” and would be 
“challenging.” 
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Staff recommended the adoption of the preliminary meeting’s staff analysis as findings by the Commission.  
 

Mr. Branfeld confirmed his agreement with the staff report, adding that the building was not a contributing 
structure within the scope of the definition of the District and the district guidelines present descriptive on the 
features which are lacking, other than massing, on this particular property.  Further, he added that the present 
owners had owned all of the property to 21st Street which includes the currently proposed hotel property.  He said 
that there had been a previous proposal to demolish this building and construct a new hotel but the proposal fell 
apart due to the downturn in the economy; the building had been used for a warehouse but it is not currently 
being used or is it usable because of its condition, however he mentioned the office bldg is used.  He stated that 
he was not sure of the Student Prince’s location and the water tower is still present but it is old and in danger of 
falling over.    
 
Mr. Branfeld summarized the professional reports regarding the difficulty in retrofitting the building for new use. 
 
Commissioner Megan Luce discussed the difficulty in being convinced by the building’s lack of significance, 
understood the building’s physical stability had been in question, but wondered why there had been no bracing 
since the Commission’s site visit in 2008.  She went on to state that the history of the building’s construction,  
association with Darmer as architect and Germanic history was not emphasized in the historic property report. 
 
Mr. Branfeld responded that the building, at one time contained those elements, but very little has remained.   
He stated that the many retrofits over the years added to the loss of elements.  
 
Commissioner Luce added that the wood framed buildings are gone but those built in the 1930s are still historic 
vernacular industrial architectural.  She added that the recent issuance of the City’s derelict building notice tied 
the hands of the Commission. 
 
Commissioner Ken House requested Staff to clarify why the City of Tacoma took enforcement action on this 
building at this time. 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight explained that complaints of illegal activy on site prompted a City task force inspection in 
response and other deficiencies in the structure were also identified, therefore the building enforcement team 
took action; he noted that a point system is applied for violations. 
 
Mr. Branfeld stated that the violations generated  were on 2120 South C Street and not 2102 South C Street. 
 
Commissioner Pamela Sundell offered her endorsement of the character of the District, but stated this particular 
building had lost significant historic nature and does not have the architectural interest as a base.  She added that 
there was not enough remaining character and would support a position of non contributing status and stated that 
removal of this building would benefit the overall remaining buildings in the District. 
 
Vice Chair Ross Buffington asked for clarification on the owner’s commitment about the property as a vacant site, 
if the permit to demolish the building was granted.   
 
Mr. Branfeld stated that the owner would work with the city to make the property realistic and available, and there 
may be a need identified in the permitting process to use the lot for parking or staging during the new construction 
on the adjacent property,  
 
Commissioner Ken House asked for information on the elements such as the water tower that might be retained. 
 
Mr. Branfeld responded there was mostly concrete and the adjacent wood building is just an office. 
 
Commissioner Ken House agreed with Commissioner Sundell on the building’s loss of integrity; he expressed 
concern to identify some element(s) for salvage; he stated there were three buildings, noting the proposal to 
demolish the office bulding could possibly be considered as a separate decision item by the Commission. 
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Mr. Reuben McKnight provided clarification that all of the structures were being considered as one proposal to 
demolish all of the structures, in the current request before the Commission. 
 
Chair Mark McIntire summarized the options on the proposal for the Commission. 

 
There was a motion: 

 
“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission, request additional information on the architect of the 
1934 structure”. 

 
MOTION:   Luce 
SECOND: Sundell 
 
There was clarification on the Hearing Examiner’s decision timeline, which was after action was taken by the 
Commission.   
 
MOTION:  Failed (2-aye; 7-no) 

 
There was a motion: 
 
“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission, find the Columbia Heidelberg Complex at                
2120 South C Street, as noncontributing to the Union Station Conservation District”. 
 
MOTION:    Sundell 
SECOND:   King 
MOTION:   Carried (7-aye; 2-no) 
 
Mr. McKnight requested the inclusion of adopting the Staff Report analysis as findings by the Commission. 
 
There was an amendment to the motion: 
I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission, adopt the January 12, 2011 Staff Report analysis as 
findings on the property at 2120 South C Street”.   
 
MOTION:    Sundell 
SECOND:   King 
MOTION:   Carried (7-aye; 2-no) 

 
 

3. DESIGN REVIEW 
 

A. 424 North M (North Slope) 
 

BACKGROUND 
Constructed in 1892, this Queen Anne era house is a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District.  
The proposal is a retroactive application that includes the removal of the nonpermitted concrete that was installed 
in the planter strip and the sidewalk areas (within the limits of the proposed new driveway section).  There may be 
some removal of concrete on the previously installed new driveway area to meet the grading requirement of the 
new replacement driveway (as part of this proposal). 

  
The current proposal includes the installation of a new concrete driveway 27 feet in width, which results in the 
removal of the existing 10’ wide driveway section and construction of a new sidewalk.  The proposed new 
driveway entrance will be constructed per HD-NSO2 and new sidewalk construction per HD-NS03. 
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Since the proposal includes a new driveway and sidewalk, the new construction requires review by the 
Commission per the North Slope Historic Special Review District Guidelines for Parking. 

 
 

Standards to be considered. 
 
North Slope Historic Special Review District Guidelines (TMC13.07.320F(9)) 

 
#9  Parking:  Minimize views of parking and garages from the public right-of-way. Most early houses provided space  
for storing various means of transportation, from horses and carriages to automobiles; however, these structures were  
nearly always entered from the alley rather than from the street. Parking lots and banks of garage doors along the  
front facade of a building do not conform to the character of the neighborhood. Off-street parking lots have no historic 
precedent in this neighborhood, and should be located behind the building and away from the street. Proposed  
residential driveway approaches requiring curbcuts off a street or arterial are generally prohibited, unless the applicant  
can demonstrate by clear and convincing evidence that, because of special circumstances not generally applicable  
to other property or facilities, including size, shape, design, topography, location, or surroundings, the strict application  
of this standard prevents alley accessed parking. If approved, such curbcuts and approaches shall be consistent with  
the standards approved for the historic district and on file in the Public Works Department [HD-NS302, driveway and          
HD-NS303-sidewalk]. Setting garages and carport structures back from the front of the building reduces their  
visual importance. 
 
Analysis to be considered: 
 
1. This house is historically significant as a contributing structure in the North Slope Historic District; it was built  
in 1892.  As part of the North Slope it is listed on the Tacoma, Washington and National Registers of Historic 
Places. 
 
2. The Landmarks Preservation Commission has jurisdiction to review and approve, or not approve, changes to 
this building per TMC 13.07.095, prior to those changes being made, by virtue of its status as a City Landmark. 
 
3. The infill of the planter strip and addition of a driveway was not permitted work; the Owner and the City have 
entered into a Plan of Action to submit this retroactive design review application for proposed new construction of 
a driveway and sidewalk; in addition, the infill cement will be removed. 

 
4. The proposed new sidewalk and driveway will be constructed consistent with construction standards, HD-
NS302 (driveway) and HD-NS303 (sidewalk), which meets the North Slope Historic Special Review District 
Guidelines #9 for Parking, specifically, “…If approved, such curbcuts and approaches shall be consistent with the 
standards approved for the historic district and on file in the Public Works Department…”. 
 
5. The proposed new driveway is at North 5th Street, which is the side of the property; the main entrance to the 
home is on M Street.  On the 5th Street side of the property, there is an existing 10’ wide driveway and what 
appears as the garage.  The new proposal extends the existing driveway’s width to 27’; there is no alley access 
nor is there any other area for extending the driveway.  The guidance for parking is North Slope Historic Special 
Review District Guideline # 9, which specifically states, “…Proposed residential driveway approaches requiring 
curbcuts off a street or arterial are generally prohibited, unless the applicant can demonstrate by clear and 
convincing evidence that, because of special circumstances not generally applicable to other property or facilities, 
including size, shape, design, topography, location, or surroundings, the strict application of this standard 
prevents alley accessed parking”, which the proposed location appears to meet the guideline as the only suitable 
site.  

 
Staff recommended approval of the analyis as findings and approval of the proposal to the Commission. 
 
Ms. Lani Su corrected the staff report, saying there had been no installation of concrete onto the sidewalk, but 
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there had been infill on the planter strip.   
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight added that if the proposal was limited to repair of the sidewalk or driveway, then this 
proposal would be an administrative review, however the enlargement of the driveway requires review by the 
Commission.  He added that the guidelines require driveway access from the rear of the lot, however this corner 
lot does not have alley access. 
 
Commissioner Marshall McClintock complimented the homeowner for working with the City to prepare a plan and 
stated that he understood the issue of not having alley access for parking. 
 
Commissioner Pamela Sundell stated that this proposal would most likely not have been approved, if it was an 
application review prior to the work being completed rather than this retroactive application. 
  
Mr. Reuben McKnight reminded the Commission that this retroactive application is part of a plan of action, 
prepared by the applicant and city enforcement division, in which as a part of the plan includes the review by the 
Commission. 
 
There was discussion on the proposed width of 27’ for the driveway, the use of the concrete ramp area, the small 
planter strip used for garbage cans, the paved area next to the existing driveway, code requirements on width of 
driveways, and  North Slope Historic District guidelines.. 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight stated that the Commission’s purview on the proposal is the appropriateness of the 
driveway curbcut. 

 
There was a motion: 
 
“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commission, adopt analysis items numbers 1, 2 and 3 as findings, 
and reject the retroactive application for additional curbcuts for property at 424 North M Street”. 

 
MOTION:  Buffington 
SECOND: Sundell 
MOTION:  Carried 
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight asked for guidance, suggesting direction for the width of the proposal driveway.   
 
Commissioners  agreed on a width of approximately 19 feet for the driveway.   
 
Mr. Reuben McKnight stated that Staff would contact Ms. Lani Su and code enforcement to finalize a plan. 
 
 

4. BOARD BRIEFINGS 
 

A. Elks Temple Property (north of Elks Temple Building, 565 Broadway) 
 

The design team, Corinne Kerr and Randal Bennet from ZGF Architects and Grace Pleasants, 
for the new mixed use/parking structure to be constructed north of the historic Elks Temple, presented to the 
Landmarks Preservation Commission on the proposed preliminary design.  The purpose was to introduce the 
overall project and its specific components, milestones and timeline, and to solicit feedback from the Commission.  
 
Commission comments included the following:   
1) Concern was expressed regarding the relationship with the neighboring property, University Union Club;     

A suggestion was made to emphasize the compatibility of the two buildings; 
2) Interest expressed in seeing a more high-tech design than what was presented; suggestion for more 
industrial type detailing, for the building to take on its own character;  
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3) Concern with lighting at the intersection on Stadium; 
4) Liked the difference in colors and materials;  
 

 
B. 100 South Ninth Street (Bowes Building) 

 
Mr. Reuben McKnight introduced this briefing item regarding the  Bowes Building and previous 2008 Commission 
decision to deny the  installation of cell antennas onto the rooftop.  He added that the previous application to 
install cellular equipment onto the rooftop was denied due to concerns about adverse effects to the building’s 
strong massing, detailed parapet, and views.   He stated that the current proposal is a revision of that application 
and Staff requested Mr. Thomas Johnson to present the proposal as a briefing to the Commission. 
 
The Commission reviewed the current proposal, and their comments and suggestions follow. 
 

1. Provide photosimulations of the proposal including sight lines from the ground level; 
2. Concern expressed with the visibility from the uphill elevations; 
3. Recommended no more than six antennas, versus the proposed nine; 
4. Design the most minimal (versus faux chimney / screens) proposal as possible; 

 
 

C. Hood Street Corridor / Prairie Line Trail, University of Washington Tacoma 
 

Mr. Reuben McKnight introduced the “Prairie Line Trail,” which will utilize portions of the Burlington Northern right 
of way leading through downtown to the waterfront, and is currently under design development.  The portion that 
will run through the campus of the University of Washington Tacoma is currently known as the “Hood Street 
Corridor”.   

 
Mr. Milt Tremblay, University of Washington Tacoma, introduced Lani Ralph, Brian Elkins, and Diane Wiatr, City 
of Tacoma.  He stated that the initial design included removal of the rails and ties but after recent discussion on 
their significance, it resulted in waiting until more informed conversation can occur on the impact and value of the 
ties and rails.  Mr. Tremblay stated that  consequently, the design plans being presented omitted the ties and 
rails. 

  
Commission comments follow: 
Rails and ties are highly significant; 
The ties and rails need to stay; 
Signaling equipment is important; 
Dog house (for storing signaling equipment) is important; 
Rock on site will be kept; 

 
Commissioner Ken House stated it was his understanding that the Japanese American Memorial (located in the 
same trail area) would be a central feature of that particular area.  He made three additional points which follows:  
1) He hoped the Japanese American Community was involved; 2)  This memorial was a long time in coming ; 3) If 
there was a funding issue, maybe look for partner; 4) If Japanese American Memorial was not a central part, then 
he would like to understand and he would like to hear about this at the next visit (by Mr. Tremblay); 

  
 Mr. Tremblay reported on the possibility to bring the historic Student Prince back to campus. 

 
Japanese Language students are involved on this project as well as sculptor Gerard Tsutakawa (i.e. artist for 
Safeco Field in Seattle); cost has been difficult resulting in the modification of the project, adding the 
contemplative nature of this specific display. 
 
Diane Wiatr, City of Tacoma, was introduced, and it was agreed that she will return to the Commission to more 
fully present the Prairie Trail. 
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There was discussion on developing one path versus two paths along the trail area. 

 
 

3. BOARD BUSINESS/PRESERVATION PLANNING 
    

A. Old Town Neighborhood Historic District Proposal 
 
The draft information letter to residents providing them the schedule of the nomination process was reviewed and 
approved by the Commission. 
 
MOTION:  McIntire 
SECOND: Luce 
MOTION:  Carried 
 

B. Correspondence  
 
Letter from Historical Society of Tacoma – A recent letter from the Society to the Mayor and City Council and 
copied to the Commission was circulated. 

 
“I move that we, the Landmarks Preservation Commisson, submit a new letter from the Commission  
to the City of Tacoma, and emphasize our commitment to Old City Hall restoration and protection”. 

 
 MOTION:  King  
 SECOND: Luce 
 MOTION:  Carried 

 
 
 

Meeting adjourned at 7:30 P.M. 
 
 
 
 
Submitted as True and Correct: 
 
 
 
_______________________________________________ 
Reuben McKnight 
Historic Preservation Officer 


