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Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission 
Plans Review Subcommittee 

 
LEGAL ACTION REPORT 

 
Thursday, July 8, 2021 

 
Pursuant to safe practices during the COVID-19 pandemic, all in-person meetings are 
cancelled until further notice. This meeting was held virtually to allow for healthy practices 
and social distancing. The meeting was accessible at provided link to allow for 
participating virtually and/or calling in. 

 
1. Call to Order and Roll Call 
 

Meeting called to order at 1:02 P.M., and per roll call, a quorum was established. 
 
Commissioners Present: Terry Majewski (Chair), Jim Sauer, Joel Ireland, Savannah 
McDonald, and Jan Mulder  
 
Commissioners Absent/Excused: Rikki Riojas and Carol Griffith 
  
Applicants/Public Present: Bobby Otero, John Orcutt, Mark Mulick, Demion Clinco, 
Jennifer Levstik, Benjamin Fortna, and Martha McClements 
 
Staff Present: Michael Taku, Jodie Brown, and Christopher Minniti (PDSD), and Jennifer 
Toothaker and Ryan Fagan (DTM) 
 

2. Approval of Legal Action Report for the Meeting of 6-24-2021 
 
Motion: It was moved by Commissioner Ireland to approve the Legal Action Report for 
the meeting of 6-24-2021 as submitted. 
  
Commissioner McDonald seconded the motion. 

  
The motion passed unanimously by a roll call vote of 5-0. (Commissioners Riojas and 
Griffith absent) 
 
[*Note: Item 4a was reviewed here out of order.] 

 
4. Historic Landmark Review Cases 

UDC Section 5.8/TSM 9-02.0.0/Historic District Design Guidelines/Revised Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines 

 
4a. HL 21-007, Proposed Historic Landmark (HL) Designation 

“Josias Joesler and W.H. Loerpabel House”  
306 N Longfellow Avenue (City of Tucson) 
Eligible Resource  
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Staff Brown summarized the nomination and background on the proposal and 
noted that it was an eligible resource for the National Register of Historic Places.  

  
Nomination preparer, Demion Clinco from the Tucson Historic Preservation 
Foundation, along with Benjamin Fortna presented the nomination.  

  
       Discussion was held. Action was taken. 
  

Motion: Commissioner Sauer commended the applicant and owner for this 
excellent nomination and moved to recommend that the application be approved. 
  
Commissioner Mulder seconded the motion. 

The motion passed unanimously by a roll call vote of 5-0. (Commissioners Griffith 
and Riojas absent) 
 

3. Historic Landmark Review Cases 
UDC Section 5.8/TSM 9-02.0.0/Historic District Design Guidelines/Revised Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines 
 
3a.  HPZ 21-019, 420 E. Speedway Blvd. [T21CM00239]  

West University Historic Preservation Zone  
Addition of bathroom on secondary structure. 
Rehabilitation Standards/[Nonc]ontributing Resource 

 
Staff Brown introduced the project and noted that the primary building is a 
contributor, and the secondary building is noncontributor. 

  
       Bobby Otero along with Mark Mulick and John Orcutt presented the project. 
 

Discussion was held. Action was taken. 
  

Motion: Commissioner Mulder moved to recommend approval as presented, 
including the reduced setbacks. 
  
Commissioner Ireland seconded the motion. 
 
The motion passed by a roll call vote of 5-0. (Commissioners Griffith and Riojas 
absent) 

 3b.  HPZ 21-045, NEC of University Blvd. and Main Avenue 
  John Spring Neighborhood National Register Historic District  

Construction of a HAWK for a proposed bicycle boulevard. 
  Rehabilitation Standards 

 
Staff Brown introduced the project and noted that the review was required as part 
of Administrative Directive for City-owned properties.  

  
       Ryan Fagan, Project Manager, DTM, presented the project. 
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  Discussion was held. Action was taken. 
  

Motion: Commissioner Sauer moved to recommend approval [to the Historic 
Preservation Officer] as presented. 
  
Commissioner Mulder seconded the motion. 

The motion passed by a roll call vote of 5-0. (Commissioners Griffith and Riojas 
absent) 

 
5. National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) Nominations  

 
5a. Los Barrios Viejos National Historic Landmark (NHL) Nomination 

NHL Criteria 1, 4 
NHL Criteria Exceptions 1 
Period of Significance 1862–1942 
National Register Historic District 
 
Staff Brown summarized the project and noted that the presentation was a 
courtesy review.  
  
Nomination preparer Jennifer Levstik from Logan Simpson presented the 
nomination. 
  
Discussion was held. Action was taken. 
  
Motion: The following motion was made by Commissioner Ireland in regard to 
the Los Barrios Viejos National Historic Landmark (NHL) Nomination. The Plans 
Review Subcommittee, having reviewed the documentation, finds [the 
nomination] to be comprehensive, well researched, and worthy of being moved 
forward, and recommends that it be reviewed by the full historical commission, in 
anticipation of writing a letter of full support. 

  
Commissioner McDonald seconded the motion. 

The motion passed unanimously by a roll call vote of 5-0. (Commissioners Griffith 
and Riojas absent) 

 
6. Task Force on Inclusivity Report Recommendations 

 
6a.  Discussion on incorporation of the Task Force on Inclusivity report 

recommendations 
 

Subcommittee members began the conversation about how the Plans Review 
Subcommittee can incorporate the task force’s recommendations into their work. 
  
Staff Brown noted the City of San Diego’s policy on naming and suggested that 
the subcommittee work on a policy that considered a hierarchy of naming. She 
will share the San Diego policy as background. 
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Commissioner Mulder suggested being more sensitive to the origins of names 
and that the embeddedness of cultural landscapes in nominations be considered. 

       
Chair Majewski noted that the task force was interested in how National Register 
properties are named. For Tucson HLs, how can properties that are 
underrepresented be nominated? The group, which included Mr. Demion Clinco 
(Tucson Historic Preservation Foundation [THPF]), who has prepared/submitted 
the majority of Tucson HL nominations, suggested preparing a tool kit or “how-to” 
(a suggestion of the task force) and also following the suggestion of the task 
force that historic preservation professionals on the commission share more of 
their knowledge to facilitate the process. 
  
Chair Majewski asked Mr. Clinco to share his knowledge of preparing HL 
nominations. He noted that it is a huge amount of work to complete an HL 
nomination. In fact, the THPF has property owners sign a pre-nomination letter of 
agreement to prevent them from backing out during the process. Owners of 
nominated properties want to be good stewards of their properties. There are 
generally two inflection points when people want to nominate their property for an 
HL: when they have just purchased a property or when they are about to sell, 
even though today’s nomination does not follow this pattern. HLs are difficult 
because you are asking people to give up their property rights. He would like to 
see how to make the process more accessible and asked, “what is the bare 
minimum that PRS would accept for a nomination?” 
  
Staff Taku asked Mr. Clinco for suggestions. Mr. Clinco suggested that PRS go 
through today’s nomination and cross out anything that would not be needed. He 
also said it takes relationship building to move forward with nominations, and it 
usually takes about a year to move to the pre-agreement stage. He has 
ambassadors for the program, owners who have had their properties become 
HLs. He also noted that he has approached Jefferson Park to nominate four or 
five houses as a streetscape. HLs should be the first issues on agendas. 
Underrepresented groups would need more support. 
  
Discussion continued about what is the minimum content for an HL nomination. 
Staff Brown noted that it is important that nominations detail why a property is 
significant. This is part of an ongoing conversation. 
  
Mr. Clinco talked about how in the past the commission used its funding to 
undertake building surveys and create contexts, although this has not been done 
since circa 1990. Information on contexts, neighborhoods, etc. needs to be more 
accessible to HL preparers. Commissioner Mulder agreed that going through 
recent HL nominations would be a worthwhile exercise. 
  
Chair Majewski and Staff Brown discussed that not all HL nominations need to 
be about the architectural significance of a property. Staff Brown noted the Free 
Speech Corner in San Diego, which was essentially nominated as a San Diego 
landmark under Criterion A. In Tucson, Barrio Kroeger Lane is being nominated 
to the National Register under Criterion A. 
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Commissioner Mulder noted that nominations, depending on the property, are a 
matter of proportionality, and all agreed that we will review previous Tucson HL 
nominations and continue discussion at future PRS meetings. Mr. Clinco will be 
invited to join the discussions. 

 
7.        Armory Park Historic Preservation Zone (APHPZ) Design Guidelines 

UDC Section 5.8/TSM 9-02.7.2. A-D/Historic Preservation Zone Design 
Guidelines/Revised Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines 

 
7a. Update on the proposed revisions to the existing APHPZ Design 

Guidelines.  
 
Staff Brown noted that there is no update; APHZAB has not met recently. No 
action was taken. 

 
8.        Current Issues for Information/Discussion 
 

8a. Minor Reviews  
 
Staff Brown and Staff Taku reported that two minor reviews were held recently, 
one in the Armory Park Historic Preservation Zone at 414 S. 3rd Avenue for a 
fence, and the other in the West University Historic Preservation Zone at 610 N. 
2nd Avenue, also for a fence. Upcoming minor reviews are pending in the West 
University Historic Preservation Zone, the Armory Park Historic Preservation 
Zone, and the Barrio Historico Historic Preservation Zone. 

  
8b. Appeals 
 

Staff Brown noted that the appeal of the Planning and Development Services 
Director’s decision regarding the fencing at the Children’s Museum in the Armory 
Park Historic Preservation Zone was upheld by Mayor and Council at their meeting 
on July 7, 2021. The appeal was granted, reversing the PDSD Director’s decision.  
 

8c. Zoning Violations 
 
Staff Taku noted that there are ongoing and pending cases being worked on for 
compliance and/or in the review process, and that staff is working with their zoning 
violation code enforcement liaison.  
 

8d. Review Process Issues 
 

None.  
 

9.        Summary of Public Comments (Information Only) 
 

No comments were received.  
 

10.       Future Agenda Items for Upcoming Meetings  
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Staff Brown noted that the Euclid and Speedway project is coming up for a courtesy 
review on 7-22, but after a preliminary quorum check for that meeting, it appears 
that there will likely not be a quorum to hear that case as one PRS member needs 
to recuse. Commissioner McDonald will chair the meeting on 7-22 in Chair 
Majewski’s absence.  
 
The next scheduled meeting is July 22, 2021.  PRS meetings to be conducted 
virtually until further notice. 
 

11.      Adjournment 
 

Meeting adjourned at 3:09 P.M. 
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