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Radar Tower Recognized Historic 
On February 18, the Santa Clara County 

Historical Heritage Commission (HHC) 

considered a recommendation to the Board 

of Supervisors that the Mount Umunhum 

Radar Tower (pictured below) be added to 

the County’s Heritage Resource Inventory. 

A consultant’s peer review1, commissioned 

by the HHC, stated that the tower is his-

torically significant, retains historical integ-

rity and is therefore entitled to protection 

and eligible for listing in local, state and 

federal registers of historic 

places. This third report 

agrees with a second 2014 

report2 contracted by the Ra-

dar Tower’s supporters, the 

Mt. Umunhum Conservancy.  
 

In a Feb. 18, 2016 memo to 

the HHC, Director Kirk Gi-

rard, of the County of Santa 

Clara Planning & Develop-

ment Department advised 

the HCC that, “Based on the 

conclusions of the County 

commissioned peer review 

and evaluation, the Depart-

ment recommends that the 

Historical Heritage Commis-

sion forward a recommenda-

tion to the Board of Supervi-

sors that (a) the Mt. Umun-

hum Radar Tower be added 

to the County’s Heritage Re-

source Inventory because Mt. 

Umunhum Radar Tower 

meets the criteria,  

welcomed the guests and urged us to    

            (Cont’d p. 3) 

including the criteria of  significance, to be 

designated a County landmark.” 
 

The Midpeninsula Open Space District 

(Midpen) owns the land where the former 

Almaden Air Force Base was located and 

is transforming it to public access but pre-

fers to tear down the historic Radar 

Tower, or turn it into a one-story covered 

patio (which was estimated to cost 

$817,000 in 2012).                  (Cont’d p. 4) 

 

 Photo: Copyright Basim Jaber  



Continuity, Spring 2016               www.preservation.org Page 2 

 

 

 Executive Director’s Message 
Every New Year brings 

challenges – both ex-

pected and unexpected. 

PAC*SJ tries to plan out 

how we are going to 

deal with these chal-

lenges and hope we can 

ride out the obstacles 

encountered during the 

year. 

Some of the challenges 

are continuations from 

the previous year or 

longer. It can take a 

long time to bring a successful resolution to some of the 

issues we face. Among those that continue to be with us 

this year include the fate of the historic Willow Glen Tres-

tle and possible impacts to Saint James Park and the sur-

rounding Historic District. 

Another important challenge before us this year that has 

carried over from the past is how the 

City Landmark Century 21 Theater 

building will be reused. Many ideas 

were discussed while PAC*SJ and oth-

ers worked hard to save the building 

while trying to determine the best re-

use for the iconic structure. 

Perhaps the most popular and com-

mon sense reuse is for the building to 

be updated and reopened as a movie 

theater similar to ArcLight’s Cinerama 

Dome in Hollywood. The fully reno-

vated theater features reserved seating 

and state-of-the-art sound for an out-

standing cinema experience. Another 

possibility is for it to become a it to 

become a live entertainment venue 

similar to what was done by Stargaz-

ers Theatre and Event Center in  

Brian Grayson in  front of  

First Church on St. James St. 
Photo: Silicon Valley Community Newspapers 

Colorado. Stargazers took a domed theater designed by 

the same architect as Century 21 and has been operating 

since 2009. Another possibility would be our friends at 

the Retro Dome. They have shown how a similar theater 

could be used for their unique blend of live entertainment 

and movies. 

 

Throughout the world, historic buildings have been saved 

and repurposed successfully so that the building creates 

revenue, saves a historic resource, and allows the public 

to view and frequent an important structure with unique 

architecture that adds to the character of a city. We should 

be able to do that here in San Jose but so far no reuse has 

been identified for the Century 21 building. We think 

there are enough creative minds in Silicon Valley to come 

up with several good and viable ideas for reuse of the 

building. 

 

Various proposals are being discussed for Century 21. A 

full discussion will occur when the Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) is released, possibly later this year. 

               (Cont’d p. 3) 

           

 

Century 21 in February, 2016 
Photo: Gayle Frank 
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E.D. Message (Cont’d) 
and the costs for that could be significant. Send me an 

email at brian@preservation.org or call the office at 408-

998-8105, mail your idea(s) to us at: 1650 Senter Road, San 

Jose, CA 95112., or post your ideas to our Facebook page. 

 

On another topic, PAC*SJ is working hard to present a full 

year of programs for our members and the community-at-

large. Our Events Committee, under the leadership of 

Boardmember Sharon McCauley, has put together an in-

teresting and exciting calendar and you can find more in-

formation elsewhere in this issue and watch for even more 

details on our website and on Facebook as well as in your 

mailbox. 

Help support us during the year by attending our events, 

making sure your membership is current, or becoming a 

member if you haven’t yet joined. There’s lots of work to 

do and we can always use more people on our committees 

and our Board. Please consider being an active member. 

As always, thanks for your continued support.   �  

        -Brian Grayson,  

        Executive Director, PAC*SJ 

The EIR will analyze such things as traffic, noise, and al-

ternative uses for the building. One proposal expected to 

be analyzed is to incorporate public open space on-site by 

removing the facade and roof of the Century 21 building 

and leaving only the steel structure. Possible use could be 

a garden underneath the steel frame. 

Although we are open to reviewing all alternatives, we 

have serious doubts that a proposal like that would honor 

the preservation and reuse of a landmarked building. It is 

not clear if this proposal would even be allowed by the 

City or by protections given to buildings that have local, 

state and national historic designation.  

In order to fully explore all the possibilities for reuse, we 

are collecting ideas for how to reuse the building. We will 

compile the best and most viable ideas and include them 

in our discussions with the City and the developer. 

So, if you have a great idea for reusing the Century 21 

building, let us know. Please give this serious thought. 

Keep in mind that the building will have to be brought 

 up to current standards whatever the new use might be  

 

In Memoriam 

Joseph A. Horwedel 

Aug. 23, 1959—Feb. 22, 2016 

PAC*SJ feels deep sorrow at the loss of Joe  

Horwedel. The former Director of the San Jose Planning, 

Building and Enforcement Department was always  

willing to listen and was respectful  

of us and our opinions. We worked closely  

together for many years and preservation in  

San Jose was for the better because of Joe. We extend our 

sympathies to his family and hope they can find some 

comfort in the many memories they have of Joe.  
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 Radar Tower (Cont’d) 

Finally, the Commission discussed the issue and then voted 5-

1 in favor of recommending, to the Santa Clara County Board 

of Supervisors who will make the final decision, that the Radar 

Tower be listed on the Heritage Resource Inventory. (Vote 

tally: For - Halberstadt, Przygoda, Tate, Montano, Reinders. 

Against - McCauley) 

 

If the Radar Tower is added to the Historic Resource Inventory 

by the Board of Supervisors and meets the criteria for a land-

mark, then any proposed demolition of the Radar Tower in the 

future would require the issuance of a Landmark Alteration 

Permit. Watch for our announcement on the date of the Super-

visor’s meeting that will address the Radar Tower. If support-

ers are successful in nominating the Radar Tower for state and 

federal listings, then obtaining grants may be possible to save 

it.                  (Cont’d p. 5) 

The first Radar Tower report3, written in 2011 by Midpen’s 

hired consultant, concluded that the Tower’s historic integ-

rity is lacking and therefore does not qualify for local, state 

or federal recognition or landmark status. The second and 

third reports dispute this conclusion. 

 

At the Feb. 18 HHC session, the public had a chance to voice 

opinions after twenty minute presentations each by the Mt. 

Umunhum Conservancy and Midpen. From historians, for-

mer military personnel who worked at the Air Force Sta-

tion, families of those military personnel, ordinary citizens 

who appreciated its history, to young high school students 

who talked about the mountain-top curiosity that led to 

questions, about 35-40 people spoke, asking the HHC to 

recommend listing the Tower on the Heritage Resource In-

ventory. Many of the stories were touching, entertaining 

and expressed solid reasoning. Only a few opposed the list-

ing. Over and over the public stories implied that because 

the Tower is visible to all of us in the Valley, questions such 

as, “What is that?” and “Why is it there?” not only result in 

our learning about the Cold War but also reveal the Native 

American Indian history of the mountain. Others stressed 

that the “cube” (Radar Tower) was a beacon and gave Santa 

Clara County residents a sense of place. 

 

A representative from San Jose Councilmember Johnny 

Khamis’ office spoke at the HHC session and emphasized 

support for recognizing the Radar Tower’s historic signifi-

cance. An earlier quote by San Jose Mayor Sam Liccardo 

was read at the HHC meeting: “The Radar Tower is among 

the few visible testaments of an era that critically shaped the 

Santa Clara Valley. We should do all that we can to preserve 

these important landmarks.”  

Photo: JPR Historical Consulting “Peer Review” 

Photo: Copyright Basim Jaber 
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 Radar Tower (Cont’d) 
The Radar Tower on the 3,486-foot Mount Umunhum, is an 

important piece of military and cold war history. The Al-

maden Air Force Station operated there from 1958 until 1980 

with military personnel and equipment scanning the skies 

for Soviet bombers 24/7. A giant, reddish-orange and white 

radar sail, removed years ago, sat on top of the 5-story con-

crete tower.  

On August 6, 2015, in response, to Midpen’s proposal to 

convert the Radar Tower to a single-story, covered patio 

visitors’ center in place of the Radar Tower, San Jose Mer-

cury journalist Scott Herhold said, “In all the bad ideas that 

Midpen has put forward for the peak south of San Jose, this 

ranks up there as one of the worst, a folly masquerading as a 

sensible compromise.” PAC*SJ couldn’t have said it better. 

 

The board of the Midpeninsula Open Space District is com-

posed of peninsula cities, but does not include large portions 

of Santa Clara County such as San Jose, Alviso, Morgan Hill, 

Milpitas, Santa Clara, Almaden, Evergreen and New Al-

maden. These residents, not represented on the Midpen 

Board, are the most likely to see the Radar Tower on an eve-

ryday basis and appreciate it as a landmark as we travel 

around the south Bay Area. It gives us a sense of place. 

To donate to the Radar Tower restoration or to view a 

KTMV interview with Basim Jaber, of the Ununhum Conser-

vancy, go to http://umunhumconservancy.org. � 

              -Gayle Frank 

1 “Peer Review: Mt. Umunhum Radar Tower Historical Evaluation,” JPR Historical Consulting, LLC, Dec. 17, 

2015 
2 “Historic Evaluation - Mt. Umunhum Radar Tower,” Archives & Architecture, LLC, May 14, 2014 
3 “Historic Resource Study - Former Almaden Air Station,” Page & Turnbull, Mar. 9 & Aug., 2011 
  

To see the reports and photos, visit www.sccgov.org/sites/dpd/Commissions/HHC/Pages/

Mt. Umunhum Radar Tower, AN/FPS‐24 radar sail (1962). 

 Photo: courtesy of Basim Jaber  
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The California State Historic Preservation Officer, 

Julianne Polanco, has notified the Friends of the Willow 

Glen Trestle that the State Historical Resources Commis-

sion (SHRC) intends to consider and take action on the 

nomination of the Willow Glen Trestle to the National 

Register of Historic Places (National Register).  

The National Register is the United States’ official list of 

historical properties worthy of preservation. Listing, or 

formally determined as eligible, in the National Register 

provides recognition and assists in preserving Califor-

nia’s heritage. In addition, all California National Regis-

ter properties are automatically included in the Califor-

nia Register of Historical Resources (California Register) 

and may qualify for state and federal benefits. A listing 

of the Trestle will aid in obtaining grants to save the 

structure. 

Written comments regarding the nomination may be 

submitted to California State Parks, Attn: Office of His-

toric Preservation, Julianne Polanco, State Historic Pres-

ervation Officer, 1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, 

California 95816. Letters should be received fifteen days 

before the SHRC’s meeting on April 18th. PAC*SJ invites 

interested parties to send comments on the importance 

of recognizing the Willow Glen Trestle as a piece of San 

Jose’s history. 

The next quarterly SHRC meeting, where the Trestle 

nomination will be considered, will be held on April 18, 

2016, at the Golden Gate Club, Ventana Room, 135 Fisher 

Loop, San Francisco. 

The SHRC meeting minutes are posted on the Office of 

Historic Preservation website after each Commission 

meeting or you may listen to a recording of the meeting 

on the SHRC Minutes page. After a meeting has passed, 

agenda documents are archived on the Past SHRC Agen-

das page. The website address is http://ohp.parks. 

ca.gov/?page_id=1067.  � 

            -Gayle Frank 

Trestle Nomination to be Heard  

“Historic Willow Glen Trestle” by Lee Viray  

Cahili. This was a finalist photo in the 2015  

San Jose Historic Photo Contest.  

The April, 2015 photo was taken  

at ground-level looking at the  

surface of the Trestle. Usually we admire  

the massive pilings underneath in most  

photos, but this is a different view. The Trestle  

has been a popular subject in the  

historic photo contests. 
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Unmasking Two Historic Gems in Downtown 
Most people in San Jose can point out the historic Bank of 

Italy (Bank of America) spire that stands 14 stories above 

downtown. Or the Art Deco De Anza Hotel. But not many 

people can point out the First National Bank building, an 

early Californian steel-frame office tower, built nearly two 

decades earlier than it’s neighboring iconic counterpart, the 

Bank of Italy building across South First Street.  

 

The reason for the building’s ambiguity, is due to the 1962 

“modern” re-skinning in bronze and white marble. It is this 

facade that remains today. The building, now known more 

for the Walgreen’s on the ground floor, than it’s historic sil-

houette, was sold in 2013 to a Chinese investor, and sits 

empty (sans Walgreen’s). Imagine what lies beneath that 

modern marble skin. The beautiful and intricate details, the 

kind of architecture that it’s neighbor proudly boasts. 

Another such hidden asset, is the Valley Title building built 

in 1931 on South First Street in the present day SoFA District. 

This building along with the accompanying parking lot is 

slated for redevelopment, but has the potential to become an 

anchor building on a prime corner of the district. Once the 

brick facade is removed, and the storefronts are built back 

out, the architecture would fall in line with the other historic 

resources on the block: The Sainte Claire Apartments, the 

California Theater, as well as other numerous one and two 

story brick buildings along the street. 

 

Though my blog consistently advocates for modern progres-

sive design in the new buildings that are built downtown, 

San Jose lacks a historic identity. The restoration and preser-

vation of these resources is imperative to the design story of 

San Jose. In a time when the rest of downtown’s  building 

designs are modernizing, maybe this is the time for our his-

torical assets to be unmasked and revealed for the beauty 

that is hidden underneath the walls.             (Cont’d p. 8) 

First National Bank Building  today. 
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Of course it isn’t as simple as removing 

bricks, or pulling off marble, but the innate 

beauty that these facade “improvements” are 

hiding should be worth the trouble.  

 

There was a time when these modern cover- 

ups were acceptable and even preferred, but 

now the buildings lack identity and interest. 

Both stand mostly or completely vacant in a 

time when office vacancies in downtown are 

at the lowest levels in decades. Today, com-

panies and people are deciding where they 

want to live and work based on interesting, 

unique and exciting places. The desire for 

visual identity of these buildings and places 

has never been stronger.  � 

        -Mark Haney 

 

Source: Thinkbiggersanjose.com by Mark Haney 

with some factual information from Nathan Do-

nato-Weinstein of the SVBJ (Silicon Valley Busi-

ness Journal).  Posted on December 9, 2015. 

Permission to print by Mark Haney. 

Unmasking Gems (Cont’d) 

Valley Title Building  today. 

Valley Title Building in early days. 

Photo: Gayle Frank 
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ON   THE   RADAR 

 

PAC*SJ is Still Keeping An 

Eye On— 

� Willow Glen Trestle    

�Agnews Developmental Center 

      �San Jose Mercury Building 

        Century 21 

An EIR is being prepared for the project known as “Santana 

West”, located across from the current Santana Row. The EIR 

will explore potential impacts including possible uses for the 

historic Century 21 building. Concerning to us is a pro-

posal to incorporate public open space on-site by removing 

the facade and roof of the Century 21 building and leaving 

only the steel structure. Possible use could be a garden un-

derneath the steel frame.  We will monitor this and continue 

our discussions with the City and the developer, Federal Re-

alty, in the hopes of reaching a successful resolution that will 

successfully restore and reuse the iconic theater. 

   Levitt Pavilion at St. James Park 

 

Late last month the San Jose City Council ac-

cepted the status report from the Levitt  

Pavilion Steering Committee and also author-

ized the preparation of an Environmental 

Impact Report (EIR). The EIR will analyze the proposed pa-

vilion location in Saint James Park. Analysis will include 

noise and traffic impacts as well as potential impacts to the 

historic park and the surrounding Historic District.  

More information about the project may be found at: 

www.levittsanjose.org. PAC*SJ is a member of the Levitt Pavil-

ion Steering Committee. 

 

       Hayes Mansion 

A serious offer to purchase the 1905 Hayes Mansion from the 

City of San Jose has been made by Global Bancorp/Vintage 

Hotels and Resorts whose headquarters are in Nevada.  San 

Jose purchased the property in 1985 and after its renovation, 

completed in the 1990s, the city’s debt totaled $65 million 

through the sale of bonds.  

The revenue from the mansion pays for annual operational 

expenses but the current renovation debt, which totals around 

$40 million at this time, is the city’s responsibility before any 

sale.  

The Hayes Mansion was listed on the National Register of 

Historic Places in 1975. It holds numerous conference rooms, 

offices, two restaurants, a spa and 214 guest rooms/suites. � 

   Kelley Park Master Plan Update  

PAC*SJ is participating in the Stakeholders meetings as the 

City moves forward in looking at ways to improve the park. 

We are interested in the entire planning process to improve 

the park, but in particular, we are interested in the restora-

tion and reuse of the solarium of the historic Kelley House. 

Most of the house was destroyed by fire and has been demol-

ished but it was agreed to save and reuse the solarium.  Part 

of the planning discussion is how to best reuse this remain-

ing part of the house. 

     Park View Towers 

This multi-story residential towers project includes the resto-

ration and reuse of the long-vacant First Church of Christ 

Scientist across from Saint James Park. The developer, Barry 

Swenson Builder, soon will be submitting documentation for 

various permits including, foundation, grading and excava-

tion.  

In addition, a separate First Church building permit will also 

be processed. After these permits are approved by the San 

Jose Planning, Building & Code Enforcement Department 

and Public Works, they hope to break ground late this year or 

early 2017. 

     Stephen’s Meat Sign 

You may remember this as the “dancing pig” neon sign on 

Montgomery Street. Unfortunately, the pig is no longer 

dancing as the sign continues to deteriorate due to neglect. 

We are working with the City and History San Jose to have 

the sign removed and safely stored in the Collections Center  

at History San Jose. This has been a long, slow process but we 

are hopeful the sign will be safely stored in the near future. 
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Carousel Sign Study Approved  

On January 26, the Santa Clara County Super-

visors agreed to fund a study to evaluate the 

historic significance of the Cambrian Park 

Plaza’s unique sign, standing at Union Ave-

nue near Camden Avenue in San Jose.  

 

The study will determine if the sign, con-

structed in 1953, meets the requirements for a 

county historic landmark designation. 

 

Local residents are concerned that the plaza’s 

redevelopment will  threaten the popular car-

ousel sign since the property has been pur-

chased by Weingarten Realty Investor from 

Texas.  � 

    This photo, taken by Lawrence Pratt in May, 2014, was  

entered into the 2015 San Jose Historic Photo Contest.  

The distinctive carousel‐top has served as a social  

magnet for residents for over seven decades. 

February was 

Women’s History Month 

The National Women’s Hall of Fame is 

scheduled to move into the first floor of 

the Center for Great Women in Sececa 

Falls, New York, by December 2016. 

The first statue of real women in the New 

York City Central Park’s 160 year history 

will be a monument to the Woman Suf-

frage Movement.  For more details visit 

www.centralparkwherearethewomen.org. 

The Commission on a National 

Women’s History Museum has been di-

rected to report their recommendations 

for a plan of action for the establishment 

and maintenance of a National Women’s 

History Museum in Washington, D.C. or 

its environs. To have your voice heard, 

take a short survey at:    

www.womenhistorycommission.org. 
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Join Us for a Saturday Historic Walking Tour  
Don’t miss out on our historic walking tours this year.  Tours 

are only $10 each for PAC*SJ members and $15 for non-

members. Tour packages for multiple tours are available. 

To reserve your spot on one or more walking tours, go to 

our website, www.preservation.com. Space may be limited. 

For questions, email us at info@preservation.org. 

 

4/16/16, 10 am—E. Santa Clara St. Urban Village  

This corridor is being promoted for redevelopment. We’ll 

stop at places of historical and architectural interest. Some 

sites are gone but many remain. We’ll begin at City Hall and 

walk to Coyote Creek with some stops on the side streets. 

 

5/14/16, 10 am—Lincoln Ave. Business District  

We’ll visit the oldest section of the district first, and then the 

areas developed after WWII. The walk will begin at the cor-

ner of Minnesota Ave. and Lincoln Ave and will go north to 

Los Gatos Creek or further if there is time. 

 

 6/25/16, 10 am—Hanchett Park  

Hanchett Park was one of the first “suburban” developments 

near San Jose. This walk will look at the wide variety of sizes 

and styles of homes in a middle class neighborhood at the 

beginning of the 20th Century. 

 

7/23/16, 10 am—East San Jose  

Like Hanchett Park, East San Jose began as an unincorpo-

rated area, but it was a separate city for a time with separate 

business districts. The walk will begin at Roosevelt Park and 

end in Little Portugal. 

 

8/27/16, 10 am—Little Italy  

The preservation of Little Italy was one of the earliest PAC*SJ 

endeavors. The tour will cover both history and architecture. 

                     � 

Buffington House on Lincoln Avenue Walking Tour. 

Vintage Tower, an Art Deco hi‐rise built in 1928, 

on East Santa Clara and North 6th Streets, will 

be one of the highlights on the first walking tour. 
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End of Year Get-Together for Board  

The PAC*SJ Board of Directors, 

spouses and guests celebrated the 

holidays in December at Fourth 

Street Bowl for a dinner.  

Pictured top: Brian Grayson, Pat 

Colombe, André  Luthard. 

Mid photo: Susan and Hugh  

Graham, Patt Curia and Tim 

McAuliff. 

Left: Marilyn Messina and John 

Mitchell.          (More photos on p. 13) 
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Get-Together  (Cont’d)  

Top: Franklin Maggi, Sharon McCauley and  

Sylvia Carroll. 

Above left: Shanna Desai 

Above right: Julia Howlett 

Lower right: Robb Moore and Gayle Frank 
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Spring is coming and PAC*SJ will hold our famous Spring Yard 

and Salvage Sale at 260 S. 13th Street in San Jose and yards next 

door, thanks to our wonderful neighbors. Volunteers are 

needed for the setup on April 20 and for selling on April 21-23. 

Sales on Thursday and Friday, April 21-22, will take place be-

tween 8 am until 6 pm. On Saturday, April 23, sales will open 

between 8 am and noon. 

To donate items or to volunteer, please email Patt Curia at do-

nations@preservation.org. Large or numerous items may be 

scheduled for a pick-up. 

In addition, you can search for PAC*SJ items on Craigslist by 

entering “Preservation Action” in the search box.  � 

Don’t Miss our Famous Spring Yard Sale 

PAC*SJ Members-Only Event—Save the Date  
This year, PAC*SJ is excited to join two of our faithful, long-

term Board members in celebrating the centennial anniver-

sary of each of their houses in Naglee Park. The two houses 

are close to each other and we will visit both on June 11th. Be 

sure to renew your membership so you don’t miss out on this 

fun event. Email Sharon@preservation.org to sign up and add 

“June Member Event” in the subject line. 

Happy 100th Birthday—260 S. 13th Street! 

Many of you will recognize this house as the home of our 

many, successful yard sales over the years. Owner Patt Curia 

is celebrating the 100th birthday of her house.  Members who  

attend our event will hear more about who built it, who 

lived there and Patt’s experiences with the house. The house 

and yard have been the site of PAC*SJ get-togethers in addi-

tion to the semi-annual yard and salvage sales.  

 

Happy 100th Birthday—202 S. 14th Street! 

Our past president, André Luthard, is the owner of this 

Landmark house and PAC*SJ congratulates him on his 100 

year old residence. We will visit the recently renovated back 

yard and tour the interior. Stories about the early house will 

entertain our guests.  � 
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to get your message out to your best potential customers! For ads larger than the business card, you must supply 

camera-ready artwork, or PAC*SJ can provide it at an additional charge. 

 Buy ads in 6 issues and SAVE! Plus, all multiple-issue ads come with a free membership!  

ADVERTISE IN CONTINUITY! 

Business Card  

Single issue $50 

3 issues $120 

    

    

1/4 Page  

Single issue $100 

3 issues $250 

  

  

1/2 Page  

Single issue $200 

3 issues $450 

Full Page 

Single issue $375 

3 issues $700 

        

    

    

    

    

PAC*SJ 2016 Calendar 

May   16   Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

Apr  18    Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

Mar   21    Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

Apr  21-23  PAC*SJ Spring Yard and Salvage Sale. 260 S.13th St. See page 14. 

 Jun  20   Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

 Jul  18   Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

May  14   Saturday, 10 am. PAC*SJ Walking Tour, Lincoln Avenue Business District, Willow Glen. 

      See page 11. 

Aug  15   Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

  

Aug  11-13  PAC*SJ Summer Yard and Salvage Sale. 260 S.13th St.  

Sep  19   Monday, PAC*SJ Board Meeting, 6:30—8 pm.  History San Jose, Pasetta House. 

Apr  16   Saturday, 10 am. PAC*SJ Walking Tour, E. Santa Clara Street Urban Village. See page 11. 

Jul  23   Saturday, 10 am. PAC*SJ Walking Tour of East San Jose. See page 11. 

Aug  27   Saturday, 10 am. PAC*SJ Walking Tour of San Jose’s Little Italy. See page 11. 

Jun  25   Saturday, 10 am. PAC*SJ Walking Tour of Hanchett Park. See page 11. 

Jun  11   Saturday, PAC*SJ Members-Only Event. Centennial anniversary party for  two    

      Naglee Park homes belonging to Board members. More details to follow. See page 14. 
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Top Ten Myths About Historic Preservation—by Ken Bernstein 
It often surprises me how many misunderstandings abound 

concerning historic preservation—with some people closing 

their minds to preservation based on inaccurate information, 

and others clinging to unrealistic expectations about the im-

pacts or benefits of preservation tools. As a starting point in 

clearing up these misconceptions, I offer up a “top ten” list of 

the most prevalent myths about historic preservation. 

 

Myth #1: “If a property gets designated as a historic land-

mark, it’s protected forever and can never be demolished.” 

Fact: Landmark designation ensures a more thorough review 

of demolition proposals, but it does not prohibit demolition 

outright. In the City of Los Angeles, designation as a City his-

toric landmark (Historic-Cultural Monument) allows the 

City’s Cultural Heritage Commission to object to the issuance 

of a demolition permit, but only for 180 days. The City Coun-

cil may then extend the objection to demolition for an addi-

tional 180 days. Many East Coast cities, including New York, 

do actually prohibit demolition of their landmarks, but these 

cities also leave an exception for cases of demonstrated eco-

nomic hardship. Even listing in the National Register of His-

toric Places, which sounds more elevated than a “mere” local 

listing, does not provide for more iron-clad protection.  

Although demolition of a designated landmark in California 

additionally requires preparation of an Environmental Impact 

Report to assess the feasibility of alternatives to demolition, a 

truly determined property owner may be able to obtain ap-

proval to destroy even our most cherished landmarks. 

 

Myth #2: “Historic designation will reduce my property  

values.” 

Fact: Study after study across the nation has conclusively 

demonstrated that historic designation and the creation of 

historic districts actually increase property values. Why? 

In part, historic designation gives a neighborhood or an indi-

vidual historic site a cache that sets it apart from ordinary 

properties. Many buyers seek out the unique qualities and 

ambiance of a historic property. Historic district designation 

gives potential homebuyers two rare and economically valu-

able assurances: that the very qualities that attracted them to 

their neighborhood will actually endure over time, and that 

they can safely reinvest in sensitive improvements to their 

home without fear that their neighbor will undermine this 

investment with a new “monster home” or inappropriate new 

development. 

 

Myth #3:“If my property is designated as a historic site, I 

won’t be able to change it in any way, and I don’t want my 

property to become like a museum.” 

 

 

Fact: Owners of designated historic structures may make 

very significant changes to their structures. Historic preserva-

tion laws, at their essence, are not meant to prevent change, 

but, rather, to manage change. The tool to manage change is 

the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, the 

nationally accepted benchmark for evaluating changes to his-

toric structures. The Standards don’t require that every ele-

ment of a historic site remain intact: you need not keep every 

doorknob! However, the most significant, or “character-

defining,” historic elements of a property should be retained. 

New additions to the historic property are allowed, but 

should be compatible with the site’s historic architecture. The 

Standards urge the repair of deteriorated historic features, 

but do allow for replacement where the severity of deteriora-

tion leaves no other option. 

 

Myth #4: “Preservation is only for the rich and elite, and for 

high-style buildings.” 

Fact: Historic preservation isn’t just about house museums 

anymore. Today’s preservation movement is increasingly 

diverse: here in Los Angeles, the two newest Historic Preser-

vation Overlay Zones (HPOZs) are in Pico-Union and Lincoln 

Heights, home to economically and ethnically varied popula-

tions. Preservation today also focuses not just on grandiose 

architectural landmarks, but on more modest sites of social 

and cultural significance. Just look at the small Ralph  J. 

Bunche House in South Los Angeles, boyhood home of the 

pioneering African-American diplomat, and Little Tokyo’s 

Far East Café, a beloved gathering place for the city’s 

Japanese-American community—both recently restored. Or, 

consider a current preservation effort to save the modest 

Vladeck Center, a Boyle Heights building that was the center 

of the Jewish labor and immigrant resettlement movements 

of the 1930s. Such sites underscore that preservation can be 

about the “power of place” found at sites containing rich so-

cial and cultural meaning. 

 

Myth #5: “Historic preservation is bad for business.” 

Fact: Historic preservation is at the very heart of our nation’s 

most vibrant economic development and business attraction 

programs. From Southern California examples such as Old 

Pasadena or San Diego’s Gaslamp Quarter, to traditional, 

historic southern cities such as Charleston or Savannah, to the 

recent boom in “heritage tourism,” today’s economic devel-

opment strategies no longer see preservation and business 

development as competing values. The National Main Street 

Center, a program that uses historic preservation to revitalize 

town centers and neighborhood commercial districts, has   

                     (Cont’d p.11) 
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 Ten Myths (Cont’d) 
actually tracked economic results in 1,700 Main Street com-

munities nationally. These preservation-based programs have 

created over 231,000 new jobs and resulted in over $17 billion 

in reinvestment to date, with every dollar spent on a Main 

Street program yielding $40 in economic reinvestment. 

 
Myth #6: “Preservation is more expensive than new  

construction.” 

This is certainly true at times, but, in fact, historic preserva-

tion is typically more cost effective than new construction. 

Why? Historic buildings certainly do sometimes need up-

grades, but these are usually less expensive than the costs of 

building all-new foundations, structural systems, roofs and 

building finishes. The National Trust for Historic Preserva-

tion reports that in Chicago, where the public school system 

is now spending $2.5 billion to upgrade facilities, bare-bones 

new construction is costing $155 per square foot—but renova-

tion is costing just $130. Here in Los Angeles, the State of 

California learned the potential savings from historic preser-

vation in comparing the construction of two State Office 

Buildings: the new Ronald Reagan State Office Building on 

Spring Street at 3rd St., and the Junipero Serra State Office 

Building just two blocks away on Broadway at 4th St., in the 

renovated former flagship location of the Broadway Depart-

ment Store. The historic renovation not only reused and rein-

vigorated an important landmark from 1914, but it saved tax-

payers money by delivering office space at about half the cost 

per square foot of the all-new Reagan building just a few 

years before. 

 
Myth #7: “If I buy a historic property, there’s lots of govern-

ment money available to help me fix it up.” 

While it doesn’t necessarily cost more to renovate a historic 

structure than to build anew, few large government or foun-

dation grants are available to owners of historic properties, 

and even those few typically limit eligibility to government 

agencies or non-profits. What is available tends to be tax in-

centives for private owners of historic buildings. Owners of 

sites listed in or eligible for the National Register of Historic 

Places may take advantage of a Federal Rehabilitation Tax 

Credit that provides a 20% tax offset for the cost of rehabilita-

tion. National Register properties are also eligible to benefit 

from “conservation easements”—binding legal agreements 

with preservation organizations such as the Los Angeles Con-

servancy that can allow owners to claim a charitable deduc-

tion on their Federal income taxes. Finally, the State’s Mills 

Act program, implemented by local governments throughout 

the State, including Los Angeles, allows historic property 

owners to take often-significant property tax reductions. 

Myth #8: “Old buildings are less safe.” 

Although historic structures do sometimes require structural 

retrofits or the addition of fire sprinklers to enhance their 

safety, historic buildings typically perform better than newer 

construction in earthquakes and other natural disasters. What 

determines the safety of buildings is the quality of construc-

tion, not age, and, in many ways, “they just don’t build‘em 

like they used to.” Los Angeles’ signature historic structures 

have survived every major temblor of the past eight decades. 

Yet, in the 1994 Northridge earthquake, the most catastrophic 

damage occurred not to historic buildings but to newer con-

struction such as parking garages, concrete tilt-up buildings, 

and newer apartments with “tuck-under” parking. 

 

Myth #9: “Preservation is an un-American violation of prop-

erty rights.” 

Historic preservation laws no more infringe on property rights 

than do many other laws and private rules that Americans 

have long accepted. Though everyone likes to believe 

“my home is my castle and I can do whatever I want,” this 

statement simply doesn’t reflect reality. Zoning laws prevent 

you from replacing your single-family home with an apart-

ment building or a five-story vertical mansion. We should all 

be happy that such laws prevent our neighbor from putting a 

landfill or a skyscraper behind our back fence. If you live in a 

condominium (or an Orange County gated community), your 

property rights are limited by Covenants, Conditions, and 

Restrictions (CC & Rs), documents that can legally prevent 

you from owning a pet, washing a car in your driveway, or 

having a basketball hoop over the garage. CC &R’s restrictions 

are far more onerous than historic preservation laws, yet are 

commonly accepted even by vocal property rights advocates. 
 

Myth #10: “Preservationists are always fighting new devel-

opment and only care about the past.” 

Historic preservationists do care deeply about the past—

generally not just to wallow sentimentally in a bygone era, but 

as a way of anchoring ourselves as we move forward confi-

dently into the future. Historic preservation is not about stop-

ping change and is certainly not about squeezing out creative 

and exciting new architecture and development. Preservation 

allows us to retain the best of shared heritage to preserve sites 

of unique quality and beauty, revitalize neighborhoods, spur 

economic revitalization, and, quite simply, create better com-

munities.   �    

 

Reprinted with permission from Ken Bernstein, Manager of the Los Angeles 

Office of Historic Resources. The article was written for the Los Angeles 

Conservancy. 
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Notable Quotable 

The urban appeal of San Jose in 2010 depends as much on its  

historic commercial core as on its glamorous new high-rises. 

                -Alan Hess, architect and author. San Jose Mercury News, 2010 



Continuity, Spring 2016                   www.preservation.org Page 19 

 

 

Exploring San Jose City Landmarks  

HL92-66;  Security Building/Ryland Block;    

74-86 S. First Street. 
 

The substantial Security Building/Ryland Block was built in 

1892 of brick with sandstone details from the Levi Goodrich 

quarry. It sits on the northeast corner of South 1st and San 

Fernando Streets.  

After the disastrous city fire in July, 1892 that destroyed 

more than 40 downtown buildings, this three-story building 

was constructed on the site of the previous Lick House Hotel 

and the former Ryland Block. The Ryland Block became 

known as the Security Building when, in 1926, the Security 

State and Savings Bank moved in. 

The Security Building was designed by Jacob Lenzen and 

Sons, prominent local architects and builders in San Jose. De-

pending on the source, the architectural design of the Secu-

rity Building is described as Romanesque Revival or Victo-

rian  

Here is the next San Jose Landmark from the City list. Check 

previous Continuity issues for earlier landmark descriptions 

at www.preservation.org.   

Romanesque. Over the years the building has been exten-

sively remodeled, especially the ground floor façade.  Retail 

has always occupied the ground floor, while business offices 

were located above. Early occupants of the building included 

the O’Brien’s Candy Store and Herold’s Shoe Store. 

The name “Ryland Block,” 

named after its owner, is 

written in tile at the entry-

way floor of the building. 

Inside the building there is 

an air/light well, some 

original ceilings and deco-

rative metal stairs.  

On the exterior, the win-

dows on the upper floors 

are positioned in pairs 

with richly carved stone 

arches of sandstone and 

prominent keystones on 

the third floor windows. 

Second story windows are 

rectangular and sit on a 

rustic sandstone strip.  

                     (Cont’d p.  20)  

 

Above, floor of entryway with building name in tile. 

Below, one‐third of the Security Building on S. First St. 

 



Continuity, Spring 2016               www.preservation.org Page 20 

 

 

City Landmarks (Cont’d)  

throughout Santa Clara County and in San Francisco but the Secu-

rity Building is one of the few buildings, built with these bricks, left 

standing in San Jose.  

In 2010, in an article for the San Jose Mercury, Alan Hess, an archi-

tect and author, stated, “the Letitia and Security buildings have the 

aesthetic heft, the visual vividness to carry their own weight against 

a high-rise” and are “not overwhelmed by these granite cliffs.” He 

further states that the two historic buildings “tie the new city to the 

old.” Inside the two buildings, Hess describes them as 

“architectural ballerinas,” with spacious corridors lined with office 

suites, skylighted on the third floor and indirectly on the second 

floor.  �       

Sources:   1) Glory Anne Laffey, URM Survey. 1991 Historic Survey Inventory       

2) http://calbricks.netfirms.com/brick.dreischmyer.html     

3) HSJ  Downtown Walking Tour Notes (including Hess article) 

Brick designs decorate the spaces between windows. The long 

building is divided into thirds by thin pilasters, ten pairs of win-

dows in each section. The attractive wide cornice is enhanced 

with small brick arches running underneath. 

Caius T. Ryland, the building’s original owner, practiced law in 

San Jose, but after many successful years he turned to banking 

and politics, serving as a city councilman and two terms in the 

state legislature. In the last issue of Continuity, the historic Leti-

tia Building, also built by C.T. Ryland and named for his wife 

Letitia Burnett Ryland, was featured. The two buildings share a 

common wall. 

Dreischmyer stock brick was used in the construction of the Se-

curity Building. Stock brick is less of a pinkish hue and more 

orange red to pale red, is more uniform in color, with less pit-

ting, straight edges, and is a finer quality than common brick. 

The Dreischmyer Brick Company, founded in 1889 by Henry 

Dreischmyer Jr., was located on the bank of Coyote Creek at 

Margaret and 16th Streets.  Dreischmyer bricks were used   

Above: First floor lobby of  the Security Building. 

Left: Lobby elevator. Gold doors surrounded with  

handsome wood pillars and paneling. (See last photo p. 21) 
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Right: Close‐up of  

upper floors of the  

Security Building.  

Note the wide  

cornice over small 

brick arches, sand‐

stone arch  décor 

over third  

story windows  

and the brick  

designs. 

(Photos & text: Gayle Frank)    
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It’s About It’s About It’s About It’s About 

Time!Time!Time!Time!    
    

    Bring Bring Bring Bring 

Back Our Back Our Back Our Back Our 

Clock Clock Clock Clock 

TowerTowerTowerTower    
    

    

Birthplace of Birthplace of Birthplace of Birthplace of     

Silicon Valley Silicon Valley Silicon Valley Silicon Valley     
    

    

    

    

    

www. 

sjclocktower.org 

History San Jose 
Presents 

    

The Wireless Age: The Wireless Age: The Wireless Age: The Wireless Age:     
Electronic Entrepre-

neurs 

Before Silicon Valley 
 

Selections from the  

Perham Collection of 

Early Electronics.  

 

Arbuckle Gallery,  

Pacific Hotel, History Park;  

11 am-4:30 pm  

Tuesdays through Sundays.  

 

Ends July 31, 2016 
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PAC*SJ Membership Application   

 Preservation Action Council of San Jose 

Membership Application 

Name(s)________________________________________ 

Telephone(s)________________________________ ___ 

Address________________________________________ 

 _______________________________________________ 
 

Email _________________________________________ 

Members who do not provide email addresses cannot receive timely 

 notices of news, announcements and events. PAC*SJ will not   

   release your contact details to others without your consent.   

 

New Member________  Renewing Member_______

 Please circle the level at which you wish to join:  

   

   

  

   

Individual     $40 

Family     $55 

Non-profit or School     $25  

Contributor     $100 

Patron     $250 

Benefactor     $1,000 

Student or Senior (over 65)     $25 

Join at the $100 level or above and receive a special 

premium, Signposts Revisited, by Pat Loomis or the 

PAC*SJ’s 20th Anniversary DVD  

produced by Bill Foley   

Please check if you would like to receive  

a book or DVD   

Signposts Revisited   or  DVD          

or  both at the $250 level. 

   I am enclosing $___________ as an extra donation to   

 

   PAC*SJ for a total amount of $ ___________   

I am interested in working with the following  

volunteer opportunities (please circle): 

Advocacy     Programs/Education  

Fundraising    Events     

Membership    Board Member  

Newsletter    Public Relations 
   

Complete and return with your check to:  

  Preservation Action Council of San Jose 

  1650 Senter Rd., San Jose, CA 95112-2599 

Phone: (408)-998-8105         info@preservation.org                                                                         

AMAZONSMILE AMAZONSMILE AMAZONSMILE AMAZONSMILE     

BENEFITS PAC*SJBENEFITS PAC*SJBENEFITS PAC*SJBENEFITS PAC*SJ  

For eligible purchases at AmazonSmile,  

the AmazonSmile Foundation  

will donate 0.5% of the purchase price to  

the customer’s selected charitable organization.   

 

Go to preservation.org and click the Amazon link.  

Select your items and complete your  

purchases as you normally would.    

 

Thanks for Your Support!! 
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 1650 Senter Rd., San Jose, CA 95112-2599 

The Preservation Action Council of San Jose 

PAC*SJ) is a 501(c)(3) nonprofit corporation 

dedicated to preserving San Jose’s architectural 

heritage through education, advocacy and 

events. 

We believe that historic preservation is good for 

our quality of life, good for business, and good 

for the environment. We aim to integrate a 

strong commitment to historic preservation into 

the land use and development decisions of the 

City of San Jose that affect historic resources, as 

well as into the private decisions of property 

owners and developers. We try to bring owners 

and developers together to create historically 

sensitive projects that make economic sense.  

PAC*SJ 2016 Board    

 Staff: Brian Grayson, Executive Director 

NON-PROFIT  

ORGANIZATION 

U.S. POSTAGE 

PAID 
PERMIT 384 

SAN JOSE, CA 

Shanna Desai, President 

André Luthard, Vice President Advocacy 

Darryl Boyd, Treasurer 

Julia Howlett,  Secretary & Webmaster 

Pat Colombe 

Gayle Frank    

Advisory Board 

Hugh Graham 

Josh Marcotte 

Sharon McCauley 

Marilyn Messina 

John Mitchell 

Bonnie Bamburg 

Marvin Bamburg, AIA 

Paul Bernal, Esquire 

Ken Fowler, CPA 

April Halberstadt 

Alan Hess 

Karita Hummer 

Rusty Lutz 

Franklin Maggi 

Craig Mineweaser, AIA 

Gil Sanchez, FAIA 

Keith Watt 

  Preservation Action Council of San Jose 

Or Current Resident 

Like Us On Facebook! 

                 Renew or Join PAC*SJ Today!                  Renew or Join PAC*SJ Today!                  Renew or Join PAC*SJ Today!                  Renew or Join PAC*SJ Today!     


