CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE
TWENTIETH COUNCIL

COUNCIL BILL NO. 0-13-54 ENACTMENT NO.

SPONSORED BY: Rey Gardufo
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ORDINANCE
DESIGNATING PORTIONS OF THE ALBUQUERQUE INTERNATIONAL SUNPORT
AS A CITY LANDMARK.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 3-22-3 NMSA 1978 of the Historic District
and Landmark Act, the City Council, the governing body of the City of
Albuquerque, has the authority to adopt zoning districts designating certain
areas as historical areas and to adopt and enforce regulations and restrictions
within such districts relating to the erection, alteration and destruction of those
exterior features of buildings and other structures subject to public view from any
public street, way or other public place; and

WHEREAS, the authority conferred by the Historic District and Landmark
Act is consistent with the authority of the City Council to amend the Zone Map for
the physical development of areas within the planning and platting jurisdiction of
the City as authorized by Section 3-19-3, NMSA 1978, and by the City of
Albuquerque’s home rule powers; and

WHEREAS, the protection, reuse, and enhancement of significant historic
buildings and districts is a goal of the Albuquerque/Bernalillo County
Comprehensive Plan; and

WHEREAS, the property owner consents in the designation of the property
as a City of Albuquerque Landmark; and

WHEREAS, the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission, in its
advisory role on historic preservation matters, has recommended City Council
approval of the landmark designation.

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL, THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF
ALBUQUERQUE:
Section 1. That the north facade and the lobby or “Great Hall” of the

Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is designated a City Landmark.
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Section 2. FINDINGS ADOPTED. The City Council adopts the following
Findings as recommended by the Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Commission:

(A) This is a request for a recommendation to the City Council of a City
landmark designation for a portion the Albuquerque International Sunport
Terminal, a building at 2200 Sunport Boulevard SE, which address is on Tract A-1
of the Sunport Municipal Addition.

(B) The City of Albuquerque is the owner of the property and application was
submitted by the City of Albuquerque Aviation Department.

(C) The subject property is zoned SU-1 for Airport and Related Facilities.

(D) 814-12-7 of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance provides
procedures and criteria for evaluating the suitability of a property for City
landmark designation.

(E) The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has cultural and
architectural significance in its use of architectural motifs inspired by indigenous
cultures of New Mexico. It is the latest and the best-known example of an
Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a tradition of
architectural design of transportation facilities in Albuquerque for more than a
century.

(F) The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is suitable for
preservation. It is a working facility in good structural condition and repair. The
significant features proposed for landmark designation are the north facade and
the great hall. Less significant parts of the terminal are subject to more frequent
change and need not be preserved to City landmark standards.

(G) The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has educational
significance because its design evinces respect for New Mexico’s ancient
landscape and the indigenous architecture it inspired. The Terminal declares
visually that New Mexico is different from wherever a traveler’s airliner may have
departed.

(H) A portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal meets a
criterion for City Landmark designation in that it represents the work of an
architect, designer, or master builder whose individual work has influenced the

development of the city, architect William E. Burk, Jr. William E. Burk, Jr.
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practiced architecture in Albuquerque for forty years and his body of work
includes commercial, institutional, and residential buildings, many of which are
noteworthy.

() The features of the Albuquerque Sunport Terminal building that are
significant and help to define the architectural character of the building are the
north facade and the lobby, or “great hall”.

(J) The architectural features of the north facade that are significant and
worthy of preservation are the building block massing with projecting and
recessed elements and varying roof heights; the color scheme of earth-tone
stucco and concrete with medium blue trim: the stair-step motif, painted medium
blue in stucco and metal fagcade features including certain window groups; the
free-standing steel canopies, and the light wells between the elevated roadway
and the facade.

(K) The architectural features of the lobby, or “Great Hall” that are significant
and worthy of preservation are the laminated wood beams and corbels with
carved and painted imagery, separated by a wood-clad ceiling system that evokes
traditional latilla ceilings, painted accent colors and designs on the laminated
beams, the pattern of windows and openings to other interior areas as defined by
the structural frame, the single-volume space with clerestory windows, a space
divided only by furniture, fixtures, displays and escalators, and the floor of multi-
tone brick in a pattern.

(L) The request fulfills the intent of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Ordinance in that it serves to preserve, protect, enhance, perpetuate and promote
the use of structures and areas of historical, cultural, and architectural
significance located within the City.

Section 3. ADDITIONAL FINDING

(A) The Finding adopted as Section 2, Iltems |, J and K above, shall
constitute general preservation guidelines for the Albuquerque International
Airport Terminal.

Section 4. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall take effect five days
after publication by title and general summary.

Section 5. SEVERABILITY CLAUSE. If any section, paragraph, sentence,

clause, word or phrase of this ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or
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unenforceable by any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not
affect the validity of the remaining provisions of this ordinance. The Council
hereby declares that it would have passed this ordinance and each section,
paragraph, sentence, clause, word or phrase thereof irrespective of any

provisions being declared unconstitutional or otherwise invalid.



City of Albuquerque

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Richard J. Berry, Mayotr

Interoffice Memorandum May 29, 2013

To: Dan Lewis, President, City C il
From: Richard J. Berty, Mayor Q%
SUBJECT: City Landmark designation of Sunport Terminal

The Landmarks and Utban Conservation Commission has recommended to the City Council that
portions of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal be designated a City Landmark in
accordance with §14-12-7.

The Sunport Terminal possesses cultural significance in its use of architectural motifs inspired
by indigenous cultures of New Mexico. It is the latest and best-known example of an
Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a “short-term” tradition of more
than a century.

The north fagade of the terminal and the lobby or “Great Hall” are the only features proposed for
landmark designation to ensure that these significant features will be retained in the long term.

The City is the owner of the property and the application was initiated by the Aviation Department.
This recommendation is forwarded to the City Council for approval of a City Landmark
designation ordinance.
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Cover Analysis
1. What is it?

This is an ordinance to designate portions of the Albuquerque International
Sunport as a City Landmark.

2. What will this piece of legislation do?
Recognize the cultural and educational significance of the aitpott terminal
building, and to provide the public an opportunity to comment, and the
Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission to decide, on proposed
alterations to these features of the terminal building.

3. Why is this project needed?

The request for City Landmark designation was initiated by the Aviation
Department.

4. How much will it cost and what is the funding source?
No cost is involved.

5. Is there a revenue soutce associated with this contract? If so, what level of
income is projected?

No.



FISCAL IMPACT ANALYSIS

TITLE: City Landmark Designation for portion of the Sunport Terminal R: O:
FUND: 110

DEPT: 4926000

[X] No measurable fiscal impact is anticipated, i.e., no impact on fund balance over and above existing
appropriations.
| (If Applicable) The estimated fiscal impact (defined as impact over and above existing appropriations) of

this legislation is as follows:

Fiscal Years
2013 2014 2015 Total
Base Salary/Wages -
Fringe Benefits at - - - -
Subtotal Personnel - - N N

Operating Expenses -
Property - -
Indirect Costs 21.50% - -

Total Expenses $ - $ - $ - 8 -
[ ] Estimated revenues not affected
[x ] Estimated revenue impact
Amount of Grant - -
City Cash Match - - - -
City Inkind Match - - -
City IDOH  *21.5% - -
Total Revenue $ - $ - $ - 3 -
These estimates do not include any adjustment for infiation.
* Range if not easily quantifiable.

Number of Positions created 0

COMMENTS: This is a request for City Landmark designation of portions of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal at 2200
Sunport Bivd SE. City Landmark designation restricts the ability of the owner to alter the appearance of the site untit the Landmarks and
Urban Conservation Commission approves the alteration design.

COMMENTS ON NON-MONETARY IMPACTS TO COMMUNITY/CITY GOVERNMENT:

The landmark designation of these portions of the Sunport Terminal will have no fiscal impact on the City of Albuquerque.
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Agenda Number 4
Case No. 13-LUCC-50068
Project No. 1009638

Landmarks & Urban

Conservation Commission May 8, 2013

Staff Report on the City Landmark request for Albuquerque
International Sunport Terminal

This is a request for an LUCC recommendation to the City Council for designation of portions of the
Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal as a City Landmark. Only two features of the building
are identified as significant and proposed to be preserved through City landmark designation: the
north fagade of the building and the lobby area, or “Great Hall”. For more than a century,
1 Albuquerque’s transportation terminals have been designed to express regional cultural character in
their architecture, and this tradition is exemplified in the Sunport Terminal building,

Designation as a City Landmark will result in LUCC review of any plans for alterations of
significant features of the north fagade and the “Great Hall” under the procedures and criteria
established in the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance. A portion of the Albuquerque
International Sunport Terminal meets the criteria for City Landmark designation due to its cultural
and architectural significance to the City. Landmark designation may ensure that certain significant
architectural features will be retained in the long term, and that it will continue to impress visitors
and make locals proud.

The proposal supports relevant City plans, policies and guidelines.

PRIMARY REFERENCES:

Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance

Agent Planning Department Staff Recommendation
Applicant City of Albuquerque Aviation
Department, James Hinde, Dir.  ApPROVAL of Case #13LUCC-50068,|
Request City Landmark Designation Project #1009638, a request for a
Legal Description Tract A-1, Sunport Municipal recommendation to City Council to designate a
Addmon portion of the Albuquerque International
Address/Location —348t—T-om3 pulevard Sunport Terminal a City Landmark, based on
- : Findings 1-12 beginning on page 12.
Size ~meres CDQZ,?_(% :
Zoning SU-1  Airport and Related Ed Boles
s Facilities B Historic Preservation Planner
Summary of Analysis
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I. AREA CHARACTERISTICS AND ZONING

Surrounding zoning, plan area, and land uses.

Zoning Comprehensive Plan Area; Applicable Land Use
Rank II & III Plans
Immediate Area SI.J-I for | Establishied Urban _ Airport
Airport
and
Related
Facilities
Sites to the North M-1, O-1 | Established Urban Industrial,
SuU-1 for Office,
IP, R-1 Residential
Sites t o the South Kirtland Esfablishgd Urban, Nob Hill-Highland Sector | Air Force Base
AFB Development Plan
Sites to the East iPn"]taland Established Urban Air Force Base
Sites to the West C-2, C-3, | Established Urban, including the Old Air | Commercial and
Hes | IP,M-2 | Terminal Building, a City Landmark Industrial

II. INTRODUCTION

This Request

This is a request for a recommendation for City Landmark designation of a portion of the building
known as the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal. Only two features of the building are
identified as significant and proposed to be preserved through City landmark designation: the north
fagade of the building and the lobby area, or “Great Hall” as demonstrated on the attached aerial
map labeled Exhibit A.

Designation as a City Landmark will result in Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission
review of any plans for alteration of significant features of the terminal under the procedures and
criteria established in Article 12 of the City of Albuquerque Code of Ordinances, specifically the
Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance 14-12,

§14-12-7 (B)(1) specifies that applications for Landmark Designation may be made by the Mayor
or his designated representative, or by a person with direct financial, contractual, or proprietary

N
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interest in the affected property. This application for Landmark Designation originated in the
Auviation Department, whose director, James Hinde, is a mayoral appointee.

The LUC Ordinance provides procedures for the designation of City Landmarks. Upon filing of an
application by a property owner or the Mayor or his designee, an evaluation is prepared for the
LUCC by city staff. The evaluation is to describe the property’s historic, architectural or other
significance of the property and to identify its significant features. If the LUCC determines that the
property is eligible for landmark designation, the recommendation is forwarded to the City Council
for approval and adoption of a designation ordinance. After designation, the property is mapped as
a Historic Overlay Zone (HOZ). The property is subject to the provisions of the Landmarks and
Urban Conservation Ordinance and is afforded protection from inappropriate alterations and
unnecessary demolition. A list of other City Landmark properties is attached to this report.

Background, History and Context

For more than a century, Albuquerque’s transportation terminals have been designed to express
regional cultural character in their architecture. The Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railway
Depot of 1902 and neighboring Alvarado Hotel were California Mission Style, as were many of that
company’s early 20th-century buildings in the Southwest. The Depot burned a few years after its
City Landmark designation and is now recalled in the design of our early 21*-century Amtrak/bus
depot.

The regional architectural theme in Albuquerque transportation terminals shifted from California
Mission Style to Pueblo Revival Style at the West Mesa Airport of 1929. Its Western Air Express
Terminal lobby featured a portrait of Charles Lindbergh above a fireplace flanked by pueblo-dance-
inspired wall paintings. This was a private facility — the City of Albuquerque had not yet built an
air terminal.

Albuquerque’s First Municipal Air Terminal, 1939

When the City of Albuquerque, with the assistance of the Works Progress Administration,
built its first municipal air terminal in 1939, it was Pueblo Revival Style inside and out, even
incorporating adobe brick sections in some walls. The architect was Ermest Blumenthal, City
Architect. Still standing at the west end of the Sunport today, the old terminal houses federal
offices related to passenger air travel. The building is the City’s only aviation-related City
Landmark and was thoroughly rehabilitated circa 1999 .

Albuquerque grew from 35,449 population in 1940 to 201,189 in 1960. A parallel rise in
civilian air travel after World War II and an industry transition to much larger airliners
rendered the 1939 terminal inadequate. Several additions were made, to little avail, and by
1960 the building was ripe for replacement.
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City Builds New Terminal — Albuquerque Metropolitan Airport Terminal, 1963

In 1962 the City hired architect William E. Burk, Jr. to design the Albuquerque Metropolitan
Airport Terminal. Clyde Sharrer, the City’s first aviation director, was Burk’s client. In a
1987 article in the Albuquerque Journal, Burk commented on having styled the terminal to
reflect New Mexico heritage rather than contemporary trends, which were quite different in
materials, forms, and inspiration. Burk said, “To turn the Albuquerque airport into another
O’Hare (Chicago’s international airport) would have been absolutely ridiculous. Modern
architecture fits New Mexico like a sock on a rooster.”

(Never mind that Burk designed his share of modern-movement buildings in New Mexico,
such as the former Galles Motors Building at Central and University NE. Featuring a
sandstone-and-glass-clad showroom and now occupied by the University of New Mexico, its
fagade still features Cadillac and Oldsmobile insignias carved in the sandstone by Mr. Burk.)

After the new terminal’s main interior space was dubbed the “great hall,” Burk said, “I don’t
know why in hell it’s being called the great hall, it’s the lobby.” The Journal article went on,
“The 82-foot-long carved wood beams decorated with Southwest Indian symbols were
transported from Idaho on railroad cars designed to carry Atlas missiles. The great hall
(lobby) is 140 feet long by 80 feet wide and 28 feet high. Bill Burk commented that it was in
a way stupid to build an adobe style structure with these dimensions. There had never been a
pueblo style room of that magnitude. The airport would be the gateway to the Southwest.
The design was taken from the original architectural motifs of the Southwest. It would give
the public, especially air travelers, an experience of the architectural beauty of the Southwest,
and introduction to what to expect. The work was a dedicated effort to produce a monumental
structure that says: “This is New Mexico’.”

Apparently the work succeeded on that point, as observed in an Architecture magazine article
of 1984 about southwestern cities. It began as follows:

“Albuquerque airport makes one of America’s great first impressions. Visitors step
off a plane into a cool pink adobe-style building, with ornate beamed ceilings, cactus
gardens, and walls decorated with Indian sun and cloud symbols. The waiting rooms
are furnished in territorial-style benches and chairs, and from virtually every window
there's a glimpse of the Sandia Mountains and the mesas stepping up gradually
toward Arizona. You know immediately you're not in Dallas or Atlanta.”

City Expands and Remodels Terminal — Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal,
1990

This project produced the terminal now proposed for City Landmark designation. Post-1990
expansions and remodeling have retained the character of the original.

Albuquerque’s population reached 332,920 in 1980, having grown at a slower rate between
1960 and 1980 than during the 1940-1960 boom. Even so, the 1963 terminal’s passenger
enplaning and deplaning totals increased from a monthly average of about 94,000 in 1970 to
more than 190,000 in 1980, more than doubling in a single decade.
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The City’s 1985 Airport Master Plan made clear the need for an expansion of the 1963
Terminal, and a local architecture firm then known as The Burn/Peters Group (later BPLW)
was retained. The firm wrote its architectural program for the 1990 expansion/remodeling in
keeping with the City’s Airport Master Plan of 1985, asserting that the “major goal for the
Project Team will be to maintain this feeling of difference that people have when they arrive
in Albuquerque; and at the same time, respect the changes in the aviation industry and in the
social interaction of airline travel.”

This major goal and the subordinate objectives pursued in the 1990 Terminal design show
how the regional design approach to Albuquerque’s earliest air terminals was still in effect.
The 1990 Terminal design was a re-interpretation of Pueblo Revival Style, not simply a larger
version of the 1963 Terminal. Soon to be known as the Albuquerque International Sunport
Terminal, its styling was Pueblo Revival that varied in massing and detailing from William
Burk’s 1963 work while retaining some features of that design, most notably the Great Hall.

The Sunport Terminal is a stylized “building block” composition meant to evoke Taos
Pueblo’s massing. This is especially evident on the north fagade, where the roofline steps up
from the ends toward the center and the building masses project and recede all along the
facade’s length. Distinctive metal detailing in windows, canopies, and railings accents the
massing.

Inside, the Great Hall remains the same volume as in 1963. Twenty laminated wood beams
with corbels and painted carvings span its full width of eighty feet. Twenty-eight four-pane
windows below the beams admit daylight to the space and reflect light from nearby roofs onto
the underside of the beams and wood-clad ceiling system. With the beams and windows, the
columns and pilasters along Great Hall’s boundaries order the space. They define openings to
other areas and provide frames for artwork and other displays. The space is further
characterized by blue-painted steel railings similar to those at the north facade. The floor
finish is multi-tone brick in a tweedy pattern.

Future developments

The Airport Master Plan drafted in 2002 lays out intermediate- and long-term projects at the
Sunport, including the removal of Runway 17/35 and the construction of a second terminal
when traffic demands it. The runway closure recommendation is based on safety, noise
abatement and the cost of upkeep. Because 17/35 intersects all three of the other runways it
has the highest risk of runway incursions and air traffic control prefers not to use it. Wind is
usually from the east, and even during strong winds the other runways can cover departure
and landing. Currently, most of the runway's use is general aviation.

In the longer term, the plan calls for a new terminal to be built to the northeast of the existing
terminal. A people mover system will connect the terminal with parking facilities and the
existing terminal.



CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE LANDMARKS & URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Case # 13LUCC-50068 / Project # 1009638
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION May 8, 2013
Page 6

B R T T
III. PLANNING CONSIDERATIONS RELEVANT TO THE PROPOSED
DESIGNATION

Policies are written in regular text and staff analysis and comment in bold italic.

Comprehensive City Zoning Code

The Zoning Code does not directly address City Landmark designation. Procedures for the
designation of City Landmarks are contained in the Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Ordinance.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is zoned SU-1 Airport and Related
Facilities. City Landmark designation will not affect the suitability of the Sunport Terminal
Jor uses allowed by the current zoning. Most other uses allowed by the Zoning Code are
highly unlikely to ever be proposed for the Sunport Terminal. Even so, if non-airport uses
were proposed, the designation’s proposed guidelines are very limited in scope relative to the'
size and complexity of the Terminal. The proposed guidelines apply only to the terminal’s
north facade and one room inside, the Great Hall,

Landmarks and Urban Conseryation Ordinance

Article 12, R.0.A., 1994 (the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance) is applicable to
this request. The purpose of this ordinance is to:

“Preserve, protect, enhance, perpetuate and promote the use of structures and areas of
historical, cultural, architectural, engineering, archeological or geographic significance located
in the city; to strengthen the city’s economic base by stimulating the tourist industry; to
enhance the identity of the city by protecting the city’s heritage and prohibiting the
unnecessary destruction or defacement of its cultural assets; and to conserve existing urban
developments as viable economic and social entities.”

§14-12-7 (A) of the LUC ordinance provides criteria for evaluating the suitability of a
property for landmark designation:

"Real property may be designated a landmark if it has historical or other cultural significance
or integrity, is suitable for preservation, has educational significance, and in addition:

(1) Ttis the site of a significant historic event;

(2) TItis identified with a person who significantly contributed to the history of the city, state or nation;

(3) It portrays the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a distinctive

architectural style;

(4) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction;

(5) It possesses high artistic values;

(6) Itrepresents the work of an architect, designer, or master builder whose individual work has influenced the
development of the city;

(7) It embodies elements of architectural design, detail, materials, or craftsmanship which represent a
significant architectural innovation;

(8) Its preservation is critical because of its relationship to already-designated landmarks or other real property
which is simultaneously proposed as a landmark;

(9) Ithas yielded or is very likely to yield information important in history or prehistory; or

(10) Itisincluded in the National Register of Historic Places or the New Mexico Cultural Properties Register.

&



CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE LANDMARKS & URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Case # 13LUCC-50068 / Project # 1009638
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION May 8, 2013
Page 7

T A S e T A T G A S s PN AN e 3 ) e 12
The Commission shall also evaluate whether the property, as it would be controlled as a landmark,

is suitable for uses allowed by the Zoning Code, including legally nonconforming uses, if any.”
See comments under Comprehensive City Zoning Code.

Iv.

The request for landmark designation was filed by the City of Albuquerque, the property
owner. This staff report constitutes the investigation and report required in §14-12-7
(B)(3). The Sunport Terminal has architectural significance as discussed below. It
combines important elements of the 1963 Metropolitan Air Terminal and the 1989
International Sunport design.

§14-12-7 (C) Addresses development guidelines for City Landmarks. It directs the LUCC to
adopt development guidelines specific to the property after approval of a designation
ordinance by the City Council.

General preservation guidelines identifying significant features to be preserved are
required in the LUCC’s recommendation to the City Council and in the designation
ordinance, should it be adopted. The ordinance directs the LUCC to adopt specific
development guidelines at a public hearing within 45 days of the effective date of the
designation ordinance passed by City Council. Specific guidelines should be consistent
with the general preservation guidelines in the ordinance designating the city landmark.

EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE

Regarding the criteria for City Landmarks designation in the Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Ordinance, Section 7(A), three qualities are required in a City Landmark designation:

Historical or other cultural significance or integrity

The Sunport Terminal possesses cultural significance in its use of architectural motifs
inspired by indigenous cultures of New Mexico. It is the latest and best-known example of
an Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a “short-term” tradition of
more than a century.

Suitability for preservation

The Sunport Terminal is surely suitable for preservation as a working facility in good
structural condition and repair. Preservation is a high standard, and certain significant
features identified in this report are worthy of that standard. Less significant parts of the
Terminal are subject to more frequent change and need not be preserved to City Landmark
standards.

Educational significance
The Sunport Terminal is significant educationally because its design evinces respect for

New Mexico’s ancient landscape and the indigenous architecture it inspired. The Terminal
declares visually that New Mexico is different from wherever a traveler’s airliner may have
departed. It presents, in admittedly derivative fashion, an invitation to attend to New

7



CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE LANDMARKS & URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Case # 13LUCC-50068 / Project # 1009638
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION May 8, 2013
Page 8

e P e e P e e )
Mexico’s unique cultural and geographical qualities. Whether expressed in architecture,

dance, music, visual arts, spiritual practice, or other activity, those qualities identify New
Mexico as a place well worth learning about.

(3) It portrays the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by
a distinctive architectural style.

In this instance, New Mexico is the environment, New Mexicans are the people, and the 20™
century is the era of history. The architectural style is Pueblo Revival, which derives from ancient
architectural traditions of the American Southwest. This style is beyond distinctive; it’s derived
from the building traditions of its place of origin. Such styles are very rare in the United States,
where most architectural revivals are based on distant sources.

Important public buildin; gs and thousands of others were built in Pueblo Revival Style by New
Mexicans during the 20~ century. After New Mexico’s statehood was achieved in 1912, and
somewhat beforehand, all sorts of buildings were designed with pueblo-inspired massing and
motifs. The Old Air Terminal Building of 1939 and its neighboring TWA hangar both expressed
Pueblo Revival character in a distinctive airport. That character is seen less often in major
Albuquerque buildings nowadays, but it persists. The Sunport Terminal carried that persistence
into the late 20" century and now into the 21%.

6) It represents the work of an architect, designer, or master builder whose individual
work has influenced the development of the city.

The Sunport Terminal meets this criterion for City Landmark designation, §14-12-7(A)2 via
William E. Burk, Jr. Mr. Burk was a sculptor-turned-architect who practiced architecture for forty
years in Albuquerque. Burk designed hundreds of buildings in the Southwest; the Albuquerque
Metropolitan Air Terminal of 1963 was a prime example. That building’s Great Hall remains at the
core of the Sunport Terminal of today, which justifies applying this “influential architect” criterion.

Other Burk designs include commercial, institutional, and residential buildings, even several horse-
racing tracks and a fire-proof, concrete horse barn design to protect valuable equines. Local
products of his d1verse practice include Sandia High School, the former R.L. Harrison machinery
dealership at 1801 4™ NW, American Furniture Store downtown (demolished), and Burk’s former
office, a prefab steel building of his invention at 512 Yale SE.

Among Burk’s many local residential projects are the distinctive Park Plaza and McHenburk
apartments, the Hibben and Water Tank Houses, and the Raabe “Kelvinator” House, a National-
Register-listed house at 324 Hermosa SE. He served on the architectural review committee of La
Resolana Addition, post-World War II subdivision near Washington and Indian School Road NE,
and designed houses in such areas as Ridgecrest and Spruce Park.

In Cold War-related work, Burk researched defense methods and designed special construction for
the US Air Force at Kirtland Air Force Base and White Sands Missile Range while providing
consulting services to other agencies and corporations. Whether working on defense projects or
commercial development, he combined a penchant for research and innovation with artistic flair.

8



CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE LANDMARKS & URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

PLANNING DEPARTMENT Case # 13LUCC-50068 / Project # 1009638
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW DIVISION May 8, 2013
Page 9

V.  SIGNIFICANT FEATURES &
RECOMMENDED GENERAL PRESERVATION GUIDELINES

The following significant features help define the architectural character of the Sunport Terminal
and should be preserved:

North Fagade

Building block massing with projecting and recessed elements and varying roof heights
Color scheme of earth-tone stucco and concrete, and medium blue trim
Stair-step motif, painted medium blue, in stucco and metal fagade features including certain
window group

o Free-standing steel canopies
Light wells between elevated roadway and the facade

Great Hall

¢ Laminated wood beams and corbels with carved and painted imagery, separated by a wood-
clad ceiling system that evokes traditional latilla ceilings
Painted accent colors and designs on the laminated beams, which shall remain unpainted
Pattern of windows and other openings to interior areas defined by the structural frame
Single-volume space with clerestory windows, a space divided only by furniture, fixtures,
displays, and escalators.

e Floor of multi-tone brick in a pattern

The significant features listed above should be protected from removal and inappropriate alterations
in order to perpetuate the architectural character of the Sunport Terminal. Where deterioration,
damage, or other substantial inadequacy requires the replacement of such features, the replacements
shall match the original features in design, color, texture, and where possible, materials. Where
paint colors are identified as part of significant features listed above, those features shall be
repainted in their original colors.

Landmark designation will not be applied to any other parts of the Sunport Terminal. A Certificate
of Appropriateness would only be required when permanent changes to the Great Hall and the north
fagade of the building are proposed.
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V1. ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

The Sunport Terminal is not listed on either the State Register of Cultural Properties or the National
Register of Historic Places, nor would it be a good candidate for registration. No nomination for
such registration is being considered at this time. In general, but not exclusively, the National
Register uses a fifty-year threshold when considering properties for listing, It does allow listing of
properties that have achieved significance in the past fifty years if the property is of exceptional
importance. The National Register Bulletin, Guidelines for Evaluating and Nominating Properties
that Have Achieved Significance Within the Past Fifty Years, is appended to this report only for
reference purposes.

Listing on the historic registers is not a requirement for City landmark designation. The LUC
ordinance provides that real property may be designated a landmark if it has historical or other
cultural significance or integrity. This application is being forwarded under the assertion that the
property has cultural significance.

One significant interior space, the Great Hall, is proposed for protection under the requested City
Landmark designation. The Great Hall was part of the 1963 design by William E. Burk, Jr. (he
called it the Lobby). Fifty years is the National Register of Historic Places age standard, and it’s
now fifty years since 1963, so it is reasonable to assert that the Great Hall has historic significance.

One significant exterior feature is proposed for protection. The north fagade of the existing building
is largely a product of the 1990 expansion project designed by BPLW Architects. The fagade has
upper and lower sections separated by an elevated roadway, related walkways, and projecting entry
porches. In other places the two-story fagade is not divided by the elevated roadway. These places
are fagade recesses with light wells and trees at ground level. They alternate along the fagade with
the entry porches connecting the elevated roadway with the building.

How the City landmark designation will affect Sunport operations is pertinent to the LUCC’s
deliberations. The Commission may conclude that the Aviation Department would not request the
designation if its ability to operate and change operations as needed would be compromised. The
Master Plan for the airport proposed a new terminal building to the north and east of the subject
building when expansion is warranted. This consideration may be discussed with the applicant in
the public hearing.

This is an unusual request for City Landmark designation due to “one-sidedness” — the North
Fagade is the only exterior wall intended for protection. Just one interior space is intended for
protection, the Great Hall. This is similar to the KiMo Theatre, a City Landmark with design
guidelines applicable to two facades and two interior spaces. In any case, the mandatory
preservation of certain features of the Sunport Terminal may engender the appropriate treatment of
other, unprotected features by future City officials as a matter of consistent property management.

10
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Notification

Two representatives of each of the following organizations were notified of this request: Clayton
Heights/Loma del Cielo Neighborhood Association, Kirtland Community Association, Victory
Hills Neighborhood Association, Yale Village Neighborhood Association.

VII. CONCLUSION

Portions of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal meets certain criteria for City
Landmark designation due to their cultural and architectural significance to the City as discussed in
the analysis above. Landmark designation may ensure that these significant features will be
retained in the long term, and that it will continue to impress visitors and make locals proud.
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FINDINGS for approval of a recommendation for City Landmark designation -
Case No. 13LUCC-50068 / Project No. 1009638 (May 8, 2013)

1.

10.

This is a request for a recommendation to the City Council of a City landmark designation
for a portion the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal, a building at 2200 Sunport
Boulevard SE, which address is on Tract A-1 of the Sunport Municipal Addition.

The City of Albuquerque is the owner of the property and application was submitted by the
City of Albuquerque Aviation Department.

The subject property is zoned SU-1 for Airport and Related Facilities.

§14-12-7 of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance provides procedures and
criteria for evaluating the suitability of a property for City landmark designation.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has cultural and architectural significance
in its use of architectural motifs inspired by indigenous cultures of New Mexico. It is the
latest and the best-known example of an Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit
these motifs in a tradition of architectural design of transportation facilities in Albuquerque
for more than a century.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is suitable for preservation. It is a working
facility in good structural condition and repair. The significant features proposed for
landmark designation are the north fagade and the great hall. Less significant parts of the
terminal are subject to more frequent change and need not be preserved to City landmark
standards.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has educational significance because its
design evinces respect for New Mexico’s ancient landscape and the indigenous architecture
it inspired. The Terminal declares visually that New Mexico is different from wherever a
traveler’s airliner may have departed.

A portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal meets a criterion for City
Landmark designation in that it represents the work of an architect, designer, or master
builder whose individual work has influenced the development of the city, architect William
E. Burk, Jr. William E. Burk, Jr. practiced architecture in Albuquerque for forty years and
his body of work includes commercial, institutional, and residential buildings, many of
which are noteworthy.

The features of the Albuquerque Sunport Terminal building that are significant and help to
define the architectural character of the building are the north fagade and the lobby, or
“great hall”.

The architectural features of the north fagade that are significant and worthy of preservation
are the building block massing with projecting and recessed elements and varying roof

12~
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heights, the color scheme of earth-tone stucco and concrete, and medium blue trim, the stair-
step motif, painted medium blue in stucco and metal fagade features including certain
window groups, the free-standing steel canopies and the light wells between elevated
roadway and the facade.

11. The architectural features of the lobby, or “Great Hall” that are significant and worthy of
preservation are the laminated wood beams and corbels with carved and painted imagery,
separated by a wood-clad ceiling system that evokes traditional /atilla ceilings, painted
accent colors and designs on the laminated beams, the pattern of windows and other
openings to interior areas defined by the structural frame, the single-volume space with
clerestory windows, a space divided only by furniture, fixtures, displays and escalators, and
the floor of multi-tone brick in a pattern.

12. The request fulfills the intent of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance in that it
serves to preserve, protect, enhance, perpetuate and promote the use of structures and areas
of historical, cultural, architectural significance located within the City.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION Case No. 13-LUC-50068/#1009638

APPROVAL of 13LUCC-50068 / Project # 1009638, an application for a recommendation of
City Landmark designation for a portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal,
located at 2200 Sunport Boulevard SE, and specifically described as Tract A-1 of the Sunport
Municipal Addition No. 9 based on the twelve Findings.

3otz

Ed Boles, Historic Preservation Planner
Urban Design and Development Division

Attachments:
1. Exhibit A with aerial footprint of subject building
2. North Fagade Photos
3. Great Hall Photos
4, Other Photos .
4, §14-12-7 LANDMARKS DESIGNATION (Excerpt of Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Ordinance)
5. List of City of Albuquerque Landmarks
6 National Register Bulletin

cc: James Hinde, Director, City of Albuquerque Aviation Department
Ronald L. Peters, HistoricStreetscapes PLLC
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OTHER PHOTOS

Albuququerque International
Sunport Terminal

1989
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1963
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1939
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The Commission may recommend approval or amendment of such an application to the City Council or
it may deny the application. Historic and urban conservation zone procedures, including procedures for
appeal of the Commission's denial of an application, are prescribed by the Zoning Code.

(D)  Prepare and adopt specific development guidelines for any designated landmark, historic zone
or urban conservation overlay zone.

(E) Make decisions on applications for Certificates of Appropriateness for alteration, new
construction, or demolition, in accordance with the procedures established in this article.

(F)  Disseminate information to the public concerning historic preservation and urban conservation
and seek input from groups and individuals about these matters.

(G) Consider methods for encouraging and achieving historic preservation and urban conservation
and make recommendations to the Mayor and City Council.

(H)  Advise the Mayor, Council, and the Environmental Planning Commission on any proposed
public improvements which would impact the exterior appearance of landmarks or significant structures
in historic zones or urban conservation overlay zones.

(I)  Perform demolition review as provided for in § 14-12-9 ROA 1994 when provided for in a
sector development plan.

(74 Code, § 7-5-6) (Ord. 22-1978; Am. Ord. 4-1985; Am. Ord. 51-1991; Am. Ord. 2012-005)

§ 14-12-7 LANDMARKS DESIGNATION.

(A)  Criteria for Landmark Designation. Real property may be designated a landmark if it has
historical or other cultural significance or integrity, is suitable for preservation, has educational
significance, and in addition:

(1) Itis the site of a significant historic event;

(2) Itis identified with a person who significantly contributed to the history ot the city, state or
nation;

(3) It portrays the environment of a group of people in an era of history characterized by a
distinctive architectural style;

(4) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction;
(5) It possesses high artistic values;

(6)  Itrepresents the work of an architect, designer, or master builder whose individual work has
influenced the development of the city;

(7)  Itembodies elements of architectural design, detail, materials, or crattsmanship which
represent a significant architectural innovation;

http://www.amlegal.com/alpscripts/get-content.aspx 3 ‘/ 2/4/2013
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(8) Its preservation is critical because of its relationship to already-designated landmarks or
other real property which is simultaneously proposed as a landmark; '

(9) It has yielded or is very likely to yield information important in history or prehistory; or

(10) Itis included in the National Register of Historic Places or the New Mexico Cultural
Properties Register. The Commission shall also evaluate whether the property, as it would be controlled
as a landmark, is suitable for uses allowed by the Zoning Code, including legally nonconforming uses, if
any.

(B)  Procedures for Designation of Landmarks

(I)  Applications for landmark designation may be made by the Mayor or his designated
representative, or by a person with direct financial, contractual, or proprietary interest in the affected
property on forms provided by the city. The application shall specify

(a)  Why the property meets the criteria set out in this article and should be designated a
landmark,

(b)  The legal description of the site, the particular features and/or characteristics proposed to
be preserved, and such other description of the property as seems appropriate, including a sketch or
photograph if available, and

(c) The owner's written consent to the designation, or a statement as to why the Commission
should proceed without the owner's consent.

(2)  The Commission shall hold a public hearing on any duly filed application. Notice and
procedures for a public hearing shall be as provided for in § 14-11-9.

(3)  Prior to the public hearing, the Mayor shall cause an investigation and report to be made on
the historical, architectural, or other significance of the property proposed to be designated. The report
shall include:

(a) A statement from the Planning Department regarding planning considerations which may
be relevant to the proposed designation;

(b)  The comments of other involved departments and agencies;

(c)  Evaluation of how the property meets the criteria established in division (A) of this
section,

(d) It the owner has not given written consent to the desi gnation, analysis of the economic
impact of designation on the premises; and

(¢)  An analysis of the significant features of the structure which merit preservation.
(4)  The Commission shall recommend approval of or shall deny any proposed designation at a
public meeting within 60 days after the date the application was filed. The Commission may

recommend modifications to a proposed landmark designation, but no proposal may be extended beyond
the boundaries of the land described in the application unless a new application is tiled and the

http://www.amlegal.com/alpscripts/ get-content.aspx E 2/4/2013
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procedure is repeated for the enlarged boundaries. The Commission shall set forth in its resolution its
findings relative to how the proposed landmark meets the designation criteria, a list of the proposed
landmark’s distinctive features, and general preservation guidelines for the structure.

(5) If the Commission recommends approval of landmark designation, the Commission shall
transmit its resolution to the City Council within 12 working days of the Commission's decision. The
City Council shall approve or deny an ordinance which designates the property as a landmark within 75
days of receipt of the Commission resolution. The City Council ordinance shall include a legal
description of the site, the Council's findings relative to how the landmark meets the designation criteria,
a list of the landmark’s distinctive features, and preservation guidelines for the structure. The City
Council ordinance may differ from the Commission resolution.

(6) Within ten working days of the effective date of an ordinance designating property as a
landmark, the Mayor shall:

(a) Cause to be recorded with the County Clerk a notice stating that the specified property
has been designated as a landmark, citing the ordinance and the effective date thereof; and

(b) Cause to be sent to the owner of said property, by certified mail, a copy of the ordinance
and a copy of the notice filed with the County Clerk.

(7) Anapplication for landmark designation for the same property may not be filed within 12
months from the date of final action by the city on a prior application.

(8) Landmark designation may be amended or rescinded by the same procedure and based on
the same criteria and considerations as are prescribed for designation, except that a City demolition
permit or Certificate of Appropriateness for demolition approved in the manner prescribed in this article
shall automatically constitute rescission of landmark status.

(9) From the date of tiling an application for landmark designation for a property until the
designation procedures are completed, such property shall be protected as if it were a landmark, and a
Certificate of Appropriateness, as provided for in this article, shall be required. However, this interim
control shall in no case apply for more than 110 days after the application for designation is filed.

(C)  Specific Development Guidelines for Designated Landmarks. Within 45 days of the effective
date of an ordinance designating property as landmark, the Commission shall approve specitic
development guidelines for the landmark at a public meeting. The specific development guidelines shall
establish criteria for evaluation of applications for Certificates of Appropriateness which may be
approved by city staff designated by the Mayor. The specific development guidelines shall be consistent
with the provisions of the ordinance designating the landmark. The guidelines may be amended by the
Commission at a public hearing at any time.

(D) Minimum Muaintenance and Security Requirement.

(1)  Any landmark shall receive reasonable maintenance and security for the purpose of
preserving it and carrying out the intent of this article.

(2) Any occupied residential landmark shall be maintained to meet the requirements of the
Housing Code set forth in Chapter 14, Article 3.

http://www.amlegal.com/alpscripts/get-content.aspx 3 6 2/4/2013
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(3)  The owner or any other person having legal custody or control of a landmarked structure
shall repair or stabilize the structure if it is found to have any of the tollowing defects:

(@) A deteriorated or inadequate foundation.

(b) Deteriorated, loose or ineffective waterproofing and weatherproofing of exterior walls,
roots, foundations or floors, including broken windows or doors.

(c)  Any fault in the building or structure that renders it structurally unsafe or not properly
watertight.

(d)  Parts that are so attached that they may fall and injure members of the public or property.

(e) Significant architectural features, as described in the ordinance designating the landmark,
that are deteriorating or in need of stabilization to insure their preservation.

(f)  Or other condition determined by appropriate city officials to cause an immediate threat
to public health, safety or welfare.

(4)  Any landmarked archeological site or vacant landmarked structure shall be adequately
secured against unauthorized entry.

(E)  To better correlate landmarks status with the Zoning Code, the HO Historic Overlay Zone will
be mapped promptly on the official zone map for all real property designated a landmark, unless the area
is in the H-1 Historic Old Town Zone.

('74 Code, § 7-5-7) (Ord. 22-1978; Am. Ord. 83-1980; Am. Ord. 4-1985; Am. Ord. 51-1991)

§ 14-12-8 PROCEDURES FOR ALTERATION, DEMOLITION AND NEW CONSTRUCTION
WITHIN AN HISTORIC ZONE, URBAN CONSERVATION OVERLAY ZONE OR
LANDMARK SITE.

(A)  Requirement. Within the boundaries of a historic zone, urban conservation overlay zone, or
landmark site, the exterior appearance of any structure shall not be altered, new structures shall not be
constructed, and existing structures shall not be demolished until a Certificate of Appropriateness has
been duly approved. Within a historic zone, urban conservation overlay zone, or landmark site which
has specific sign requirements, no sign may be altered, constructed, or demolished until a Certificate of
Appropriateness has been duly approved. Interior features which are listed as worthy of preservation in
the landmark’s general preservation guidelines or specitic development guidelines shall not be altered or
demolished until a Certificate of Appropriateness has been approved. Notwithstanding the above, a
Certificate of Appropriateness shall not be required for:

(1) Ordinary maintenance and repair where the purpose of the work is to correct deterioration to
the structure and restore it to its condition prior to deterioration;

(2)  Any construction, alteration. or demolition duly approved prior to the effective date of this
article;

(3)  Any construction, alteration. or demolition which only affects the interior of the structure
unless the interior features which will be affected were listed as worthy of preservation in the landmark's

http://www.amlegal.com/alpscripts/get-content.aspx 3 ; 247017
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PREFACE

When it was established in 1966,
the National Register of Historic
Places provided official recognition
for the nation’s heritage and encour-
aged public participation in the pro-
tection of historic places. The framers
of the 1966 Act envisioned the Na-
tional Register as a broad list of his-
toric properties that reflected “the
spirit and direction of the Nation.” In
order to assure historical perspective
and avoid judgments based on cur-
rent or recent popular trends, the 50-
year period was established as a
guide for evaluating the historic re-
sources worthy of preservation.
However, the National Register Crite-
tia for Evaluation provided for the
recognition of historic places that
achieved significance within the past
50 years; a property of that vintage
may be eligible if it is of exceptional
importance at the national, State, or
local level.

Over the past three decades, Crite-
ria Consideration G has proved a rea-
sonable test for the historic signifi-
cance of properties achieving signifi-
cance within the past 50 years. As of
the end of 1994, 2,035 properties (out
of approximately 64,000 total listings)
had been listed in the National Regis-
ter under Criteria Consideration G.
Of these, 464 listed properties reflect
some aspect of the nation’s history
since 1950, and 77 of these places ex-
clusively reflect some aspect of our
history since 1974. Many of these
properties are recognized for their ex-
traordinary role in our nation’s his-
tory; however, approximately one-
third are listed for their exceptional
importance in community history.
Since it was first published in 1979,
this bulletin has guided the evalua-
tion of properties from the Depression
era and the World War II period. This
edition moves on to the next major

Interior, Graceland, Memphis, Shelby County, Tennessee. Graceland, listed on the

National Register in 1991, is exceptionally significant because of its association with
Elvis Presley, who revolutionized popular entertainment in the United States during
the 1950s and 1960s. (Jennifer Tucker, Tennessee Historical Commission, 1991)
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period of time: the post-World I era.
Depending on the historical event or
pattern of events, significant persons,
or architectural movements, the post-
World War II period can stretch
through the mid-1960s (Civil Rights
Movement); the mid-1970s (end of the
Vietnam war); the early 1980s (end of
the Modern Movement in architec-
ture); the late 1980s (end of the Cold
War); or some other logical end date.

This bulletin’s third update is is-
sued at a time when several other or-
ganizations—such as the Association
for Preservation Technology, the Na-
tional Trust for Historic Preservation,
and the Society for Commercial Ar-
cheology—have expressed increased
interest in the recent past through
_si%ecial publications on the subject.

e conference, “Preserving the Re-
cent Past,” held March 30-April 1,
1995, in Chicago, Illinois, is another
important indicator of popular and
professional commitment to preserv-
ing significant historic properties of
the recent past. Directed by the late
H. Ward Jandl, the conference served
as an important forum for discussing
a wide range of issues associated with
historic properties of the 20th century.
The properties that have been listed
under Criteria Consideration G illus-
trate public recognition of these places
as truly historic. We thank these indi-
viduals and organizations and the
publication’s original authors for their
continued interest in the subject.

Carol D. Shull

Keeper, National Register of Historic
Places

National Park Service

U.S. Department of the Interior
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I. INTRODUCTION

Properties that have achieved sig-
nificance within the past 50 years may
be listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, according to the Na-
tional Register Criteria for Evaluation,
only if they are of “exceptional impor-
tance,” or if they are integral parts of
districts that are eligible for listing in
the National Register. This principle
safeguards against listing properties
which are of only contemporary, fad-
dish value and ensures that the Na-
tional Register is a register of historic
places.

The Criteria for Evaluation are not
designed to prohibit the consideration
of properties whose unusual contribu-
tion to the development of American
history, architecture, archeology, en-
gineering, and culture can clearly be
demonstrated. The Criteria for Evalu-
ation provide general guidance on
National Register eligibility. How-
ever, the 1966 National Historic Pres-
ervation Act did not assume that sig-
nificance could be a matter of rigid,
objective measurement. It specifically
encourages the recognition of locally
significant historic resources that, by
appearance ot agsociation with per-
sons or events, provide communities
with a sense of past and place. The
historical value of these resources will
always be a combined matter of pub-
lic sentiment and rigorous, yet neces-
sarily subjective, professional assess-
ment. Hence the Criteria for Evalua-
tion, including their discussion of
properties of recent significance, were
written to offer broad guidance based
on the practical and philosophical in-
tent of the 1966 Act.

As a general rule, properties that
have achieved significance within the
past 50 years are not eligible for Na-
tional Register listing because the Na-
tional Register is intrinsically a compi-
lation of the Nation’s historic re-
sources that are worthy of preserva-
tion. The National Register does not

include properties important solel.
for their contemporary impact anc{
visibility, and it rarely is possible to
evaluate historical impact, role, or
relative value immediately after an
event occurs or a building is con-
structed. The passage of time is nec-
essary in order to apply the adjective
“historic” and to ensure adequate
spective. To be a useful tool for pub-
lic administration, the National Regi
ter cannot include properties of only
transient value or interest. The pas-
sage of time allows our perceptions to
be influenced by education, the judg-
ment of previous decades, and the
dispassion of distance. In nominating
properties to the National Register,
we should be settled in our belief that
they will possess enduring value for

their historical associations, appear-
ance, or information potential.

Fifty years is obviously not the
only length of time that defines “his-
toric” or makes an informed, dispas-
sionate judgment possible. It was
chosen as a reasonable, perhaps popu-
larly understood span that makes pro-
fessional evaluation of historical value
feasible. The National Register Crite-
ria for Evaluation encourage nomina-
tion of recently significant properties
if they are of exceptional importance
to a community, a State, a region, or
the Nation. The criteria do not de-
scribe “exceptional,” nor should they.
Exceptional, by its own definition,
cannot be fully catalogued or antici-
pated. It may reflect the extraordi-

The interior of the Drafting Studio at Taliesin West, Maricopa County, Arizona,

illustrates the unique method of architectural training available at Taliesin West,

which had exceptional influence on post-World War I architectural design in the
United States. (Courtesy of the Taliesin West Foundation, 1964)
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nary impact of a political or social
event. It may apply to an entire cat-
egory of resources so fragile that sur-
vivors of any age are unusual. It may
be the function of the relative age of a
community and its perceptions of old
and new. It may be represented by a
building or structure whose develop-
mental or design value is quickly rec-
ognized as historically significant by
the architectural or engineering pro-
fession. It may be reflected in a range
of resources for which a community
has an unusually strong associative
attachment. Thus a complete list of
exceptionally significant resources
cannot be prepared or precise indica-
tors of exceptional value prescribed.
The following discussion offers guid-
ance for the reasoning and evaluation
applicable to properties that have
achieved significance in the past 50
years. [t also offers direction on pre-
paring Statements of Significance for
National Register nominations (Sec-
tion 8 of the National Register regis-
tration form, NPS Form 10-900) of .
such properties.

As the home of the American Bandstand program from 1952 to 1963, the 1947 WFIL
Studio in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, is exceptionally significant in the early
development of the television industry. (Susan Shearer, 1986)
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II. HISTORIC CONTEXT

All National Register nominations
should be based upon an understand-
ing of the historic context with which
the nominated resource is related.
Historic context refers to all of those
historic circumstances and factors
from which the property emerged.
Knowledge of historic context permits
us to understand the relative impor-
tance of the resource in question.

Evaluating a property within its his-
toric context ensures accuracy in un-
derstanding its role and in making
comparisons among similar resources.
As defined in Webster’s dictionary,
context is comprised of the “interre-
lated conditions in which something
exists or occurs.” An understanding
of the context of a historic resource is
based on knowledge of the time, his-

The primary innovation of Radburn, Bergen County, New [ersey, was the separation

of pedestrian and vehicular traffic.

Radburn, planned by Clarence Stein and Henry

Wright, was placed on the National Register in 1974 because of the exceptional
influence its plan has had and continues to have on the planning of suburban

communities, (Louis Di Geronimo, 1974)
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torical theme, and geographical area
with which the property is associated.
This involves understanding, among
other things, the social, political, eco-
nomic, artistic, physical, architectural,
or moral environment that accounted
for the presence of, as well as the
original and current nature of, the re-
source. Historic context will vary
with resources. It may be as simple as
sites associated with the lumber in-
dustry in a particular county in the
late 19th century, or as complex as the
development of a national railroad
line which was created by one set of
physical, political, and economic
forces, yet had different economic, so-
cial, political, and architectural im-
pacts on local communities and geo-
graphic areas, A thorough under-
standing of historic contexts for re-
sources that have achieved signifi-
cance in the past 50 years is essential
for their evaluation.” In evaluating and
justifying exceptional importance, it is
especially critical to identify the prop-
erties in a geographical area that por-
tray the same values or associations
and determine those that best illus-
trate or represent the architectural,
cultural, or historical values being
considered. Thus the first step in
evaluating properties of recent signifi-
cance s to establish and describe the
historic context applicable to the re-
source.



III. SCHOLARLY EVALUATION

A case can more readily be pre-
sented and accepted for a property
that has achieved significance within
the past 50 years if the type of archi-
tecture or the historic circumstances
with which the property is associated
have been the object of scholarly
evaluation. The scholarly sources
available to assist in evaluating prop-
erties from the post-World War Il era

G. Milton Small & Associates, Raleigh, Wake County, North Carolina,
small office building shows Small’s mastery of the language of arc
force in American building in the 1950s and 1960s. (Bill Garrett,
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are becoming plentiful. Journals of
architectural history, social history,
landscape architecture, landscaping,
industrial _archeoloFy, and urban de-
velopment offer solid scholarship on
many kinds of resources likely to be
encountered. Previous National Reg-
ister nominations may assist in esta
lishing appropriate context and addi-
tional scholarship. Papers presented

“7

built 1966. Designed by architect Milton Small, this
hitectural expression developed by Mies van der Rohe, a dominant
North Carolina Division of Archives and History, 1994)

at conferences may contain research
and analysis useful for resources of
recent origin. Inshort, the application
of scholarship—not popular social
commentary—does not demand the
presence of a published book. A wide
and growing array of scholarly inter-
est in historic properties can greatly
assist evaluation of recent properties.




IV. FRAGILE OR SHORT-LIVED

RESOURCES

Built in 1912, the AFRICAN QUEEN did not achieve fame until 1951 when it played
a starring role in the hit film of the same name. The vessel is currently located in
Monroe County, Florida. (Arthur Lemon, Wisconsin Center for Film and Theater
Research, 1951)

" The Baltimore- Washington Parkway in Anne Arundel and Prince George's counties,
Maryland, was constructed between 1942 and 1954 as a component of a nattonal
parkway system. (Sara Amy Leach, April, 1988)
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Some resources acquire historical
qualities before the passage of 50
years because they either were not
built to last that long, or, by their na-
ture, are subject to circumstances that
destroy their integrity before 50 years
have elapsed. Such resources are
viewed by scholars and by the public
as “old” even before they are 50 years
old. World War II frame temporary
buildings were often constructed to
meet temporary, intense demands for
housing or office space and were not
constructed to last long. While they
tended to be viewed as automatically
expendable, many in fact did survive
for decades after the war. Mining
structures in the Rocky Mountain
West region have a short life-span
both because the effects of weather
and because entrepreneurs did not in-
vest much in their construction in or-
der to maximize gain and/or limit fi-
nancial risks. Federal tax laws, com-
petition within industry, changing
transportation routes, and shifts in
consumer tastes have jeopardized
many early motel or motor court com-
plexes, shopping centers, and other
roadside buildings. Their rate of sur-
vival with integrity from the post-
World War Il era is very low. Many
highways from that same era have un-
dergone “improvements” that result
in the loss of historic engineering
qualities and original materials. The
fact that a resource is jeopardized bya
specific proposed project does not, in
and of itself, render that resource
more historically important than if it
were not threatened. But one may
evaluate whether a type or category of
resources—as a whole—has faced loss
at such a rate that relatively young
survivors can be viewed as excep-
tional and historic.



V. TIME

There are several specific issues re-
lating to time that should be ad-
dressed in evaluating a less than 50-
year-old property. The 50 year period
is an arbitrary span of time, designed
as a filter to ensure that enough time
has passed to evaluate the property in
a historic context. However, it was
not designed to be mechanically ap-
plied on a year by year basis. Gener-
ally, our understanding of history
does not advance a year at a time, but
rather in periods of time which can
logically be examined together. For
example, events that relate to the Cold
War can best be evaluated in relation
to other events or properties from the
same period. This means that our
ability to evaluate properties moves
forward in uneven leaps of years.

It should be determined whether
the period under consideration calls
for a routine historical evaluation or
whether the period needs to be
viewed in the context of exceptional
importance. Without such a determi-
nation, certain properties which have
just passed the 50-year point might be
given greater value, and those just
less than 50 years old might be inap-
propriately ascribed less importance,
when the resources should have been
evaluated together to determine their
relative significance. Several such pe-
riods have been examined since the
National Historic Preservation Act
was passed in 1966. The 50-year pe-
riod at that time did not yet include
World War 1. Soon after the law was
passed properties related to the First

Nuclear Energy, sculpture by Henry Moore commemorates the first controlled
nuclear chain reaction. The site, on the campus of the University of Chicago, was
declared a National Historic Landmark in 1983. Chicago, Cook County, Illinois
(Blanche H. Schroer, National Park Service, May 1975)
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World War were evaluated—but that
evaluation only made sense when ex-
amined for the entire war, notona
yearly basis. Similar leaps have been
involved with the “Roaring Twenties”
and the Depression and the Federal
government’s response to it. During
the past 20 years we have been able to
evaluate and list properties, in many
categories, constructed or achieving
significance during those years, in-
cluding: Federal projects dufing the
Depression and World War 1, the de-
velopment of air transportation, Art
Deco and the International styles of
architecture, scientific advances, and
sites related to numerous political
and social events and individuals.
There is now sufficient perspective to
enable an evaluation of a number of
properties related to the post-World
War I era. Some topics for evalua-
tion under Criteria Consideration G
include post-World War I develop-
ment projects; the growth of subur-
ban subdivisions, shopping malls and
commercial strip development; the
expansion of educational, recre-
ational, and transportation facilities;
the Civil Rights movement; the ad-
vent of the United States space pro-
gram; the Vietnam War; and the im-
pact of historic preservation on
American cities, towns, and rural ar-
eas. An evaluation of some of these
categories of resources before others
might be possible, either because spe-
cific scholarly studies are available, or
there exists general historical knowl-
edge about the period or the signifi-
cance of the resource. A second con-
sideration regarding time is that the
appropriate date from which to
evaluate a property for exceptional
significance is not always the date of
construction, but rather, the point at
which the property achieved signifi-
cance. The significance of an architec-
turally important property can be
charted from the time of its construc-
tion. But the significance of proper-
ties important for historical associa-



tions with important events or per-
sons should be dated from the time of
the event or the period of association
with a historicalf;'e important indi-
vidual. For example, Flannery
O’Connor’s home, Anadalusia, in
Milledgeville, Georgia, is significant
for its association with O’Connor. She
was renowned as a short-story writer
of the post-World War I generation,
who used the Southern landscape as a
major force in shaping her fiction. The
period of significance clearly begins in
1951 when she moved there, rather
than the early 20th century when the
complex of buildings was con-
structed. Thus, although a property
may be more than 50 years of age, if it
is significant solely for a reason that
dates from within the past 50 years, it
must be exceptionally important to be
listed in the National Register.

Third, the more recently a property
has achieved significance, generally,
the more difficult it is to demonstrate - e R e S A
exceptional importance. The case for ; % i i
exceptional importance is bolstered
when there is a substantial amount of  4oonised with author Flannery O’ Connor’s productive career, 1951- 1964,
professional, documented materials ) o - Milledgeville, Baldwin County, Georgia, is where O'Connor lived and did

th d th . 8 .
anr oe p;ist;l;;:;;!;n th: mﬁ;‘:’l ;{g’ge_ ;:,::'s: (;fg};gr) writing. (James R. Lockhart, Georgia Department of Natural Resources,

ister 10 or 15 years after it has
achieved significance requires clear,
widespread recognition of its value to
demonstrate exceptional importance.
For example, Dulles International
Airport Terminal, Loudoun County,
Virginia, built in 1962, was deter-
mined eligible for the National Regis-
ter in 1978. That action was based on
the ability to evaluate the building
compared with other modern build-
ings and recent airports. Dulles Air-
port was immediately recognized as
one of the most important post-World
War II American architectural master-
pieces and one of the most innovative
airport designs. A 1976 American In-
stitute of Architects’ poll selected the
building as the third most significant
building in the Nation’s first 200
years. The building has been widely
recognized in professional publica-
tions as exceptionally important in the
history of American architecture.
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VI. COMPARATIVE

EVALUATION OF THE

SIGNIFICANCE OF A PROPERTY

After determining the theme and
appropriate time or chronological pe-
riod with which a property is associ-
ated, the geographic limits of the
property’s context must be estab-
lished. Exceptional importance does
not necessarily mean national signifi-
cance; rather, it is a measure of a
property’s importance within the ap-
propriate historic context, whether the
geographic scale of that context is lo-

cal, State, or national. In other words,
is the property best understood
within the framework of a commu-
nity, a river valley, a region, the State,
or the Nation? In evaluating and jus-
tifying exceptional importance, it is
critical to identify the properties in a
geographical context that portray the
same values or associations and deter-
mine those that best illustrate or rep-
resent the historical, architectural, cul-

4

tural, engineering, or archeological
values in question. The scope or level
(local, State, or national) at which this
evaluation is made is directly related
to the geographic level or “scale” of
the property’s historic context. For
example, properties whose impor-
tance relates only to local mining ac-
tivities need only be compared to oth-
ers found in that locality to determine
their comparative value.



VII. ASSOCIATIONS WITH
LIVING PERSONS

On rare occasions, properties asso-
ciated with individuals still living
have been listed in the National Reg-
ister. However, the nomination of
such properties is strongly discour-
aged in order to avoid use of the Na-
tional Register listing to endorse the
work or reputation of a living per-
son. Periodically, however, sufficient
scholarship and evidence of histori-
cal perspective exist to list a property
associated with living persons whose

adjacent residence in Columbus, Franklin

July, 1982)

—————— e

active life in their field of endeavor is
over. In these instances, sufficient
time must have elapsed to assess both
their field and their contribution in a
historic perspective. For example,
two properties in Columbus, Ohio, as-
sociated with the folk artist Elijah
Pierce were listed in the National Reg-
ister even though the artist was still
alive and had achieved significance
within the past 50 years. It was dem-
onstrated that Mr. Pierce’s body of

One of America’s preeminent folk artists, woodcarver Elijah Pierce, b. 1892, worked in |
County, Ohio, for more than thirt
Pierce’s work, the Elijah Pierce Residence and Callery was listed the Nation

work was widely recognized as being
exceptionally important within the
realm of folk art. The buildings (his
residerice and barbershop/art gallery)
were the only extant properties associ-
ated with the artist and that association
was long standing (30-40 years). At the
time of the nomination Mr. Pierce was
92 years old, and it was unlikely that
he would produce additional works
which would require a major re-evalu-
ation of his contribution to folk art.

his barber shopfart gallery and lived in the
Y years. Because of the exceptional importance of
al Register while Pierce was still living. (Kojo Kamau,

For further guidance on this topic see Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Properties Associated with Significant Persons.
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VIII. PROPERTIES IN

HISTORIC DISTRICTS

Under the National Register Crite-
ria there are two ways that a property
that has achieved significance within
the past 50 years can be eligible for
the National Register. First, as dis-
cussed above, a property can be indi-
vidually listed if it is exceptionally
important. Properties can also qualify
if they are an “integral part” of a his-
toric district that qualifies for Na-
tional Register listing.

Properties that are integral parts of
a district do not need to be individu-
ally eligible for the National Register
or of individual exceptional impor-
tance. An explicit explanation must,
however, be given as to how they
qualify as integral parts of the district.
This is demonstrated by documenting
that the property dates from within
the district’s defined period of signifi-
cance and that it is associated with
one or more of the district’s defined
areas of significance.

Properties less than 50 years old
may be integral parts of a district
when there is sufficient perspective to
consider the properties as historic.
This is accomplished by demonstrat-
ing that: (a) the district’s period of
significance is justified as a discrete

10

period with a defined beginning and
end; (b) the character of the district’s
historic resources is clearly defined
and assessed; (c) specific resources in
the district are demonstrated to date
from that discrete era; and, (d) the
majority of district properties are over
50 years old. In these instances it is
not necessary to prove exceptional im-
portance of either the district itself or
of the less-than-50-year-old proper-
ties. Exceptional importance still
must be demonstrated for districts
where the majority of properties or
the major period of significance is less
than 50 years old, and for less-than
50-year-old properties that are nomi-
nated individually.

Historic districts with less-than-50
year-old properties that share ele-
ments of historical and architectural
significance of the districts illustrate
the policy discussed above. For ex-
ample, some historic districts repre-
sent planned communities whose
plan, layout of the streets and lots,
and original construction of homes all
began more than 50 years ago. Fre-
quently, construction of buildings
continued into the less-than-50-year
period, with the later resources result-
ing from identical historical patterns
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as the earlier buildings and represent-
ing a continuation of the planned
community design. In instances
where these later buildings make up
only a small part of the district, and
reflect the architectural and historic
significance of the district, they can be
considered integral parts of the dis-
trict (and contributing resources)
without showing exceptional impor-
tance of either the district or the less-
than-50-year-old buildings.

While some districts have a unified
historic and/or architectural develop-
ment, it is important to recognize that
integral does not mean that a district
must have homogeneous resources or
significance. Districts can also include
diverse resources that represent the
area’s development over time. A
commercial or residential area, for ex-
ample, may form a unified whole, but
have resources built in a variety of
styles over a long period of time. In
such a context, a post-World War II
movie theater or recreation facility
may have increased significance be-
cause these are important buildings
and represent that period of the
district’s history. Thus such buildings
often are integral parts of districts in
which they are located.



IX. JUSTIFYING THE
IMPORTANCE OF PROPERTIES
THAT HAVE ACHIEVED
SIGNIFICANCE IN THE PAST
FIFTY YEARS

The National Register nomination
documentation for properties of re-
cent significance must contain deliber-
ate, distinct justification for the “ex-
ceptional” importance of the resource.
The clarity and persuasiveness of the
justification is critical for registering
properties that have gained impor-
tance in the past 50 years.

The rationale or justification for
exceptional importance should be an
explicit part of the statement of sig-
nificance. It should not be treated as
self-explanatory. Nominations must
make a persuasive, direct case that the

grounds—the historic context—for
evaluating a property’s exceptional
importance exist and that the prop-
erty being nominated is, within that
context, exceptional. This justification
must address two issues at the begi
ning of a nomination’s Statement of
Significance. The first section should
contain, as described in How to Com-
plete the National Register Registration
Form, a straightforward description of
why the property is historically sig-
nificant—with direct reference to the
specific relevant National Register
Criteria. Detailed guidance on this
topic is contalned in Guidelines for Ap-

plying the National Register Criteria for
Evaluation. The second section should
contain the justification as to why the
property can be determined to be of
exceptional importance. It must dis-
cuss the context used for evaluating
the property. It must demonstrate
that the context and the resources as-
sociated with it can be judged to be
“historic.” It must document the exist-
ence of sufficient research or evidence
to permit a dispassionate evaluation
of the resource. Finally, it must use
the background just presented to
summarize the way in which the re-
source is important.

The Onondaga County War Memorial in Syracuse,
those who served in the armed forces. It is an except

Fooks, 1949-1951)

S

New York, was erected in the post-World War era as a “living memorial” to
ional example of contemporary concrete thin shell vault construction, (John H,
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X. EXAMPLES

The following properties, whose
period of significance extends to less
than 50 years ago, have been listed in
or determined eligible for the Na-
tional Register. The list is not exhaus-
tive, but is intended to illustrate the
range of such National Register prop-
erties. The thematic approach, that is,
studying all or most of the properties
related to a historic theme in a given
area may be used in nominating
groups of historic properties associ-
ated with the post-World War Il era.
The Multiple Property- Documenta-
tion Form is an excellent way to
evaluate and nominate groups of
properties. While all properties must
meet at least one of the National Reg-
ister Criteria, many qualify for more
than one. Criterion A recognizes
properties that have made a signifi-
cant contribution to the broad pat-
terns of our history. Criterion B al-
lows the listing of properties that are
associated with the lives of persons
significant in our past. Criterion C
recognizes properties that are archi-
tecturally significant. And Criterion
D applies to properties that have
yielded or may be likely to yield in-
formation important in prehistory or
history. (See section XIIL National
Register Criteria for Evaluation.)

Under National Register Criterion
A, properties associated with a variety
of exceptionally important historic
events have been listed. For example,
the inception of the American space
program can now be viewed ina his-
toric perspective. Properties in the
National Register associated with the
space program include research cen-
ters, such as the Propulsion and Struc-
tural Test Facility at the George C.
Marshall Space Flight Center in
Huntsville, Alabama, and the Zero
Gravity Research Facility at the Lewis
Research Center in Cleveland, Ohio;
launch sites, including Cape
Canaveral Air Force Station in
Florida, and Space Launch Complex
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10 at Vandenberg Air Force Base in
Lompoc, California; flight control fa-
cilities, such as the Apollo Mission
Control Center in Houston, Texas;
and space vehicles such as the Saturn
V in Huntsville, Alabama.

The Fleischmann Atmospherium
Planetarium in Reno, Nevada is ex-
ceptionally important under Criterion
A for its role in scientific research and
education in Nevada. It was the first
planetarium in the nation to feature a
360-degree projector capable of pro-
viding horizon-to-horizon images,
and through time-lapse photography,
show an entire day’s weather in a few
minutes. In another example, the Stu-
dent Center of Alaska Pacific Univer-

sity in Anchorage, Alaska, served as
the site of the 1971 Alaska Federation
of Natives conference, which led to
the momentous Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act of 1971. This act repre-
sented the largest compensation ever
paid to Native settlement claims. This
property was evaluated as exception-
ally important under Criterion A.

In Topeka, Kansas, the Monroe
School, now known as the Brown v.
Board of Education National Historic
Site, is significant as the property as-
sociated with the 1954 landmark
United States Supreme Court case,
Brown v. Board of Education. In that
decision, a state’s action in maintain-
ing segregation by providing “sepa-

The Titan II ICBM Missile Site 8 (571- 7) in Pima County, Arizona, was listed in the
National Register in 1992. This view shows a simulated vapor detection check by
propellant transfer technicians. (David K. Stumpf, 1992)
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rate but equal” public facilities was
found unconstitutional. As a result,
the 21 States with segregated public
schools were forced to desegregate
them. In 1994, the property was
added to the National Park System.

Under National Register Criterion
B, the homes of exceptionally impor-
tant persons, representing many fields
of endeavor have been recognized.
The Charlie Parker House in New
York City is significant as the home of
Charlie “Bird” Parker, creator of a
jazz genre known as “be-bop,” be-
tween 1950 and 1954. During his resi-
dency at the house, his career as a jazz
master and prominent recording artist
was established. The Silver Spring,
Maryland home of Rachel Carson was
designated a National Historic Land-
mark. Occupied by her from 1956 to
her death in 1964, the house is where
she wrote Silent Spring which drew
public attention to the poisoning of
the earth and catapulted her to the
forefront of the environmental protec-
tion movement. Carson designed and
oversaw the construction of the house
to provide the domestic environment
she needed for writing.

Under National Register Criterion
C, properties of recent vintage have
been shown to have an exceptional
impact at a variety of scales. The Le-
ver House building in New York City,
constructed between 1950-1952, is ar-
chitecturally significant as one of the
country’s first corporate expressions
of the International style in post-
World War I America. The Norris
and Harriet Coambs “Lustron House”
built in Chesterton, Indiana, in 1950 is
of exceptional architectural impor-
tance at the local level as a rare and
intact example of a significant manu-
factured housing type employing an
unusual building material. The
Lustron House was constructed with
a steel framing system to which por-
celain enameled steel panels were at-
tached. The house fits into the prefab-
ricated housing tradition well estab-
lished by firms such as Alladin and
Sears in the early 1900s. The
Onondaga County War Memorial,
constructed in Syracuse, New York,
between 1949 and 1951, is of excep-
tional architectural importance at the
local level as an early example of a
“living memorial” erected in the post-
World War II era to commemorate
duty in the armed services.

Important feats of engineering con-
structed within the past 50 years also
have been recognized in the National
Register, such as the Gateway Arch in
St. Louis, Missouri, designed in 1947
and constructed between 1963 and
1968, and listed under Criterion C.

The 1956 Solar Building in Albuquer-
que, New Mexico, was listed in the Na-
tional Register in the area of engineer-
ing because it was an early solar-heated
commercial building, the equipment for
which survived largely intact. It was
constructed when active solar-energy
systems were still considered experi-
mental.

It is often challenging to evaluate ar-
chitectural properties of the post-World
War II era one at a time. Several States
have effectively used a thematic ap-
proach and the Multiple Property
Documentation Form to evaluate and
nominate groups of properties that
usually qualify under Criterion C as
examples of particular architectural
styles or methods of construction. The
National Register listed several resi-
dences in North Carolina nominated
under the name “Early Modern Archi-
tecture Associated with North Carolina
State University School of Design.”

Completed in the spring of 1950, this pre-fa

bricated, all-metal Lustron House, Porter County, Indiana, was considered by many at
the time to be the house of the future. ( Beverly Overmeyer, April, 1992)



Dating from 1950 to 1968, the nomi-
nated buildings employed structural
innovations, were publicized widely
in national and regional architectural
periodicals, and form a distinctive
body of work with identifiable traits
from the beginning to the end of the
period of significance.

In a similar fashion, the State of
Towa prepared the “lowa Usonian
Houses by Frank Lloyd Wright MPS.”
Constructed between 1948 and 1960,
the nominated properties grew out of
Wright's second great productive pe-
riod in his long career. The Usonian
house “offered the hope that middle-
income families could build afford-
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able homes of great architectural qual-
ity during times when Americans
faced unprecedented demands for af-
fordable, single-family housing.” The
properties share the physical qualities
of “a rigid geometry, horizontal de-
tailing, warm colors, ‘natural’ materi-
als, and a solid, sheltering character.”
The Iowa Usonian houses illustrate
Wright's creative approaches to cost
control through standardization and
use of common materials.

Sites nominated to the National
Register under Criterion D, because
they “have yielded or may be likely to
yield information important in prehis-
tory or history,” are also very difficult
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to justify if they are derived from ac-
tivities of the past 50 years. Scholarly
information sufficient to determine
the comparative value of recent ar-
cheological sites tends to be very lim-
ited. It is especially difficult to deter-
mine what kinds of information can
be derived from site remains as op-
posed to that available in written
records, oral testimony, and photo-
graphs. This cautionary point does
not constitute a prohibition of all such
nominations, but it does illustrate the
need for justifying and documenting
the exceptional importance of recent
archeological sites.



XI. SUMMARY

The National Register Criteria for
Evaluation encourage the listing of a
property that has achieved signifi-
cance within the past 50 years only if
it is of exceptional importance or if it
is a contributing part of a National
Register eligible district. While that
language sounds restrictive, the crite-

ria are general principles that are ap-
plied in specific contexts. The criteria
discussion of recently significant
properties is not intended to bar con-
sideration of many resources that can
be judged unusually important in the
recent development of American his-
tory, architecture, archeology, engi-
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neering, or culture. However, the cri-
teria and National Register program
require that nominations for such
properties demonstrate that sufficient
historical perspective and scholarly,
comparative analysis exist to justi&
the claim of exceptional importance.
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a beautiful suburban setting. (Aaron Green, Woudbridge, 1950)
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California, completed in 1958, is an ideal government complex in



XIII. NATIONAL REGISTER
CRITERIA FOR EVALUATION

The National Register’s standards
for evaluating the significance of
properties were developed to recog-
nize the accomplishments of all
people who have made a contribution
to our country’s history and heritage.
The criteria are designed to guide
State and local governments, federal
agencies, and others in evaluating po-
tential entries in the National Register.

Criteria for Evaluation: The quality
of significance in American history,
architecture, archeology, engineering,
and culture is present in districts,
sites, buildings, structures, and objects
that possess integrity of location, de-
sign, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association, and:

A. that are associated with events that
have made a significant contribu-
tion to the broad patterns of our
history; or

B. that are associated with the lives of
persons significant in our past; or

C. that embody the distinctive charac-
teristics of a type, period, or
method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or
that possess high artistic values, or
that represent a significant and dis-

tinguishable entity whose compo-
nents may lack individual distinc-
tion; or

D. that have yielded, or may be likely
to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

Criteria Considerations: Ordi-
narily cemeteries, birthplaces, or
graves of historical figures, properties
owned by religious institutions or
used for religious purposes, structures
that have been moved from their
original locations, reconstructed his-
toric buildings, properties primarily
commemorative in nature, and prop-
erties that have achieved significance
within the past 50 years shall not be
considered eligible for the National
Register. However, such properties
will qualify if they are integral parts
of districts that do meet the criteria or
if they fall within the following
categories:

a. areligious property deriving pri-
mary significance from architec-
tural or artistic distinction or his-
torical importance; or

b. a building or structure removed
from its original location but
which is significant primarily for
architectural value, or which is the

surviving structure most impor-
tantly associated with a historic
person or event; or

- a birthplace or grave of a historical

figure of outstanding importance if
there is no other appropriate site
or building directly associated
with his or her productive life; or

- a cemetery that derives its primary

significance from graves of persons
of transcendent importance, from
age, from distinctive design fea-
tures, or from association with his-
toric events; or

- a reconstructed building when ac-

curately executed in a suitable en-
vironment and presented in a dig-
nified manner as part of a restora-
tion master plan, and when no
other building or structure with
the same association has survived;
or

- a property primarily commemora-

tive in intent if design, age, tradi-
tion, or symbolic value has in-
vested it with its own historical
significance; or

- a property achieving significance

within the past 50 years if it is of
exceptional importance.
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XIV. NATIONAL REGISTER
BULLETINS

The Basics

How to Apply National Register Criteria for Evaluation®

Guidelines for Completing National Register of Historic Places Form
Part A: How to Complete the National Register Form *

Part B: How to Complete the National Register Multiple Property Documentation Form

Researching a Historic Property *

Property Types

Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Historic Aids to Navigation *

Guidelines for Identifying, Evaluating and Registering America’s Historic Battlefields
Guidelines for Evaluating and Registering Historical Archeological Sites

Guidelines for Evaluating and Registering Cemeteries and Burial Places

How to Evaluate and Nominate Designed Historic Landscapes *

Guidelines for ldentifying, Evaluating and Registering Historic Mining Sites

How to Apply National Register Criteria to Post Offices *

Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Properties Associated with Significant Persons
Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Properties That Have Achieved Significance Within the Last Fifty Years
Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes *

Guidelines for Evaluating and Documenting Traditional Cultural Properties *

Nominating Historic Vessels and Shipwrecks to the National Register of Historic Places

Technical Assistance

Contribution of Moved Buildings to Historic Districts; Tax Treatments for Moved Buildings; and Use of Nomination
Documentation in the Part I Certification Process

Defining Boundaries for National Register Properties*

Guidelines for Local Surveys: A Basis for Preservation Planning *

How to Improve the Quality of Photographs for National Register Nominations
National Register Casebook: Examples of Documentation *

Using the UTM Grid System to Record Historic Sites

The above publications may be obtained by writing to the National Register of Historic Places, National Park Service,
1849 C Street, NW, Washington, D.C. 20240. Publications marked with an asterisk (*) are also available in electronic
form on the World Wide Web at www.cr.nps.gov/nr, or send your request by e-mail to nr_reference@nps.gov.
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FORM L: LANDMARKS AND URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION

a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS PUBLIC HEARING
a CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS STAFF DECISION
Q CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE (HH-Edo UCOZ2)

Historic Zone or Designation: Type of Request:
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Q Administrative (Staff) Approval checklist:

— Project drawing checklist completed during consultation with LUCC planner

— All materials indicated on the project drawing checklist and required by the LUCC planner

__ Letter detailing the scope of the proposal including:
1. Extent of work to be done 2. Use(s) of existing and/or proposed site(s) and
structure(s) 3. Square footage of proposed structure(s) 4. Proposed phasing of
improvements and provisions for interim facilities 5. Relevant historic facts
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City Landmark Designation

Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal
1963-1990

A local news article of 1984 claimed, “The Albuquerque Airport makes one of
America’s great first impressions.” The writer referred to the Albuguerque Metropolitan
Air Terminal designed by architect William E. Burk, Jr. in 1962 to replace the 1939
terminal. The 1939 terminal, a Pueblo Revival design by Ernst L. Blumenthal, was built
with federal Works Progress Administration assistance and set the style for future
Albuguerque air terminal design. It was made a City Landmark in 1990.

The Burk-designed Metropolitan Air Terminal was completed in 1963. In 1990 it
was greatly extended and remodeled from plans by Phillip Jacobson and BPLW
Architects, whose design principal was Ronald Peters. The resulting building and
subject of this request is known as the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal.
The following text explains how the Sunport Terminal, an amalgam of the 1963 and
1990 designs, meets criteria for City Landmark designation (and how such designation
would affect future decisions about alteration of the Sunport).

The current Sunport Terminal and its collection of artworks and artifacts still
make a great first impression of Albuquerque and New Mexico. More to the point of
this request, that impression is manifest on the terminal’s North Facade and in the
Great Hall (the Lobby, to William Burk, Jr.). This, then, is a request to designate the
entire terminal a City Landmark and to identify the features to be preserved as the
North Fagade, the Great Hall, and certain elements of both.

The following paragraphs list some of the criteria for landmark designation in the
Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance, 14-12-7, ROA 1978. Underscored text
explains how the Sunport Terminal meets each criterion.

From §14-12-7 LANDMARKS DESIGNATION
(A) Criteria for Landmark Designation. Real property may be designated a landmark
if it has historical or other cultural significance or integrity, is suitable for
preservation, has educational significance, and in addition:

(2) Itisidentified with a person who significantly contributed to the
history of the city, state, or nation.

See (6) below regarding William E. Burk, Jr.
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3)

(6)

@)

It portrays the environment of a group of people in an era of history
characterized by a distinctive architectural style.

The style is Pueblo Revival, which derives from architectural traditions

of New Mexico that predate the United States. Many important public
buildings, and thousands of others, were built in Pueblo Revival Style
by New Mexicans during the early to mid-20™ century.

It represents the work of an architect, designer, or master builder
whose individual work has influenced the development of the city.

The terminal completed in 1963 was designed by William E. Burk, Jr.,

a sculptor-turned-architect who practiced architecture for forty years in
Albuguergue and served as City Architect for seventeen years. Burk
designed hundreds of buildings in the Southwest with the Albuguergue
Metropolitan Air Terminal at the local forefront. Its Great Hall (he
called it the Lobby) remains at the core of the Sunport Terminal of
today. Other Burk designs include commercial, institutional, and

- residential buildings, even horse racetracks. In Cold War-related work,

he researched defense methods and designed special construction for
the US Air Force, providing consulting services to other government
agencies and private corporations.

Its preservation is critical because of its relationship to already-
designated landmarks or other real property which is simultaneously
proposed as a landmark.

The Old Terminal of 1939 is a City Landmark separated from the
Sunport Terminal by a more recently constructed air cargo building.
The cargo building will be removed as the Sunport Master Plan is
implemented, at which time the Old Terminal and the Sunport
Terminal will become visible from each other. By protecting both

terminals through City Landmark designation, the City can help convey
its aviation history as expressed in distinctive regional architecture.

The criteria and explanations listed above provide a background for an answer to
why the Sunport Terminal should be made a City Landmark. The main reason is the
ever-changing nature of airport operations, which would best be balanced with some
limited regulation for a building as important to Albuquerque as the Sunport Terminal.
Landmark designation will give authority for decisions on alteration and demolition to
the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission and ensure that the public has an
opportunity to comment on proposed changes to the North Fagade and Great Hall.
These features help form the public’s impressions, first and otherwise, of Albuquerque
and New Mexico. The rest of the facility will be unaffected by the designation.
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Features and characteristics to be preserved:

North Facade
o Building-block massing with projections, recesses, and stair-stepping parapet

heights.
o Color scheme of earth-tone stucco and concrete with blue and green trim.

e Free-standing steel canopies.
e West end portal/ and other exterior features of the Burk-designed 1963 terminal.

Great Hall
e Laminated wood beams and corbels with carved and painted imagery, separated

by a wood ceiling system that evokes traditional /atila ceilings.
o Pattern of similar-size openings to the exterior and interior established by the

structural frame.
e Single-volume space with clerestory lighting, divided only by furniture and

displays.
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CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE

LM ,
Richard J. Berry, Mayor
PLANNING DEPARTMENT
Suzanne G. Lubar, Acting Director

22 April 2013

RE: City Landmark request for ABQ Sunport Terminal

Dear Neighborhood Association Representative:

As proposed by the City of Albuquerque Aviation Department, the Planning
Department is requesting that the Sunport Terminal be designated a City
Landmark. If enacted, the designation will require the Aviation Department to
obtain approval from the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission
when alterations are proposed to certain significant features of the building,

PO Box 1293
thereby protecting its architectural character. Those significant features are the
north fagade and the Lobby or “Great Hall” at the certter of the building.
Altering other parts of the building would not be subject to Commission
Albuquerque

approval.

The Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission will hear the designation
NM 87103 request at its public hearing scheduled for 3:00 p.m. on Wednesday, May 8,

2013. The meeting site is Plaza del Sol Building, Room 130 (Basement Hearing

Room), 600 2™ Street NW, Albuquerque NM 87102. Free off-street parking s
wrww.cabq.gov available at this address. You are welcome to attend and comment.

In the meantime, please let me know any questions or comments about this
request. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Ed Boles, 924-3342, eboles@cabg.gov
Historic Preservation Architect-Planner

Albnguerque - Making History 1706-2006
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Hennessx, Ma:xellen

From: Pierotti, Peter H.

Sent: Wednesday, May 01, 2013 9:.42 AM

To: Boles, C. Ed; Hennessy, Maryellen

Cc: Hinde, James D.

Subject: Landmark designation of Sunport Great Hall and North Facade

Ed and Maryellen:

I have confirmed with Jim Hinde that the Aviation Department wants to limit the landmark designation to the Great Hall
and the North Fagade. The Department does not want the designation to extend to the entire building.

If you have any questions, please call me.

Regards,
Peter

Peter H. Pierotti

Assistant City Attorney, Aviation
505-244-7784 (Aviation)
505-977-1014 (Cell)
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Profile of an Architect:

William E. Burk, Jr.

William Burk, Jr. was born in Louisville,
Kentucky, April 9, 1909, and subsequently
s lived in the West ever sinee, with the ex-
reption of his college, which for two years
ok him to Cornell University in Ithaca,
New York. He then returned to California
and was graduated from the University of
Southern Galifornia in 1931,

Burk came to Santa Fe in 1938 wheve he
headed the Public Works of Art Project for
Sculptors in this Western Region. Burk be-
came a registered architect in New Mexico
by cxamination in 1935, and has practiced
architecture in this state since that time.

in 1937, he became a member of the stalf
4t the University of New Mcexico, and in
1939 created and was the head of the Depart-
ment of Architecture at the University, which
continued as a Pre-Architectural School until
1912, For the period of 1939 o 1942, Mr.
Burk accepted a partnership with T, Charles
Gaastra, but other than those three years,
lie has been a lone practitioner.

In 1941, Mr. Burk became the Construction
I'ngineer for the Army Air Force at Kirtland
Air Force Base. In 1943, he became Field
Dircctor of Air Force Project 92, Alamogordo,
which was a Research Project investigating
opcrational characteristics of the Air Force's
Military Aircraft. This led him into the Man-
hattan Project, and his research career tom-
monced at that time.

During the war Burk was involved in the
work which led to the lirst explosion of the
atomic bomb at Trinity, near Carrizozo, New
Mexico. As a result of this work at Alamogor-

do, he became interested in various ramifica-
tions of nuclear explosions and their effects
on structures. in 1951, he was appointed as a
consultant to the Joint Air Defense Board in
Colorado Springs, where he wrote the first pa-
pers on the design of protective construction.
He also presented to the Depurtiient of De-
fense theoretical analyses for methods by
which buildings could be built that would
withstand nuclear bombs. This has remained
a continuing interest, and is responsible for
the formation of the firm of Associated Re-
search Design, Inc., of which he is presently
director.

This firm has been engaged: in classified
military projects, primarily concerning the
design of protective structures to house mili-
tary installations which could endure an at-
tack of nuclear weapons. Several basic docu-
ments are now in circulation that have been
written by that firm. Because of this interest,
Burk is a consuitant of The RAND Corpora-
tion in Santa Monica, California, an Air
Force Research Organization, and presently
is under contract to the Ballistic Missiles Di-
vision in Inglewood, California; Air Forces
Special Weapons Center in Albuquerque,
New Mexico; and the Office of the Secretary
of Defense.

Starting in 1946, he became interested in
designing horse racing tracks, and at present
Mr. Burk is now working on his 16th de-
sign. Some of the trucks that are outstanding
are: Turf Paradise in Phoenix, Arizona;
Latonia Race Track in Florence, Kentucky;
(Continued on Page 18)
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This is 8 Tectum roof deck
going into place.
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Over 92,000 square feet of TECTUM tile was used
on the Colissum at the Mexico Stete Falr
grounds to provide & roof deck with thermal
insulation, greater noise reduction, beautiful ap-
pearance and with a non-combustible rating.
TECTUM was chosen for the new Colissum, de-
signed by Brittelle-Ginner & Dekker Associated,
to provide a function necessary In s building
where both large and small crowds gather.

Welch-Erwin g
Corporation L]

P. O. Box 681 S
Albuquerque, N. M, hd
Phone CHapel 3-6438 o

Profile: William E. Burk, Jr.
{Continued from Page 13)

and currently, the wrack at Anapra, New Mex-
ico. called Sunland Park, Burk is now con-
sidered one of the outstanding authoritics in
the country on the design of horse racing
tracks. He says he is planming on designing
race tracks for Acapulco, Mexico and Beirut.
Lebanon.

Because of his activities ontside of the
State of New Mexico, Mr. Burk is regis-
tered in Wyoming, Arizona, Colorado, Ken-
tucky and the State of Hawaii, and has done
many works away from New Mexico. At the

resent time, he is working on commissions
tn Saudi Arabia, Switzerland, Egypt and on
the Islands in Hawaii. This year, he will
open offices in Beirut, Lebanon to handle
work in the Middle East, where he is doing
housing projects, office buildings, schools,
shopring centers, post offices and industrial
installations. His commissions in Hawaii are
of a military nature, including the World
War 1l Memorial for the Air Force at
Hickam Air Force Base.

Prior to the formation of the New Mexico
Chapter of the American Institute of Archi-
tects, Burk was a member of the Colorado
Chapter, and he became the second Presi-
dent of the New Mexico Chapter, a position
he held for two years.

Burk has been a member of the New
Mexico Board of Examiners for Architects
since 1941, and is presently Secretary of that
Board.

Shortly after coming to New Mexico, Burk
married Suzanne Sweet of Long Beach, Cal-
ifornia. They have two boys: William, III,
19, and Charles, 12.

Bill says that his son, Wm. E. Burk, III,
is now a Sophomore at the University of Cal-
ifornia at Berkeley in the College of Archi-
tecture, and that on completion of his studies,
hopes he will come into the firm as a full
partner.

L/
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William E, Burk, Jr.
(1909-1988)

Teacher, sculptor, and architect are all titles which
described William Emmett Burk, Jr. He was born in Louisville,
Kentucky on April 9, 1909 to William Emmett and Mabel (Martin)
Burk. His father, a contractor, soon took his family to Mexico
City where he built the first cement Plant in that location.
After additional travelling, the family eventually settled in
Denver, Colorado, After graduating from Denver High School, Bil}
Burk, Jr. studied for two Years at Cornell University in the
School of Architecture, but then opted for a complete change of
Scenery to the University of Southern California to study
architectural Sculpture, where he received his B.F.A. in 1933.

Burk had won the first award for sculpture in the 1930
National Exhibition at the Los Angeles Museunm and hoped he could
have a career in Sculpting. He pursued sculptural work in
California but the Depression forced him to take the Position as
Southwestern Director for the arts program of the Public Works
Administration in Santa Fe. Burk did not enjoy this bureaucratic
Position, so he quit the job ang thought, "wel], the hell with
it, 1'11 just have to be an architect." He originally opened an
office in Santa Fe but soon moved to Albuquerque in 1936.

developing a curriculum for the newly established Division of
Architecture at the University of New Mexico, where he was part-
time instructor and Head of the Division from 1937 to 1942. He
later indicated ipn an interview that "I'm not cut out to be a
pedagogue" ang fronm 1943-1945 he switched focuses and worked in
research in defense methods and sSpecial construction with the Air
Force in Scientific Research anq Development at Alamogordo, New

In 1945, his experience in hospital ang health facility
architecture began ang in 1946, he established his private
practice under the title William E. Burk, Jr., A.I.A. architect.
On January 1, 1970, he formed Burk and Burk, Architects, A.T.A.

with his son, William E. Burk r1171. He closed hisg Practice on
January 1, 1987.

During his lengthy architectural Practice he produced a wide
range of buildings ang building types. He estimated that he
designed 1800 buildings in the Southwest and all over the world.
His nmost important Job was the Albuquerque Alrport, or the
Albuquerque Metropolitan Air Terminal as it was labelled in 1963,
He chose the Spanish Pueblg Revival Style for a "gateway to the
Southwest" because "we could Sculpturally do a better job than
with the more delicate translated Georgian of the Territorial."
A fellow architect, the late Nanelou Blair Byrn, was the designer
for the motifs on the mammoth beams which drace the lobby.



Although the Airport is his most notable building, his favorite
design was the Turf Paradise Racetrack in Phoenix which he
"treated as a stage set." Other buildings he designed include:
Beers Motor Company (Santa Fe, 1938); White Star Cafeteria
(Albuquerque, 1946); St. Luke's Lutheran Church {Albuquerque,
1956); Motel 6 (Phoenix, 1964); Towerland (Denver, 1964);: Garden
Apartments (Colorado Springs, 1964) ; Buergi Restaurant

(Albuguerque, 1964); Red Dog Saloon (Albuguerque, 1965); and Air-
O0-Tel (Reno, 1965).

Burk began a consulting practice through his firm Associated
Research Design, Inc., which he formed while maintaining his
private practice. He was a consultant in 1951 to the Joint Air
Defense Board in Colorado Springs, in 1953 to the Rand
Corporation, Santa Monica, California, and in 1956 with the Mitre
Corporation of Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Although his professional life was busy with his
architectural endeavors, he had a full family life with his wife
Suzanne (Sweet) whom he married in Santa Fe on October 31, 1933.
This union produced two children, William Burk III, an architect,
and Charles Burk, a watercolorist, both of Albuguerque. Mrs.
Burk passed away in July of 1977 and William Emmett Burk, Jr.

died January 1, 1988. Three grandchildren survive as well as the
sons, ;

Burk, the architect, relied on his background as a sculptor
for his design philosophy -- "Simplicity of form and
appropriateness of proportion have always been extremely
important to me, and I think that's because of the demand on a
sculptor for honest interpretation and simplicity."” This simple
statement was the basis for his many designs and successful
career as reflected by his satisfied clients.

The Burk and Burk Architectural Collection is part of the
John Gaw Meem Archive of Southwestern Architecture at the

University of New Mexico General Library. It comprises one
vertical file cabinet of plans.

Sources: Burk and Burk Collection, John Gaw Meem Archive of
Southwestern Architecture, UNM Zimmerman Library; New Mexico
Architecture January-February 1988, p. 7; Edna Bergman, "The Fate
of Architectural Theory in Albuguerque, New Mexico," Unpub.
M.Arch. Thesis, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, 1978;
Who's Who in New Mexico (Albugquerque: The Abousleman Co., 1937);
Who's Who in New Mexico (Albuquerque: John M. Moore, 1957);
Interview with William Burk III, April 8, 1988; "Profile of an

Architect: William E. Burk, Jr.," New Mexico Architecture July-
August 1959:13,18.

Jan Dodson Barnhart
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SUMNMARY FROM INTERVIEW WITH WILLIAM Z. 3URK, JR.
10 November 1976

william Burk was born in Louisville, Kentucky,
and schooled in New York and California. He came to
New lMexico more or less accidentally. Having spent
two years (1926-28) at the School of Architecture of
Cornell University, he "bolted" to the University of
Southern California to study architectural sculpture,
achieving the BFA in 1933, He did some sculptural work
in California, but eventually because of the depression
found it necessary to take a job as Southwestern direc-
tor for arts programs of the Public Works Administra-
tion, in Santa Fe. He did not enjoy this administra-
tive position: "I quit my Jjob and thought, well, the ;ﬁﬁ
hell with it, I'll just have to be an architect." .
He practiced first in Santa Fe, moving to albuquerque
about 1936,

Burk is interested in architectural education;
he helped to design a two-year pre-architecture cur-
riculum for the University of New Mexico in 1939,
and taught there from 1937 to 1942. However, he said
in the interview "I'm not cut out to be a pedagogue,"
and indeed his interest in education stems from his
consciousness of his theoretical position, especially
as a position fiercely attacked by a younger

generation of architects during the modern period.

He opened the interview by saying, "I come from the )

2?
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academic school that came through our bvasic training
the old way, and developed a sincere appreciation

of the historical significance of architectural

period and style." Although he called Sir Bannister
Fletcher "our patron saint" and described architecture
as "the mirror of the times," he sees no problem in
choosing old styles, for symbolical purposes, in

modern times; and no difficulty in choosing an histor-
ical style for functional reasons., He refuses to allow
modernism a monopoly on functionalism, and regards

the modern style not as a return to first Principles,
but as a different (or several different) stylistic

vocabulary--and a barren one at that. "I think

you're remiss if you don't recognize [}unctionﬂ.

But I don't think you take all your clothes off and

Say this is all there is to it." And again, "I

have always avoided the direction of completely
convinced modernists...who feel that their mission in
life is to peddle black glass and chromium to theip
customers...I think every jJjob should be analysed for

the appropriate design solution." He believes that part
of the competence.of the architect should be conversance
with a variety. of Styles, including the modern, among which
one will be more appropriate than another for any given

projecﬁ, for symbolic asg well as functional reasons. (Cne

go



358

aspect of the services an architect should be prepared to
offer the client, in this view, is the ability to work
in any style the client wants, though clearly Burk also
regards it as the architect's responsibility to guide
such choices, to ensure compatibility with scale and
function, and to use a chosen style coherently and with
academic correctness. He expressed contempt for the prac-
titioners~-builders or badly trained architects--who
use bastardized details, mix styles: show ignorance and
disrespect for the elements and character of a particular
style.

When asked about influential books and magazines,
he spoke of Piranesi, whose works "impressed me as a young

man;" also of Fragments D'Architecture Antique of D'Espouy.7 J;%

He spoke admiringly of Japanese ("simplicity after all is
the most difficult thing to achieve, and [}hej] have

- done better at that than anybody I know of.") and of
Renaissance Dutch architecture. when asked what well-
snown architects he admires, Burk thought first of Gar-
ret van Pelt and of the Saarinens ("the great designers").
Louis Kahn he dismissed as "a money-spender" and Frank
Lloyd Wright as '"a super-salesman." In response to a
question about buildings he admires, he mentioned the
Seagram's Building in New York, the Nebraska State Capitol
("pivotal"), the Lincoln Memorial, and Saarinen's Gate

to the West in 3t. Louis ("a perfectly superb thing").

| Ty
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Of making such choices he said, "it's like saying you
like Mary Pickford...I really do think that greatness
is hard to put down." Asked what is the greatest build-
ing in the world, he mentioned both the Parthenon and
Chartres Cathedral. ‘

Among expositions, he admired the Panama-Pacific in
San Francisco ("those were fine rococo, baroque things,
they were beautifully done.") Of the 1926 _Exposition
des Arts-Decoratifs in Paris he said, "it cut a lot of

strings loose and educated a lot of clients to get ima-
ginative in solutions." Also, "I remember very well going
through the buildings of that exposition, some of the

work of Le Corbusier and some of the great Frenchmen...

It was really exciting-~not very useful, but really ex-
citing. And this was the kind of thing that turned us
loose to what they're doing so much of now."

Asked about his own work, Burk said, "Oh dear, I
don't think any of it's been very important." And soon
was engrossed in a description of the functional require-
ments of horse-racing tracks, followed later by a discus-
sion, in response to the interviewer's questions, of the
style chosen for a track in Phoenix, which he treated as
a stage-set, and for which the stylistic choice reflected
styles common in the region and historically justifiable.
In discussing the Albuguerque Sunport, a project too
recent (1963) to fall within the limits of the current

study, he spoke with enthusiasm about both functional

82
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Planning and of the choice of a regional style for a
"gateway to the Southwest." The pueblo style was chosen
"because we could Sculpturally do a better Job" than
with the delicate translated Georgian of Territorial.
Burk does think in sculptural terms of buildings:
"Simplicity of form and appropriateness of proportion
have always been extremely important to me, and I think
that's because of the demand on a sculptor for honest
interpretation and simplicity." But he also regards the
modern styles as stripped of ornament by economic ne-
cessity and loss of craftsmen's skills. In talking about
his works, he is as interested in their functions as in
their aesthetics. What most characterizes his approach &;%

is his unselfconscious thinking in terms of styles aca-

demically defined and symbolically as well as functionally
employed,
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Conservation Commission

City of Albuquerque Date: May 13,2013

Planning Department

Landmarks and Urban Conservation

Commission OFFICIAL NOTIFICATION OF DECISION

P.0. Box 1293

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103
Project #1009638 City of Albuquerque Planning
13-LUCC-50068 Department, Ed Boles, agent for City
Avpplication for City Landmark of Albuquerque Aviation Department

(J.Hinde), requests a recommendation of
approval for Landmark Designation for
the Albuquerque International Sunport
located at 2200 Sunport Blvd. on a
portion of Tract A-1 of the sunport
Municipal addition, No. 9, (M-16)

On May 8, 2013 the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission voted to RECOMMEND
APPROVAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL for Project #1009638/13-LUCC-50068 based on the following
findings:

APPROVED FINDINGS:

1.

This is a request for a recommendation to the City Council of a City landmark designation for a
portion the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal, a building at 2200 Sunport Boulevard SE
which address is on Tract A-1 of the Sunport Municipal Addition.

b

The City of Albuquerque is the owner of the property and application was submitted by the City of
Albuquerque Aviation Department.

The subject property is zoned SU-1 for Airport and Related Facilities.

§14-12-7 of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance provides procedures and criteria for
evaluating the suitability of a property for City landmark designation.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has cultural and architectural significance in its
use of architectural motifs inspired by indigenous cultures of New Mexico. It is the latest and the
best-known example of an Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a tradition
of architectural design of transportation facilities in Albuquerque for more than a century.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is suitable for preservation. It is a working facility
in good structural condition and repair. The significant features proposed for landmark designation

8y



are the north fagade and the great hall. Less significant parts of the terminal are subject to more
frequent change and need not be preserved to City landmark standards.

7. The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has educational significance because its design
evinces respect for New Mexico’s ancient landscape and the indigenous architecture it inspired. The
Terminal declares visually that New Mexico is different from wherever a traveler’s airliner may
have departed.

8. A portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal meets a criterion for City Landmark
designation in that it represents the work of an architect, designer, or master builder whose
individual work has influenced the development of the city, architect William E. Burk, Jr. William
E. Burk, Jr. practiced architecture in Albuquerque for forty years and his body of work includes
commercial, institutional, and residential buildings, many of which are noteworthy.

9. The features of the Albuquerque Sunport Terminal building that are significant and help to define
the architectural character of the building are the north fagade and the lobby, or “great hall”.

10. The architectural features of the north fagade that are significant and worthy of preservation are the
building block massing with projecting and recessed elements and varying roof
heights; the color scheme of earth-tone stucco and concrete with medium blue trim: the stair-step
motif, painted medium blue in stucco and metal fagade features including certain window groups;
the free-standing steel canopies, and the light wells between the elevated roadway and the facade.

11. The architectural features of the lobby, or “Great Hall” that are significant and worthy of
preservation are the laminated wood beams and corbels with carved and painted imagery, separated
by a wood-clad ceiling system that evokes traditional latilla ceilings, painted accent colors and
designs on the laminated beams, the pattern of windows and openings to other interior areas as
defined by the structural frame, the single-volume space with clerestory windows, a space divided
only by furniture, fixtures, displays and escalators, and the floor of multi-tone brick in a pattern.

12.  The request fulfills the intent of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance in that it serves
to preserve, protect, enhance, perpetuate and promote the use of structures and areas of historical,
cultural, and architectural significance located within the City.

APPEAL: IF YOU WISH TO APPEAL A FINAL DECISION YOU MUST DO SO IN THE MANNER
DESCRIBED BELOW. A NON-REFUNDABLE FILING FEE WILL BE CALCULATED AT THE LAND
DEVELOPMENT COORDINATION COUNTER AND IS REQUIRED AT THE TIME THE APPEAL IS
FILED.The applicant or any person aggrieved by decision of city staff may appeal the decision of the city
staff designated by the Mayor relative to a Certificate of Appropriateness to the Commission. The applicant
or any person aggrieved by decision of the Commission (LUCC) may appeal the decision to the City
Council. Any city staff or Commission decision is final unless appeal is initiated by application to the city
within 15 days of the decision. The date the determination is not included in the 15-day period for filing an
appeal, and if the 15th day falls on a Saturday, Sunday or holiday as listed in §3-1-12, the next working day
is considered as the deadline for filing the appeal. A building permit dependent on a case shall not be
issued and a proposed project not requiring a building permit shall not be initiated until an appeal is
decided or the time for filing the appeal has expired without an appeal being filed.

The City Council, after consideration of the appeal record, may decline to hear an appeal if it finds that all
city plans, policies and ordinances have been properly followed. If it decides that there is substantial
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question that all City plans, policies and ordinances have not been properly followed or are inadequate, it
shall hear the appeal.

ALL CASES THAT RECEIVED APPROVAL ON May 8, 2013 WILL BE MAILED A CERTIFICATE
OF APPROPRIATENESS, AFTER THE 15-DAY APPEAL PERIOD HAS EXPIRED ON May 23, 2013.

Sincerely,

(/ﬁhm{ﬂ}« Hmz&tl

Maryellen Hennessy
Senior Planner, Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission

gc



LUCC MINUTES
May 8, 2013
Page 2

4. Project #1009638
13LUCC-50068
Application for City Landmark
Designation

City of Albuquerque Planning Department, Ed
Boles, agent for City of Albuquerque Aviation
Department (J. Hinde), requests a
recommendation of approval for Landmark
Designation for the Albuquerque International
Sunport located at 2200 Sunport Blvd. on a
portion of Tract A-1 of the Sunport Municipal

Addition, No. 9. (M-16)

PLANNING STAFF PRESENT
Maryellen Hennessy
Ed Boles

PERSON (S) PRESENT TO SPEAK
NONE

CHAIR CLARK: First, order of business today is Project #1009638, 13LUCC-50068,
application for Landmark Designation, City of Albuquerque Planning Department, Ed
Boles, agent for the City of Albuquerque Aviation Department. Mr. Boles?

MR. BOLES: Thank you, Mr. Chair. I am the agent for the Aviation Department, on
behalf of the Planning Department, that is. And I’ve also prepared this staff report with
substantial help from Ms. Hennessey. So, I’'m going to introduce you to this and also,
just fair warning, I’'m going to ask if there’s interested, any of the applicants and
supporters to speak at some point. So, I don’t think I’ll be using all of the, minutes
allocated to this report.

This is a fairly unusual City Landmark request, because this building is not all very old.
It’s also unusual because the proposal is to protect only a part of the building, and in fact
the proposed landmark is outlined on Exhibit “A, in your Staff Report, as a part of the
building, including the North fagade and an interior space known as the Great Hall or the
Lobby. So, this is a request for a recommendation by the LUCC to the City Council for
designation of portions of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal, as a City
Landmark.

Only two features of the building are identified as significant and proposed to be
preserved through city landmark designation, the north facade of the building and the
lobby area or Great Hall. And I would add parenthetically that there are some features
within those two big significant features that are identified in the proposed guidelines and
significant features lists.
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LUCC MINUTES
May 8, 2013
Page 3

For more than a century, Albuquerque’s transportation terminals have been designed to
express regional cultural character in their architecture and this tradition is exemplified in
the Sunport Terminal Building. Designation as a City Landmark will result in LUCC
review of any plans for alterations of significant features of the North Facade and the
Great Hall under the procedures and criteria established in the Landmarks and Urban
Conservation Ordinance. A portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal
meets the criteria for City Landmark designation, due to its cultural and architectural
significance to the city, landmark designation may ensure that certain significant
architectural features will be retained in the long term and that it will continue to impress
visitors and make locals proud. The proposal supports relevant city plans, policies and
guidelines.

With that, obviously there is in this report on page 2 and 3 and 4 and 5, quite a bit of
background information, history of terminal design in Albuquerque starting with the
Railroad Terminal and going up through some of the various air terminals. I’d like to
jump forward though, or back as it were to evaluation of the significance here and if we
need to return to some of that earlier material, of course, we can.

So, in the evaluation of significance, this application is based on three essential
requirements in the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance, the first of which is
historical or other cultural significance or integrity. And the comment on that point is
that the Sunport Terminal possesses cultural significance in its use of architectural motifs
inspired by indigenous cultures of New Mexico. It is the latest and best known example
of an Albuquerque transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a short term tradition
of more than a century, short term of course relative to the ancient tradition.

Second, is suitability for preservation; the Sunport Terminal is surely suitable for
preservation as a working facility in good structural condition and repair. Preservation is
a high standard and certain significant features identified in this report are worthy of that
standard. Less significant parts of terminal are subject to more frequent change and need
not be preserved to City Landmark standards.

Third, of the essential criteria, is educational significance. The Sunport Terminal is
significant educationally because its design evinces respect for New Mexico’s ancient
landscape and the indigenous architecture it inspired. The terminal declares visually that
New Mexico is different from wherever a traveler’s airliner may have departed. It
presents in admittedly derivative fashion an invitation to attend to New Mexico’s unique
cultural and geographical qualities. Whether expressed in architecture, dance, music,
visual arts, spiritual practice or other activity, those qualities identify New Mexico as a
place well worth learning about.
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And then there are the, there is rather, the list of criteria from which any one or more may
be chosen to support an application of this type. And we’ve selected two of those, the
first is; it portrays, meaning the proposed landmark portrays the environment of a group
of people in an era of history characterized by a distinctive architectural style. In this
instance New Mexico is the environment, New Mexicans are the people and the twentieth
century is the era of history.

The architectural style is Pueblo Revival, which derives from ancient architectural
traditions of the American Southwest. This style is beyond distinctive; it’s derived from
the building traditions of its place of origin. Such styles are very rare in the United
States, where most architectural revivals are based on distant sources.

Important public buildings and thousands of others were built in Pueblo Revival Style by
New Mexicans during the Twentieth Century. After New Mexico Statehood was
achieved in 1912, and somewhat beforehand, all sorts of buildings were designed with
pueblo inspired massing and motifs. The Old Air Terminal Building of 1939 and its
neighboring TWA Hangar expressed pueblo revival character in a distinctive airport.
That character is seen less often in major Albuquerque buildings nowadays, but it
persists. The Sunport Terminal carried that persistence into the late Twentieth Century
and now into the Twenty First.

A second of those other criteria that may be applied to a landmark request. It represents
the work of an architect designer or master builder whose individual work has influenced
the development of the city. I stress the word “individual”, because the architect in
question here, William E. Burk Jr., practiced briefly in a partnership with another
architect, but most of his decades of practice were as a sole practitioner.

The Sunport Terminal meets this criterion for City Landmark Designation via William E.
Burk, Jr. Mr. Burk was a sculptor turned architect who practiced architecture forty years
in Albuquerque. Burk designed hundreds of buildings in the Southwest, the Albuquerque
Metropolitan Air Terminal of 1963, was a prime example and of course that building is
the one that contained the Great Hall or the “Lobby” as he called it. That buildings Great
Hall remains at the core of the Sunport Terminal of today, which justifies applying this
influential architect criterion.

Other Burk designs include; commercial, institutional and residential buildings, even
several horse racing tracks and a fire proof concrete horse barn design to protect valuable
equines. Local products of this diverse practice include, Sandia High School, the former
R.L. Harrison machinery dealership at 1801 4™ Street NW, an American Furniture Store
in downtown Albuquerque that’s been demolished, and Burk’s former office, a pre-fab
steel building of his invention at 512 Yale Boulevard S.E.
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Among Burk’s many local residential projects are the distinctive Park Plaza and
McHenburk apartments, the Hibben and Water Tank Houses, and the Raabe “Kelvinator”
House, a National-Register-listed house at 324 Hermosa SE. He served on the
architectural review committee of La Resolana Addition, post-World War II subdivision
near Washington and Indian School Road NE, and designed houses in such areas as
Ridgecrest and Spruce Park.

In Cold War-related work, Burk researched defense methods and designed special
construction for the US Air Force at Kirtland Air Force Base and White Sands Missile
Range while providing consulting services to other agencies and corporations. Whether
working on defense projects or commercial development, he combined a penchant for
research and innovation with artistic flair.

And on that point, about Mr. Burk, we made some late additions to your staff report
attachments. Two articles, one from New Mexico Architect Magazine of 1959, July,
August, that is, 1959 and then an item from a directory of historic architects in New
Mexico that was written by Jan Barnhart. So, I believe that the application of the
influential architect criterion is very applicable here.

The next part of the staff report after the significance, the evaluation of significance, has
to do with significant features and recommended general preservation guidelines, because
as in any request like this it’s part of your charge to identify those significant features and
recommend general preservation guidelines for use by the City Council, which will
presumably pass an ordinance incorporating them, after which you’ll be asked to create
and adopt some specific development guidelines for the landmark, which are expected to
conform to the general. So, those are all in writing on page 9 of your staff report. I’ll not
read through them, but of course we understand that you may have questions about some
of them and rather than take those now, I think I’d like to offer an opportunity to speak to
Jim Hinde, who’s the Aviation Department Director, to Ron Peters, who’s here with us
today, who was the designer of the 1990 expansion of the terminal, and then of course
also to William Burk III, who’s with us today, son of William E. Burk, Jr.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, sir.

NOT RECOGNIZED: Good afternoon. This won’t take long for me I’ll leave the pros
to come up here to give you some architectural insight...

CHAIR CLARK: Sir, please identify yourself?

JIM HINDE: Oh, I’'m sorry. I’'m Jim Hinde, Director of Aviation for the City of
Albuquerque.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, Mr. Hinde.

v [
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MR. HINDE: Youbet. We have been contemplating this for several years, now. We’ve
had several administrations that have tried to change the architecture, in particularly in
the Great Hall. We’re very proud of the Airport the way it is. It really sends out a sense
of place when people arrive there. We have other Airport directors that come through
there all of the time and they’re just amazed by the facility. I’ve been to dozens of
airports through the United States and by the time get glazed over by glass and steel.
And so, we very much want to preserve, particularly the Great Hall, in that front fagade,
to preserve that sense of place at the terminal does express. Thank you.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, sir.

RON PETERS: I'm Ron Peters, Architect. Ihad the honor of being the lead design
architect for the 1985 program when we expanded the terminal facility, so this project’s
near and dear to my heart. I’ve lived and breathed the terminal facility for many, many,
many years still working out there on...trying to maintain the context and the character of
this very unique New Mexican piece of architecture.

When we did the project in 1985, when we started the design, had the opportunity to sit
down with Mr. Burk and review the documents that he had prepared for the 1960’s
terminal expansion, which was well worth the time spent with Bill and getting his
opinion as to what we would be doing to his building. There’s a lot of tradition, a lot of
history in that building and we try to maintain as much of it as we could. There was an
extensive programming done for the terminal that involved probably more people in the
City of Albuquerque than, I think, have ever been involved in public works project.

This was the largest capital improvements project in the history of the State of New
Mexico, at the time that was not a highway project. It was a hundred and twenty two
million dollar expansion project taken on by the city at this time. Needless to say it was a
tremendous political football. We needed to interview every City Councilman, every
County Commissioner, anybody, any director of any agency that may step foot in this
facility and we had to makeover twenty-nine public hearing presentations to the
community on the design and what we were going to be doing at the terminal. Because
the terminal had to maintain and stay open while it was being renovated and restored. So,
it was very important that the public knew what was going on. It’s where the
introduction of the “Chile Brothers” came from, if you all remembered during the
construction, the creation of the Chile Brothers. And what had happened to lead people
through this terminal during a time of stress, it is a time of stress, but there’s a
tremendous amount of history that’s still is hidden out at the terminal that a lot of us
don’t see.

The underground tunnel is still there. It’s now a mechanical tunnel, a mechanical chase
with all the murals that were down that tunnel, are still preserved in the tunnel. There’s
just a tremendous amount of New Mexico history that has come in the development of
this project.
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There have been over...this was...we just made a presentation to University of New
Mexico about graduates, projects of graduates of UNM and this was one that was
presented to their exhibit and we had over twenty-seven graduates of the University of
New Mexico working on this project while we did it and they were all architectural
graduates. So, there eas tremendous amount of local involvement when we did this
facility.

The...it’s received multiple design awards, don’t want to go into the number of them that
there’s been, but it’s received extreme amount of national recognition, that is key,
national recognition. People, to this day I am stopped and people comment on the quality
of the contextual design of the Albuquerque Terminal and how it is New Mexico and it
does speak to the regional quality of the area.

The arts program in the terminal that was developed out of the overall terminal and the
terminal was designed to handle the art. The art wasn’t brought in later and added to the
terminal, the terminal and the art are one. So, there was a lot of this that was done
through this entire process. The design of the terminal wasn’t just, “let’s just do this and
then we’re done with it”. All of John Gawmeem’s buildings were toured by the design
team to look at and to gain from them a lot of the important character and detailing and
scale that was so important to this project.

In developing and engaging the Great Hall and Mr. Burk chastised me for causing, for
calling it the Great Hall, he says, “It’s the lobby dammit”, “it’s the lobby”, ‘It’s not the
Great Hall”. And you know, he looked at it being as that way, it was the main lobby in
this facility that transferred people from their automobiles out to the aircraft and that
transition space was very important.

The research that I did with Ed and the running down, the laminated timbers and who
developed those, there’s a piece of the original timber that was used as a design guide,
here in town, hanging down at Boise Cascade and they still talk about this project and the
development of those laminated beans and how they were hauled down here and put up
in place, very, very unique part of the overall terminal that we definitely embraced and
kept. And when we transitioned all that to the curb and the north fagade, which is what
we’re looking at is protecting is that scale and that transition from the automobile coming
into what is truly a New Mexico piece of architecture and then into this wonderful
lobby/great hall. It is a wonderful experience for visitors, not only coming through from
the other side, but residents of this community coming in and I think we’re very fortunate
being able to create for Albuquerque and that was the direction of the Mayor at the time,
Mayor Kinny. It was Mayor Kinny and then it went to Major Schultz and there was a
third major there before we finished, but it was a directive from the city leaders that this
shall be about the character and the architecture, and the scale, and the colors of New
Mexico and Albuquerque. But we’re New Mexico’s Airport, not just Albuquerque’s.
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We had a big burden to carry here when we did the design and I think we pulled it off.
We opened the terminal up, we recognized the importance of color and texture and values
to the terminal facility and hopefully, Bill Burk would be very proud of what we’ve done,
and I think he was. He looked at the drawings before he passed away and he just said
“Ok” adequate. He was happy with what we had done and I think, hopefully the
Landmarks Commission will recognize that, as we do, that it’s a very significant piece of
Albuquerque and New Mexico architecture. And we’re not trying to do something that
will keep the facility from functioning. That we’re very careful working that out with the
Aviation Director and the Aviation Department to make sure that anything we classify in
this landmark designation will not hurt the operations of the terminal facility. So, I’ll be
happy to answer any questions. Thank you. I appreciate the time.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you Mr. Peters. Good afternoon, Mr. Burk.

MR. BURK: Mr. Chairman, members. I’'m Bill Burk, III. William Burk, Jr. was my
dad, which always made it awkward working with him, because he was Junior, but older
and no one knew who to get on the phone. I was in college when they did the phase I and
then I was part of the firm when we did phase II and phase III. I got to do all of, not fun
stuff, usually, conveyor system, things like that.

I just want to add a couple of things. This was really a labor of love for him, the airport.
He had worked at Kirtland during the war, with facility development, when you did
everything in a hurry and there was not budget, you know, you just did it. And it came
back to bite us, because nobody knew where any of the utilities were that were coming
from Kirtland, or what was in it and was...

The other thing was he had a vision...he was on the traveling public side not the airline
side; he said that a lot of times. And he had a vision of unassigned gate positions, is the
way he wanted to do. Where he always had planes at the closest gates, he said “Why
walk past an empty gate to get to your airplane”? And he actually did a thing one day
that I happened to be at where he invited all the local managers of the various airlines and
there were a lot of them, to bring their schedule and he sat down in our conference room
and he had a floor plan of the airport and he gave them all a handful of little airplanes and
he said, “Ok now go through your schedule”, and they were putting them. And he
showed them that 90 some percent of the time you could park at the 6 gates, in those
days, the six gates right in front of the airport. And then they said, “But yeah then we’d
have to not have as many ground crew”. “Yeah”, but then the union wouldn’t let us, so
that’s what happened to that. It was a good idea, but...

But I want to commend you guys on proposing to keep just parts of it, because the part
that interfaces with the airplanes changing. The technology changes, the security changes
all that stuff. I remember a big...we were in the middle of one of these phases, I don’t
remember which one and the security rules changed, this was way before 9/11, but they
changed then too and all of a sudden we had to do a different way of letting people into
the airplanes. The fire department said, “You can’t do that”. “That’s a fire exit you can’t
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keep people...So, they had a big meeting and guess who won? The security people won,
but it was an interesting one.

But when it was built, it was really the only one in the country that I know of that looked
like the location where it was. All of the other airports were interchangeable, they were
aluminum and glass and steel and they kind of still are, there getting a little better, but I
commend you on the effort and I think it’s a great idea. Thanks.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, sir.
MR. BOLES: Any questions or comments?
CHAIR CLARK: Commissioners?

COMMISSIONER AUSTIN: Mr. Boles you’ve asked for the brick floors to be
included? When actually were those done? Because I think the originals were tile floors,
weren’t they?

MR. BOLES: Yes. Mr. Chair, Commissioner Austin. The 1963 Terminal had ceramic
tile floors and the tiles were different colors, they were laid in patters that remind us of
weaving, textures and such designs. There may be a photograph of that appearance in
your staff report, there’s supposed to be. (Inaudible) At any rate the current situation is
of course, brick flooring, I guess it’s pretty thin brick, but obviously not a tile floor.
None the less, it’s a ceramic material seems to me that, well it’s not the original design
it’s not the only thing that’s been modified in that space. And honestly, it’s one of those
things that as a significant feature it’s a sub-set of the space and if for instance; some
alternate flooring material were proposed for that space, I don’t think the mention of the
brick pattern here would preclude a change of that material. The point is that it’s a
ceramic base material it’s in a pattern, which was true in 1963 and it’s true today. So,
depending on the needs of the Aviation Department, the prerogatives of the Landmarks
Commission at a time when some alteration of that might be proposed, it seems to me
that it’s possible to treat that flexibly, just as, if I may so; the definition of the Great Hall
itself can be treated somewhat flexibly. The point is that it’s a special single volume, not
that it can’t ever by changed in any way, but that it ought to be preserved as a big
volume. And I’m getting here at maybe what is a larger point about this application and
that is, that this airport has already been modified since 1963 in drastic fashion. And
from my standpoint this application is an attempt to get the best things that remain from
the 1963 design and the best features of 1990 design and retain them without precluding
further change, both on the north fagade and the Great Hall. I don’t see these features
that have been proposed as the significant features as sacred features, I see them as, like
any other architectural materials things that deteriorate, thing that eventually maybe
proposed for substitution with another material and the question is, “Will the intent
behind this application be served in any approved alteration later on”? And I think that’s
where the Landmarks Commissions comes in, it has the discretion in a way to decide
about that. It’s an awfully long answer to your question. (Inaudible) then ask me again.
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COMMISSIONER AUSTIN: I think my question is, when were these brick floors put in
and the ceramic floors taken out?

MR. BOLES: I'm sorry. They were put in 1990, the brick...
COMMISSIONER AUSTIN: Ok. Thank you. (inaudible) yes.

MR. BOLES: First three phases starting in 63 and then going into the 1970’s (Inaudible)
and early 80’s, so, 1990 is when the brick was introduced. I’m sorry I didn’t understand
it.

COMMISSINER AUSTIN: Thank you.
CHAIR CLARK: Yes? (Inaudible)

COMMISSIONER HOROWITZ: Mr. Boles I have a couple of questions here, having
been in a meeting yesterday, where I was visited by a City Council member. And I guess
my question is; I want assurance that nothing in this application precludes changing items
of decor, such as the biplane, replacing them with something that perhaps is more
significant to Albuquerque or New Mexico?

MR. BOLES: Well Mr. Chair and Commissioner Horowitz I would just say that you
don’t see anything about the biplane or any of the works of art or for that matter; any of
the displays in the Great Hall in the list of significant features. So, as I read it, they are
not at issue here. The significant features are at issue, but not those other items.

COMMISSIONER HOROWITZ: That’s what I thought. Ithank you. One further
question Mr. Boles. The space divided only by furniture, fixtures, displays and
escalators, and then there is nothing in this plan that would preclude displays of local art
or kiosk, or anything else?

MR. BOLES: Idon’t see anything that would.

COMMISSIONER HOROWITZ: I’'m a happy camper and I will say that I do not miss
turning my ankle on the tile floors, because they were brutal to people wearing heels.
Thank you.

MR. BOLES: Interesting.

CHAIR CLARK: Commissioner Myers?

COMMISSIONER MYERS: I was just going to go back to Mr. Austin’s question and I

was just going to point out the picture that I believe the Chair is looking at there. That...I
don’t know what page of our...I think it was an additional handout?
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MS. HENNESSY: Mr. Chair, Commissioner Myers that was the supplemental
attachment that was e-mailed to you, upon your request. (Inaudible)

COMMISSIONER MYERS: Imight like to see, although maybe it’s rough on people
walking in heels. I might like to see some reference to that original tile that was in there.
Maybe, see some reference to that as some of the...I don’t know exactly how will do this,
since it’s not currently a feature, you know, but I’d like maybe to think about that a little
bit to think maybe that we mention it somehow that that was a significant feature in,
when it was first done in 1963, or something like that. I mean, I don’t know if we can do
that, but I think it’s worth mentioning that, because I kind of think that was an interesting
feature of it.

MS. HENNESSY: Mr. Chair Commissioner Myers I had a little something to add to this
discussion and that is that should a recommendation be sent to the City Council, for the
designation and should the City Council approve that, you will then have the opportunity
to adopt more specific guidelines for the property. Commissioner Horowitz mentioned
about changing exhibits and arts and kiosks and I also had a lot of concern about that,
because we would not want to have to be involved in that. And I think that in the specific
guidelines we can really spell those things out and make it clear and what kinds of things
require a certificate.

COMMISSIONER MYERS: Great. I think there’d be a time then for that, you know, so
thank you for answering that.

CHAIR CLARK: Are there any other comments from the commissioners?

COMMISSIONER HOROWITZ: Iwould like to commend staff and specifically Ms.
Hennessy and Mr. Boles and those people responsible for the reconstruction of the airport
for bringing this forward. I think there are certain characteristics to this that do bare land
marking to keep the basic structure of the building free from political influence, in terms
of preserving what is a Great Lobby or a Great Hall and a very noteworthy fagade and I"d
just like to express my appreciation for your work on this.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, commissioner, any other comments? Yes sir...(inaudible)
yes you may, thank you.

MR. PETERS: Mr. Chair, members of the Commission, just to further add, there are
pieces of the original floor, still at the terminal. And there down at the west end, going
up to the admin offices down there, we left those in. There’s also part of the original
wrought iron hand railing design that was done that’s left there in its place. The
transition from the tile to the brick floor was a maintenance issue, as much as high heels.
The Saltillo Tile and the tile that was in there required to be waxed about 3 to 4 times a
year and the cost of the wax to do that became extreme expensive to the Aviation
Department. So, we started looking for another indigenous material to New Mexico for
the flooring. What would that be? Brick floors they are inch and a half inch thick pavers
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and we did a test pattern down in the tunnel, right at the bottom of the stairway that used
to come down from the satellite, we did a test pattern there of the brick to see how high
heels would go over the brick and how well it would be. And we actually have a...had a
study done on the grouting and how we did the grouting so that we wouldn’t get a
woman’s heel caught in it and that was done along with the design pattern, the Navajo
pattern in the brick that was designed to mimic the Navajo Culture in the pattern, which
has been carried through now if you’ll aware the renovation has been done recently on
the FIDS and BIDS. You look very closely at the background, they’re glass panels, it’s a
Navajo Travelers Rug. Everything that we’ve ever done in the terminal relates regionally
and contextually to this community and this state and the Navajo Rug that’s the...used as
a design of the for the FIDS and BIDS background, also has the little error in it that every
Navajo maker had always done to sign it. They had their own little error in it. You have
to look closely to FIDS and BIDS, but the error’s there. So, we followed all of that, so a
lot of it what was done was done for the regionalism for what was New Mexico and
that’s why I'm so excited about this terminal. It is and speaks Albuquerque and New
Mexico. So, thank you, I appreciate your time.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you Mr. Peters. Any further comments? Staff? Visitors? I will
know close the floor and allow the commissioners to discuss the issue. Yes,
Commissioner Chavez?

COMMISSIONER CHAVEZ: Thank you Mr. Chairman. Just in the interest of full
disclosure I did work at the City’s Aviation for seven years, with Mr. Hinde, also
involved in the projects with Mr. Peters and it was, I was the Arts Program Manager there
and, so, I just want to put that out there as well, but it was an absolute joy to be part of
that department and to work in that environment, because it was an opportunity to not
only run a first class airport and the see the operations very professional. But also to see
the regional heritage and the cultural and the arts, promoted and supported in a very
harmonious way with the operations. So it was a pleasure to be a part of that I really
enjoyed it and I’m thoroughly delighted to see this brought before the commissioners and
look forward to supporting this project.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you, Commissioner Chavez. Any other comments from the
commissioners? None at all?

I"d like to take this opportunity to say also, how much I appreciate and how proud I am
to come from Albuquerque. It’s amazing sometimes when you get off the plane and you
step into the terminal listening to people as you walk from the gate through the main hall
how impressed they are pointing at this or looking at that or what have you. So, it’s
always a pleasure to interact with travelers who haven’t been here before.

Bob’s not here to do all the other fancy stuff that goes along with it, but I presume

everybody’s read the findings. And do you have any comments, particularly about the
findings for this application? Give everybody a chance to check their notes.
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MR. BOLES: Mr. Chair?

CHAIR CLARK: Yes.

MR. BOLES: We found a little flaw in the final staff recommendation, below the

findings, on page 13. And that is “a left over mis-description of the legal description of

the Sunport”. Where it says, “Tract A-1 of the Sunport Municipal Addition Number 9,

the number 9 should be deleted” that is not applicable here.

CHAIR CLARK: So noted. Thank you, Mr. Boles.

MR. BOLES: Thank you.

CHAIR CLARK: Do I hear a motion?

COMMISSIONER CHAVEZ: Mr. Chairman?

CHAIR CLARK: Yes, Commissioner Chavez?

COMMISSIONER CHAVEZ: We’ll I'll speak loudly, but...it"s on, all right. In the

matter of case #13-LUCC-50068, project #1009638, findings 1 through 12, I move that

we approve this application for recommendation of City Landmark Designation for a

portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal, as noted in the staff report.

COMMISSIONER MYERS: I second that motion.

CHAIR CLARK: Thank you Commissioner Myers. All those in favor, say “Aye”. All

opposed, motion passes with one (1) opposition. Thank you very much.

FINAL ACTION TAKEN:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Landmarks and Urban

Conservation Commission voted to Forward a Recommendation of APPROVAL to

the City Council of Project 1009638/13-LUCC-50068, based on the following findings:

APPROVED FINDINGS:

1. This is a request for a recommendation to the City Council of a City landmark
designation for a portion the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal, a
building at 2200 Sunport Boulevard SE, which address is on Tract A-1 of the
Sunport Municipal Addition.

2: The City of Albuquerque is the owner of the property and application was
submitted by the City of Albuquerque Aviation Department.
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10.

11.

The subject property is zoned SU-1 for Airport and Related Facilities.

§14-12-7 of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation Ordinance provides
procedures and criteria for evaluating the suitability of a property for City
landmark designation.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has cultural and architectural
significance in its use of architectural motifs inspired by indigenous cultures of
New Mexico. It is the latest and the best-known example of an Albuquerque
transportation terminal to exhibit these motifs in a tradition of architectural design
of transportation facilities in Albuquerque for more than a century.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal is suitable for preservation. It is
a working facility in good structural condition and repair. The significant features
proposed for landmark designation are the north fagade and the great hall. Less
significant parts of the terminal are subject to more frequent change and need not
be preserved to City landmark standards.

The Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal has educational significance
because its design evinces respect for New Mexico’s ancient landscape and the
indigenous architecture it inspired. The Terminal declares visually that New
Mexico is different from wherever a traveler’s airliner may have departed.

A portion of the Albuquerque International Sunport Terminal meets a criterion for
City Landmark designation in that it represents the work of an architect, designer,
or master builder whose individual work has influenced the development of the
city, architect William E. Burk, Jr. William E. Burk, Jr. practiced architecture in
Albuquerque for forty years and his body of work includes commercial,
institutional, and residential buildings, many of which are noteworthy.

The features of the Albuquerque Sunport Terminal building that are significant
and help to define the architectural character of the building are the north fagade
and the lobby, or Great Hall.

The architectural features of the north fagade that are significant and worthy of
preservation are the building block massing with projecting and recessed elements
and varying roof heights; the color scheme of earth-tone stucco and concrete with
medium blue trim: the stair-step motif, painted medium blue in stucco and metal
fagade features including certain window groups; the free-standing steel canopies,
and the light wells between the elevated roadway and the facade.

The architectural features of the lobby, or Great Hall that are significant and

worthy of preservation are the laminated wood beams and corbels with carved and
painted imagery, separated by a wood-clad ceiling system that evokes traditional

Q9



LUCC MINUTES
May 8, 2013
Page 15

latilla ceilings, painted accent colors and designs on the laminated beams, the
pattern of windows and openings to other interior areas as defined by the
structural frame, the single-volume space with clerestory windows, a space
divided only by furniture, fixtures, displays and escalators, and the floor of multi-
tone brick in a pattern.

12.  Therequest fulfills the intent of the Landmarks and Urban Conservation
Ordinance in that it serves to preserve, protect, enhance, perpetuate and promote
the use of structures and areas of historical, cultural, and architectural significance
located within the City.

MOTION BY: COMMISSIONER CHAVEZ

SECONDED BY: COMMISSIONER MYERS
MOTION PASSES 4to 1
COMMISSIONER AUSTIN VOTED NO

5. OTHER BUSINESS: Revisions to LUCC Rules of Procedure

FINAL ACTION TAKEN:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Landmarks and Urban
Conservation Commission voted to APPROVE the Revisions to LUCC Rules of
Procedure.

MOTION BY: COMMISSIONER HOROWITZ

SECONDED BY: COMMISSIONER AUSTIN
MOTION PASSES UNANIMOUSLY

6. ADJOURNED: 4:00

- (00



INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES who need special assistance to participate at this hearing should
contact the Planning Department, at 924-3860(VOICE) or TTY users may access the voice number via the

LANDMARKS AND URBAN CONSERVATION COMMISSION
AGENDA
WEDNESDAY, May 8, 2013
3:00 P.M.
Plaza Del Sol Building
600 Second Street NW
Basement Hearing Room
Albuquerque, New Mexico

MEMBERS
James Clark — Chair

Regina Chavez - Vice Chair

Lauren Austin - J. Matt Myers
Robert G. Heiser - Amy Horowitz

New Mexico Relay Network by calling 1-800-659-8331.

Due to the number of cases and the time required for each, a time limit shall be imposed on all parties in
interest to each case. Limits are necessary so that the LUCC may give the last case on the agenda the same

attention given the first. Limits shall be as follows:

Staff Report: Five Minutes

Applicant: Ten Minutes

Other Interested Parties Two Minutes Each

Applicant Rebuttal: Five Minutes

Staff Rebuttal Five Minutes

Floor Closed: Commissioners’ discussion and vote

1. Call to Order:

2. Additions and/or Changes to the Agenda.

3. Approval of the March 13, 2013 minutes.

4. Project #1009638 City of Albuquerque Planning Department, Ed
13LUCC-50068 Boles, agent for City of Albuquerque Aviation
Application for City Landmark Designation ~ Department (J. Hinde), requests a recommendation

of approval for Landmark Designation for the
Albuquerque International Sunport located at 2200
Sunport Blvd. on a portion of Tract A-1 of the
Sunport Municipal Addition, No. 9. (M-16)

5. Other Business: Revisions to LUCC Rules of Procedure

6. Adjourn:

NOTICES OF DECISION will be mailed only to the applicant or agent. All other interested parties can
view and print a copy of the decision at the following website or a hard copy is available at our office on the

3" floor, City Planning. www.cabq.gov/planning/luce/luccagenda.html

{0/



CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE

Richard J. Berry, Mayor
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

Suzanne G. Lubar, Acting Director
14 March 2013
James Clark, Chair, and

Members, Landmarks and Urban Conservation Commission

RE: City Landmark request for the ABQ Sunport Terminal

Dear Mr. Clark and LUCC Members:

As agent for the Aviation Department, the Planning
Department requests a recommendation from the
Commission that the Albuquerque International Sunport
Terminal be designated a City Landmark.

PO Box 1293

Albuquerque

This request is intended to protect the north facade
and the Lobby or “Great Hall” from inappropriate )
NM 87103 alteration. Altering other parts of the building will
not be subject Commission approval if this request
leads to City Landmark designation.
www.cabq. gov
We have notified four neighborhood associations near
the Sunport of this request and it has been advertised
as required. Please forward any questions. Thanks.

Sincerely,

Ed Boles
Historic Preservation Architect-Planner

Copy: James Hinde, Director, Aviation Department
Ron Peters, HistoricStreetscapes PLLC

/O
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VICINITY MAP

ZONE ATLAS MAPS
L18-Z, M-15-Z, M-16-Z, M-17-Z, M-18-Z, NAS-Z, N1BZ, N17-Z, N18Z, P-15Z, AP-18-Z
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4. DATE OF SURVEY: DECEMBER
$, SP. TALOS LOG NO.: 2009031920
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PLAT OF
TRACTS A-1 & A-2
SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION
WITHIN SECTIONS 1,2, 3, 4,9 & 10
TON, R3E, NMPM &
WITHIN SECTIONS 33, 34, 35 & 36
TION, R3E, NMPM
CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE
BERNALILLO COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
JuLy 2011

TRACT A-1

SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION

AREA=2,286.0091 ACRES

LEGEND

: O SET NO.5 REDAR W/CAP STAMPED PS 7924
OR PK NAIL W/ WASHER STAMPED PS 7924.

A BRASS CAP 1-25-31.

®  FOUND PROPERTY CORNER.

8 ol NEW PROPERTY UNES

= s DELETE PROPERTY LINES
TRACT A PROPERTY LINES

| —— — —— SECTION UNES

— e —————

<3|~

Litis o
o m‘s‘ﬂdﬁﬁ it & S w by Iill _____JZ‘T_E
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SUNPOR' AUGUST 23, 2002 N PLAT

B
BEGINNING AT A POINT BENG THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT A AS SHOWN ON THE REPLAT OF THE LANOS OF THE CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE,
A X" W SOEWALK. THE POINT OF BEGINMING LES NZS3'SSE AND A

THENCE S B8'41°01" E, A DISTANCE OF 1,548.29 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT 1 OF PARIING COMPANY OF AMERICA (PLED
6/16/82, BX C15, PG 173) TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAWPED “PS 5823°,

WSWS‘".\ﬂSTMUlS‘Q‘meMm"U‘MUNMCTNWALWID.’MWM
BK. 92C, PG 27) TO A FOUND NO. S REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 5823

'n-ncu:saruf.u‘r.Ammorl.mo.nmmmmwmmumwnwmAmmVAwm
BARRIER WALL.
THENCE N O0MO'35" E, A DISTANCE OF 469.31 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH SAID TRACT TO A FOUND PX NAR WITH DISX STAMPED
'URS PS 7924",

THENCE S B8'40°46° £. A DISTANCE OF 50.01 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF YALE BLVD, SE. TO THE
EAST QUARTER CORNER SECTIONS 33 & 34, TOWNSHIP 10 NORTH, RANGE 3 ZAST, NUPM, POINT BEING A FOUND 3-1/4” AL CAP STAWPED
“Ls 5823, 1991 (1/4 CORNER)",

THENCE N 000Z'S3" W, A DISTANCE OF 727.80 FEET ALONG THE SECTION LINE BETWEEN SECTIONS 33 & 34 TO A FOUND PX NAL WTH DISK STANPED
"URS PS 7924°,

msm'wnAmmw¢|zumm THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WTH TRACT Y~1 ARPORT PARK (FLED $/15/82, BK C29, PG
54) TO A FOUND NO. $ REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED UGG 5823°,

THENCE S 8018'45" E . A DISTANCE OF 1477.83 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT 2-7, Z—6, Z-5 Z-4—A AND A~1=A, REPLAT
G'WZM\‘P 'ARK {FILED 2/83, BK C20, PG 118) TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “ALS LS 7710",

THENCE N O0D2'48” W, A DISTANCE OF 208.48 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A-1-A OF SAID REPLAT TO A SET NO. 5 REBAR
WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "PS 7924",

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG THE RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF COLUMBIA DR. SE AND WTH A DELTA OF 25914'16", A RADUS OF 55,00
FEET, A LENGTH OF 24885 FEET. A TANGENT OF 88.44 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 50°20'03° £ AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 84.73 FEET TO A SET
NO. S REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAWPED “PS 7824",

THENCE N 00DC'26" £, A DISTANCE OF 817.20 FEET ALONG THE EAST RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF COLUMBIA DR. S.E TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WITH ALUM,
CAP STAMPED "TYREE SURVEY PLS 35187,

EAST RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF COLUMBIA DR S.E. AND WITH A DELTA 1208'48", A RADIUS OF
1,200.98 FEET, A LENGTH OF 255.81 FEET, A TANGENT OF 128.38 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 08%03'50" E AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 255.34 FEET TO
A SET NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED °‘PS 7924",
mmAmmummmmmwuvucwmus.:»nnm;ma.uorw«' A RADMS OF
25.00 FEET, A LENGTH OF 34.05 FEET, A mamorzozsrtrrAmwornmwsr:.wAmwmmorm.ummA
S REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 4",

DISTANCE OF 479.74 FEET ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF MILES ROAD, S.E. TO A FOUND NOL § REBAR WITH PLASTIC

, A DISTANCE OF 30.07 FEET ALONG THE NORTH RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF MILES ROAD S.E£ TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR MTH PLASTIC
CAP STAMPED “URS PS 7924",

w«znonrw;Ammwmnmmumwuemmnmmn.zasnrn:muvmn:mr
BUSINESS PARK (FILED 5/25/83 BK C21, PG 82) TO A FOUND NO. 4 REBAR,

THENCE S B8'44'06° E, A DISTANCE OF 127.89 FEET ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT OF WAT LNE OF GBSON BLVD. S.E TO A SET CHISELED X" ON

THENCE 5 881'37" E, A DISTANCE OF 1.187.38 FEET ALONG THE SOUTH FOGHT OF WAY LINE OF GIBSON BLVD, S.£ TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WITH
PLASTIC CAP STAUPED UGG 5823°,

mswwlr.Austmeeornu.nmmMmmmmmmwmmmmmmkmm
NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 7924",

THENCE S 03437 W, Ammzwnu.umummmwuuzmmmn:wvswmnmomrma&m:urm
PK NAL WTH OISK STAMPED “URS PS

THENCE S 8921’53 €, A IXSTANCE OF 1894.27 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF KIRTLAND AR FORCE BASE 7O A FOURD
5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 7024",

THENCE 5 B9°21'S3" E, A DISTANCE OF 2881.97 FEET, ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAUPED “LRS PS 7924",

OF 2681.96 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LIRE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
ITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 7924", LOCATED ON THE SECTION LINE BETWEEN SECTIONS 35 AND 38, TOWNSHP 10 NORTH, RANGE 3

3

251315 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WTH THE LANDS OF IGRTLANO AR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
NO. S REBAR WITH KLEGISLE PLASTIC CAP,

N 0038'04" €, A DISTANCE OF 103.21 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF KIRTLAND AR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
PK NAIL WITH DISX STAMPED “URS PS 7924°,

g Tediogs Lomare S

TED WTHN A OF THE T MUMNICIPAL ADDITION, FILED .
JOWSHP 10 NORTH. RANGE 3 EAST, ISP ANO SECTIONS 1. 2, 3, 4, 9 & 10, TOWSHP 9 NOR™,

PLAT OF
TRACTS A-1 & A-2
SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION
WITHIN SECTIONS 1, 2, 3,4, 9& 10
TON, R3E, NMPM &
WITHIN SECTIONS 33 34,35&36
T10N, R3E, NMPM
CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE
BERNALILLO COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
JULY 2011

msm’s&';nmm 893.25 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LNE COMMON WTH THE LANDS OF KRILAND AR FORCE SASE TO A FOUND
NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 7924°,

NOL 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP ST/

THENCE 5 89°21°53° £, A DISTANCE OF 1118.83 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LNE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF IORTLAND AR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
3-1/4" MONUNENT STAMPED "XOOOLE & POULS ENGINEERING™,

MSWWMAmmwmummumu&mmmmwmwmmm A FOUND
NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 7924°. THIS PONT IS LOCATED ON THE TOWNSHIP LINE BETWEEN TOWNSHIP 9 AND TOWNSHP 10,
RANGE 3 EAST, MPU,

THENCE § QUBB'07" W, A DISTANCE OF 449.38 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WMITH THE LANDS OF KRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE TO A SET
CHISELED “X* ON ASPHALT,

THENCE N 89°22°16" W, A DISTANCE OF 4524.80 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE TO A FOURD
5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAKPED “URS PS 7924" AND WHICH IS LOCATED ON THE SECTION UNE BETWEEN SECTIONS 1 AND 2, TOWNSHP 2

WTH
THENCE S 2023'37" W, A DISTANCE OF 2801.00 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE LANDS OF XRTLAND AR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
THENCE THE PROPERTY UNE COMMON WITH THE LANDS LEASED YO THE ALBUQUERQUE
INTERNATIONAL SUNPORT RUNWAY 12-30 EXTENSION TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR MITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 79247,

THENCE S 40°43'07° W, A DISTANCE OF 2735.72 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WTH THE LANDS OF JORTLAND AR FORCE BASE TO A FOUND
NO. S REHAR WITH FLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 79247, AND LOCATED ON THE SECTION LINE BETWEEN SECTIONS 3 & 10, TOWNSHIP O NORTH, RANGE

COMMON WITH THE LANOS OF KIRTLAND AR FORCE DASE AND ALSO
BENG THE SECTION UNE BETWEEN SECTIONS 3 & 10, TOWNSHI® § NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST, NMPM, TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED

msmﬁrtAwmwmxmmumwuﬁm-mwvmsvuwu:armmmmst_!o

THENCE ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE WEST EASEMENT LINE OF JRA SPRECKER DR. S.£.. BEING A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A DELTA
ANGLE OF 15730°007, A RADIUS OF 954.03 FEET, A LENGTH OF 258.33 FEET, A W‘nﬂm'AmmWSﬂ“l!ﬂEmA
CHORD LENGTH OF 257.55 FELT TO A FOUND

A
THENCE ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMOH WITH THE WEST EASEMENT LINE OF RA SPRECHER OR. S.E. BEING A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WATH A DELTA
ANGLE OF 4210'57", A RADIS OF 572.90 FEET, A LENGTH OF 421.83 FEET, A TANGENT OF 220.99 FEET, A CHORD BEARIG OF SO3'06°47° W AND A
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THENCE ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE WESY EASEMENT LINE OF RA
ANGLE OF 1228'52", A RADIUS OF 954.61
CHORD LENGTH OF 208,89 FEET TO A FOUND PK NAL,

msmt'l.AusTmc:arimnmmmnmu:mmn:mm:mnu:ormma:xwumuv
AL EASEMENT TO A FOUND HO. 3 REBAR WATH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 7924",

mmmmrvu&:mumn:nmnumru:ormcrqunuwnm AL EASEMENT BENG A CURVE TO
THE RIGHT WITH A DELTA ANGLE OF 06°43'23", A RADIUS OF 2825.00 FEEY, A LENGTH OF 331.40 FEET, A TANGENT OF 165.93 FEET, A CHORD BEARNG
OF S 6130°54™ W AND A CHORD DISTANCE OF 331.30 FEET TO A FOUND NO. § REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 79247,

THENCE S 6S1Z'33" W, A DISTANCE OF 877.73 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH THE NORTH EASEMENT LINE OF TRACT 8 ATSF RAILWAY
PERPETUAL EASEMENT TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 79247,

THENCE S 002015 E, A DISTANCE OF 1767.14 FEET ACROSS TRACT 8 ATSF RAILWAY PERPETUAL EASDMENT AND ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON
nmumwm&wmm&mmmmmc— PG 58) Y0 A FOUND NO. 5 RERAR WITH NO CAP. THIS POINT IS LOCATED
THE SECTION UNE COMMON WITH SECTIONS 10 AND 15, TOWNSHP © l, RANGE 3 EAST, NuPM,

mnmn‘a"Ammorls‘zummsms:cmu:mmm THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH SAID MUNICIPAL
ADDITION NO. 4 TO A FOUNO CONCRETE WONUMENT WITH EMBEDDED PK NAL WMTH DISK STAMPED LS 5078". THIS PONT IS THE SECTION CORNER FOR
SECTIONS 9, 10, 15, & 18, TOWNSKIP 9 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST, NuPW,

MSWWIAMTWW‘S&G!FET&W“SCMMW
THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH SAID MUNICIPAL ADDITION NO. 4 TO A FOUND NO. $ REBAR

msmss'qu»ausussmmsms:cnwuzmm!sn:mmnu:oawumumuuncwu.
ADOITION NO, 4 TC A FOUND NO. 5 REBAR WITH ILLEGIBLE PLASTIC CAP,

9 & 10, TOMSHIP 9 NORTH, RANGE 3 EAST, NPV,
REDAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “URS PS 7924'

DOCH 2011092578
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THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND WITH A DELTA OF 665" 56°, A RAOWS OF
1068.34 FEET, A TANGENT OF B01.80 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 19738°32°W AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 1007.
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 7924,

mntwLAmmwuo.«mumsmmkuvmmAseruo.smmmwnm'vsmn‘.
THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY UNE AND WITH A OELTA OF 0792 32°, A OF 24
mnr:zrAum:rwlu.nrm'Ammeornlnuz':mnAwwmmormosmvoAmno.smm
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "PS 79247,
mnzmrsri:AusmuxtrmwmmsmmoruvucmA!rm5nmmnmmwsmrm'vsm¢'.

mmAmmn:mnmsmmu‘uvu:mmAmuormczr.AMwsorxmoomv.Amw
167.78 FEET, A TANGENT OF 84.08 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 26°03'09" E AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 167.8C FEET TO A SET NO. § REBAR WTH
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 7924",

THENCE N J0r45°20° E, A DISTANCE OF 1499.50 FEET ALONG SAD RIGHT OF WAY LNE TO A SET NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED 'PS 7924",
mnsmqummsn«mmwwrbruvu:mAmmsmmmmwsmpm'rsmr

A CURVE 70 THE LEFT ALONO SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE AND WITH A DELTA OF GS'44° 16", A RADUS OF 3361.85 FEET, A LENGTH OF
murmnvmrcrlus:MAmmuwsr;wAmmmu mm:rmA:ruo.smmnAm:
CAP STAVPED PS 7924°,
THENCE N 25°47'49" E, A DISTANCE OF 1248.09 FEET ALONG THE EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE OF UMIVERSITY BLWD. SE. TO A SET NO. 5 REBAR WITH
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 654",
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THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG THE NORTHERLY EASEMENT LNE OF SPIIT ORIVE SIE. AND WITH A DELTA OF BOT0'45°, A RADWS OF
25.00 FEET, AmwnnmAmmnoruum A CHORD BEARING OF S 00°47'88° W AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 21.54 FEET T0 A SET
NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "PS 7924,

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG SAID NORTMERLY EASEMENT UNE AND WITH A DELTA OF 3000°45", A RADRS OF 23.00 FEET, A
LENGTH OF 21.82 FEET, Amwnern.um‘r AmmwSlﬁﬂf!mkmmlfﬂ“mf‘oAiTm5
REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAWPED “PS 792

_1:)0\:(37‘1:«'zAmsvmu-m.szmmmmmvamnu:mAmmsmmmwsmm
7924°,

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO ncmmsmmmvumnu:wonnuorwqmAnmnrvnumA
LENGTH OF 936.39 FEET, A TANGENT OF S40.90 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 89°S222° £ AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 878.31 FEET T0 A FOUND NO. §
REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 65447,

l::«zsssm'arLAmmw|mrmmwmvzmmnm:mA!rm5mmmwsmm
7924,

muwzrl;AmmwnkummumvmmwmmumAmunsa.m'rnm

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG SAD WESTERLY EASEMENT LINE AND WTH A DELTA OF 1139'S4", A RADIIS OF 1037.48 FEEY, A
mmu‘:'umzom Amm-r_g-loaum Aummwuzmu'(wnmmwnnummAmms

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG SAID WESTERLY EASEMENT LNE AND WITH A DELTA OF 21°35'08°, A RADIS OF 957.00 FEET, A
LENGTH OF 350.53 FEET, A TANGENT OF 18243 FEET, Aammmcoru||1o'orE»nAommuc'moraﬂwmmAsnm.s
REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAWPED “PS 7924",

THENCE N

0022'35" E, A DISTANCE OF 28.38 FEET ALONG SAD WESTERLY EASEMENT LINE TO A SET NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STANPED

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG SAID WESTERLY EASEMENT LINE AND WTH A DELTA OF $108'01°, A RADWS OF 50.00 FEET, A
LENGT™ OF 79.50 FEET, ATWTG'S&.7F§T AammcruewzrVMAummmornnmwusﬂmﬁ
REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 792:

msmnrl.AusrmuorAtwmmommmvumru:ormmmsamAmmamm
PLASTIC CAP STAMPED "PS 792:

ﬁz‘-mKAWMGWWMWW‘MMWAQM}W“WW“M

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT ALONG SADD SOUTHERLY EASEMENT LINE AND WTH A DELTA OF 4720'59", A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET,
LD‘G'MW?O.“FEZTA'MYU‘I”MAMWUS“NW'WAMMG’
REBAR WATH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 79247,

mWAWNMWTMMWVWMWWAMTAW‘WYM.A
LENGTH OF 17.65 FEET, A TANGENT OF 9.21 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF S 2110°38" W AND A CHORD LENGTH 17.:
usvmvma'uvm:ormwnmumwnwmsmnmmwsvm'vsmﬂ

MMAWmMmmmwmvmormvuﬁormvu.mu.mmu:mu.ua‘wa‘u’.A"ous
wsmum.AmwuumArM‘roruumAmmornmo'm':wAmmuunumm
A FOUNO CHISELED °X" I COMCRETE,

PLAT OF
TRACTS A-1 & A-2
SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION
WITHIN SECTIONS 1, 2”% 4,9&10

NM
WITHIN SECI'IONS 33, 34, 35 & 36
NMPM

TION R3E,
CITY O LBUQUERQUE
BERNALILLO JCOUNZTOYH NEW MEXICO

THENCE N 0006'28" €, A DISTANCE OF 33.23 FEET ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND NO. 3 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP
STAMPED “URS PS 7924",

THENCE N 000822° E, A DISTANCE OF 8.73 FEET ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHY OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND CHISELED *X" IN CONCRETE,
THENCE N 00B7'03" £, A DISTANCE OF S40.13 FEET ALONG SAD RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND NO. S REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED
"URS PS T824°,

THENCE N 0008'08° E, A DISTANCE OF 746.50 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUNO NO. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED
“URS PS 79247,

THENCE N 1071'S6” £, A DISTANCE OF 89.30 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND NO. 3 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED
“URS PS 924",

THENCE N 000718° £, A DISTANCE OF 40.00 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND NO. 5 REBA WITH PLASTIC CAP STAWPED
“URS PS 7924,
THENCE S 8U3744" E, A DISTANCE OF 5,00 FEET ALONG SAD RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND NO. 3 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED
"URS PS 79247,

THENCE N 000746° . A DISTANCE OF 20.00 FEET ALONG SAD RIGHT OF WAY LD TO A FOUND NO. 3 REDAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED

RS PS 7924°,

mmuuszthusrmwammmsmmuoruvutroumnasm-mmucc»s'mrm
PS 924",

wu:{cmmsr-ummwunmmwmwnvmmAm»o.smummmws‘rmm
Ps -

THENCE N 0008'08" €, A DISTANCE OF 18.67 FEET ALONG SAID RIGHT OF WAY LINE 70 A SET NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED “PS 7924°,
muww-.Anlsrmormmmsmmornvu:‘mnumuo.;mummmwsmnm
“URS PS 7924

THENCE M O0DS'08" E, A DISTANCE OF 445.17 FEET ALONG SAD RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A SET NO. 5 RERAR WIH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED °PS 7924",
AND TO THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF TRACT A-1 OF MUNICIPAL ADDITION NO. 9 (RLED 8/A12/88, BX C30, PG 146),

THENCE N BU3755° W, A DISTANCE OF 208 FTET TO A FOUND CHISELED "X IN SIDEWALX, AND TO A POINT ON THE NEW EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY UNE
OF UNIVERSITY BLVD. S.E.,

THENCE N 00TS01” W, A DISTANCE OF 278.88 FEET ALONG SAD NEW EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND CHISELED X" IN SIDEWALK,

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT AND WITH A DELTA OF 40°00° 00", A RADRIS OF B43.00 FEET, A LENGTH OF S88.53 FEET, A TANGENT OF 308.83
FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 20'1501°W AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 576.85 FEET TO A FOUND CHISELED “X" N ROAD, AND 70 A POINT ON THE EXISTNG
EABTERLY RIGHT OF WAY UNE OF UNVERSITY BLVD. S.E,

OO 401801"W, A DISTANCE OF 336.2¢ FEET ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO A FOUND CHSELED “X" IN SDEWALK,

THENCE N 252557, A DISTANCE OF 258.35 FEET ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY UNE TO A SET NO. 5 REBAR WTH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED

/

THENCE ALONG A CURVE TO THE RICHT ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE AKD WITH A DELTA OF 2227 48", A RADUS OF 724.00 FEET, A
LENGTH OF 284.30 FEET, A TANGENT OF 144.03 FEET, A CHORD BEARING OF N 11'33'12° W AND A CHORD LENGTH OF 282.57 FEET TO A FOUND NO. §
RBNPHIMAASTIC CAP STAMPED "URS PS 79247,

THENCE N 00TH'01"W, A DISTANCE OF 333.28 FEET ALONG SAD EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LNE O A FOUND NC. 5 REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED

THENCE N 047702 W, A DISTANCE OF 475.00 FEET ALONG SAD EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY UNE TO SET CHISELED "X" IN SIDEWALX,

THENCE N 0017'07° W, A DISTANCE OF 350.54 FEET ALONG SAID EASTERLY RIGHT OF WAY LINE TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING AND
CONTAINING 2,28.0001 ACRES (98,578,558 $Q. FT.), MORE OR LESS

boce 2031082978
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LEGAL DESCAIPTION FOR TRAGT A-2, CREATED BY THS PLAT
A CERTAIN TRACT OF LAND INOWN AS TRACT A-2, BEING A PORTION OF TRACT A OF THE SUNPORT MUNICIPAL
ADOITION, FILED AUGUST 23, 2002 IN PLAT BX. 2002C, PG. 289, AND ALSO BEING A PORTION OF A PARCEL
IDENTIRED A3 UNPLATTED LANDS OF UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO WITHIN SAID TRACT A OF THE SUNPORT

FOUR, TOWNSHIP NINE NORTH, RANGE
THREE EAST, NEW MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN AND MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIED BY METES AND
FOLLOWS:

BEGINNENG AT A SET NUMBER FIVE

RERAR WITH CAP STAMPED PS 7924 AND WHICH IS LOCATED
8 18°5007° €, A DISTANCE OF 6551,10 FEET FROM THE NOHTHEAST
AL ADDITION. POINT |

cowmosmacrm SUNPORT

MUNICIPAL . BEING A CHISELED "%C ON

8 49°3401" W, A DISTANCE OF 8021.08 FEET FROM THE “toLis,
AND ALSO N 28°3857°E, A DISTANCE OF 442284 FEET FROM THE NEW MEXIOO DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION MONUMENT 1:25-31%

THENCE N 80°1&17* €, A DISTANCE OF 410.38 FEET ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF CLARK CARR
ROAD SE TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED 'PS 7924

THENCE 79.50 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADIUS OF 50.00 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE OF
91°0001° TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED 'PS 7826

THENCE 8 00"2233° W, A DISTANCE OF 20.98 FEET ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-ORWAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRIVE SE
TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P3 €%

THENCE 300.53 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADILIS OF 957.00 FEET AND A DELTAANGLE OF
21°3508" ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRIVE SE TO A SET NUMBER FVE REBAR WITHA CAP
STAMPED 'PS 79247

THENCE 8 21°ST0" W, AMMAmmmmwwmmvu:osmM!
TO A SEY NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED 'PS 79247

THENCE 217.26 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADILIS OF 1037.48 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE OF
11°8984° ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRIVE SE TO A FOUND CHISELED " ON THE
'CONCRETE;

msmw,Amwmnmmmwmmmvueosmm!
TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED 'P'S 7004%

THENCE N S00283° W, A DISTANCE OF 1.20 FEET ALONG THE WEST | ORIVE 5E TO
A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED 'PS 760¢°;

THENCE 8 33rS028" W, A DISTANCE OF 230.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-ORWAY UNE OF SPIRIT DRIVE SE
TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH PLASTIC CAP STAMPED P8 702¢;

THENCE 8 560253 E, A DXSTANCE OF 0,87 FEET ALONG THE WEET RIGHT-ORWAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRIVE SE TO
T REBAR WITH Pt STAMPED 'F'S 7924

THENCE, 8 335823 W, A DISTANCE OF 70.00 FEET ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OR-WAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRVE SE

TOA SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A PLASTIC CAP STAMPED 'PS 7824~

mnwsrw A DISTANCE OF 10,00 FEET ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRVE SE
A FOUND NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED 78 724",

THENCE 908,39 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RGHT WITH A RADIS OF 747.25 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE OF
TI4TST ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY UNE OF SPIIT DRIVE S TO A FOUND NUMBER FOUR RERAR;

mmm:m-w Ammcz OF 128.52 FEET ALONG THE WEST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF SPIRIT DRVE SE
SET NUMBER RV

PS 7008

mZMFETMMAGMMMMWAMWammMAETAmEG
MMWWMAVMGMMEWASTWMWWHAW
STAMPED PS8 7904%

THENCE N 85°4702" E, A DISTANCE OF 8,00 FEET ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OR-WAY LINE OF UNIVERSITY AVENUE
SETOA SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED PS 7204%

m1mFETMMAGM1DHEmWAmW|ImFETMAmJAMEW
50°00'45” ALONG THE EAST UNE OF TOASE

THENCE N 25'4T'49" E, A DISTANCE OF 110.35 FEET ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF UNIVERSITY
AVENUE SE TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED 'PS 7024

THENCE 2244.22 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A RADIUS OF 5786.58 FEET AND A DL.TA ANGLE OF
22°1249" ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF UNIVERSITY AVENUE SE TO A SET NUMBER FVE REBAR
WITH A CAP STAMPED 'PS 704,

THENCE N 08'0504" E, 05,62 FEET ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY OF UNVERSITY AVENUE SE TO A SET
NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P8 7%0¢"

THENCE 19099 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A RADILS OF 5704.06 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE OF

01°5340" ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY OF UNIVERSTTY AVENUE SE TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A

CAP STAMPED "8 7024";

maﬂmmAmmumwnﬂAmw 1350 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE OF
REBAR

40°2720" ALONG THE EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF UNNVERSITY AVENUE SE TO A SET NUMBER FIVE
'WITH A CAP STAMPED '3 7R2€;

THENCE N 48°3422° W, A
P8

11.50 FEET TO A SET NUI ACAP STAMPED

THENCE 20.80 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADIUS OF 25.00 FEET AND A DELTAANGLE OF
47°2079" ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF CLARK CARR ROAD SE TO A SETNUMBER FVE REBAR
WITH A CAP STAMPED P38 7924

THENCE N B2°4508° E, A DISTANCE OF 958.39 FEET ALONG THE SOUTH RIGHT-OFWAY LINE OF CLARK CARR
ROAD SE TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.

TRACT A-2 CONTAINS 00.4198 ACRES.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR TRACT 1, UNNERSITY OF NEW MEXICO BUSINESS PARK
ﬁlw

ACERTAIN TRACT OF LAND KNOWN AS TRACT 1, FAEDNTHE
mwmwmmmwmmmuu&mmnmm
FEBRUARY 18, 1903, WITHIN TRACT A OF THE SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION, FLED AUGRIST 23, 2002 IN PLAT
BXK. 2002C, PQL 280, AND WITHIN SECTION FOUR, TOWNSHIP NINE NORTH, RANGE THREE EAST, NEW MEXICO
PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, AND MORE PARTICULARL!
AT A FOUND WITH A CAP ATED
8 07°0304" E, A (NSTANCE OF 7303.73 FEET FAOM THE NORTHEAST CORNER OF TRACT A-1, SUNPORT
ADDITION, ON
3 4°3471° W, A DISTANCE OF 0321.06 FEET FROM ~eLIT
ANO ALBO N 28°3287" E, A DISTANCE OF FROM THE NEW
TRANSPORTATION

THENCE 5 50°0253 E, A DISTANCE OF 283.60 FEET TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED
P8 7928

THENCE § 33°S028" W, Ausm«zwmmmmnsmmmueosm
DRVE 8E TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P8

THENCE N 50°0253° W, A DISTANCE OF 280,10 FEET TO A FOUND NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED
URS P8 7924

THENCE N 3173 E A 230,00 TO THE POINT OF
TRACT CONTAINS 1.8200 ACRES.

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR UNPLATTED LANDS OF UNNVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
INCLUOED WITHIN TRACTS A & A-2 BY THS PLATTING ACTION

ACERTAN TRACT OF L AS UNPLATTED L WITHIN TRACTA
OF THE SUNFORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION, FILED AUGUST 24, 2002 IN PLAT BK. 2002C, PG 280, AND WITHN
SECTION TOWNSHIP NINE NORTH, RANGE THREE MERIDUAN, AND MORE
PARTICULARLY

ATA REBAR WITH, 3 "ATED
8 10°3551° E, A DISTANCE OF 5544, TRACT A-1, SUNPORT

MUNICIPAL ADOITION, PORNT BEING .
8 49°3001° W, A DISTANCE OF 8821.08 FEET FROM THE. e | “19L1e"
OF

THENCE N 80°2424" £. A DISTANCE OF 522.32 FEET TOA SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED
PS8 7224;

THENCE $ 00°02'18" £, A DISTANCE OF 208.53 FEET TO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED
P8 7024; J

THENCE N 8018S8" E, A DISTANCE TOASET A 0
PS TR24;

THENCE 8 00°01'34" E, A DISTANCE OF 833.72 FEET TD A SET
P8 7624, NEXT TO A FOUND BENT NUMBER SIX REBAR;

THENCE 8 891099 W, A DISTANCE OF 730.50 FEET TO A SET CHIBELED X' ON CONCRETE:
THENCE N 00°0320° W, A TO THE POINT

LEGAL DESCRIPTION FOR ADOITIONAL PUBLIC STREET EASEMENT

GRANTED BY THIS PLATTING ACTION

A STRIP OF LAND ALONG THE OF ANDWH
ICH £S GRANTED FOR. EASEMENT TO mummmsm« SAD
STRIP OF LAND IS LOCATED WITHIN TRACT A OF THE SUNPORT AL ADDITION, FLED AUGUST 23, 2002

MUNICIP;
N PLAT BK. 2002C, PQ. 260, AND WITHIN SECTION FOUR, TOWNSHIP NINE NORTH, RANGE THREE EAST, NEW
MEXICO PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY

MATAETWFWEMWNA 3

TRACT A, SUNPORT

MUNICP) momm.vomaanl« C X 1S LOCATED

5 43°3401° W, A DISTANCE OF 8621.08 FEET FROM THE AL “9L18
OF

.67 FEET TO A SET NUMBER s

TO A SET NUMBER

THENCE, N 500255 W, A 1.20 FEET TO THE POINT

AREA CONTAINS 215 SQUARE FEET OR 0.0040 ACRER.

PLAT OF
TRACTS A-1 & A-2
SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION
WITHIN SECTIONS 1, 2, 3, 4,9& 10
TIN, R3E, NMPM &
WITHIN SECTIONS 33, 34, 35 & 36
T10N, R3E, NMP! PM
CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE
BERNALILLO COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
JuLy 2011

LEGAL DESCRPTION FOR & ADDITIONAL PUBLIC STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY
DEDICATED BY THIS PLATTING ACTION

ATASET A TAMP LOCATED
80845717 E, A DSSTANCE OF 5380.04 FEET THE NORTHEAST OF TRACT A-1, SUNPORT

THENCE 8 48°3¢22" E, A EXSTANGE OF $1.50 FEET TO A SET NUMBER FIVE RERAR WITH A CAP STAMPED

“THENCE 9.59 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A RADIUS OF 13.50 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
OF 4°Zr20° ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A-2 TO A SETNUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH
A CAP STAMPED PS TRR4;

THENCE 18998 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADIUS OF 5704.08 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
OF 1°5840° ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A-2 TO A SEY NUMBER AVE REBAR WITHA
CAP STAMPED PS 7024;

THENCE 8 0870504 W, A DISTANCE OF 85.62 FEET ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A-2
TO A BET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P8 7004

THENCE 2244.22 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADIUS OF 8768.58 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
OF 221243 ALONG THE PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A2 TO A SET NUMBER FVE
REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P8 T204;

msuww.Awrmosnwmummmu:mmm
A2 TO A SET!

THENCE 18.58 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A RADRSS OF 19.00 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
PROPERTY LINE COMMON WITH TRACT A2 TO A SET NUMBER RVE REBAR

THENCE S 82470 W, A TO A SET ACAP STAMPED
PS¢

THENCE £1.82 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADISS OF 25,00 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
OF S0P00'45" ALONG THE ORIGINAL EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY UNE OF UNVERSITY AVENUE SE TO A FOUND
NUMBSER RVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P'S 0544;

THENCE N 2°4749" E, A DISTANCE OF 119.35 FEET YO A SET NUMBER FIVE REBAR WITH A CAP STAMPED
P8 7024;

THENCE 2512.47 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE LEFT WITH A RADIUS OF 5782.58 FEET AND A DELTA ANGLE
OF 24°5340" ALONG THE ORIGINAL EAST RIGHT-OF-WAY LINE OF UNVERSITY AVENUE SETO
A SET NUMBER FIVE RERAR WITH A CAP STAMPED P§ TR24;

"THENCE 17.05 FEET ALONG A CURVE TO THE RIGHT WITH A RADIS OF 25.00FEET ANO A DELTA ANGLE
OF 40r2702°TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
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TRACTS A-1 & A-2
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WITHIN SECTIONS 1, 2, 3,4,9& 10
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SEE REFERENCE DOCUMENT #2
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PLAT OF
TRACTS A-1 & A-2
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SUNPORT MUNICIPAL ADDITION
WITHIN SECTIONS 1, 2, 3,4,9& 10
TIN, R3E, NMPM &
WITHIN SECTIONS 33, 34, 35 & 36
T10N, R3E, NMPM
CITY OF ALBUQUERQUE
BERNALILLO COUNTY, NEW MEXICO
JULY 2011
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SEE REFERENCE DOCUMENT #2
(AS INDICATED ON PAGE 1)
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