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The following actions were taken by the Heritage Preservation Committee on February 28, 2017.  The Heritage 
Preservation Committee’s decisions on items are final subject to a ten calendar day appeal period. 

Commissioners: Mr. Diana Dyste, Ms. Laura Faucher, Ms. Laurel Fritz, Ms. Barbara Howard, Ms. Susan Hunter 
Weir, Ms. Ginny Lackovic, Ms. Linda Mack, Mr. Dan Olson, Mr. Ian Stade and Ms. Madelyn Sundberg 

Commissioners absent: Ms. Ginny Lackovic 

Committee Clerk: Fatimat Porter 612.673.3153 
 

ITEM SUMMARY 

Description: 

Item #2 
Homewood Historic District, Ward 5 
Staff report by John Smoley 

The Department of Community Planning and Economic Development recommends that the Heritage 
Preservation Commission and City Council adopt staff findings for the local designation of the Homewood 
Historic District. 

A. Historic District Designation. 

Action: The Heritage Preservation Commission recommended that the Minneapolis City Council 
approve the local designation of the Homewood Historic District, subject to the following conditions: 

1. The Homewood Historic District includes the 254 properties listed in the designation study. 
2. The designation includes the entire exterior, but not the interior, of the buildings. 

Absent: Lackovic 
Aye: Dyste, Faucher, Fritz, Howard, Hunter Weir, Mack, Olson, Stade, Sundberg 
Motion passes 

 
TRANSCRIPTION 
 
Staff John Smoley presented the report. 
 
Chair Faucher: Are there any questions of staff? Commissioner Mack. 
 
Commissioner Mack: Well this is an exciting development if somebody’s finally talking about financial incentives 
for historic preservation. Is that something that is being thought about as a citywide effort? 
 
Staff Smoley: Yes. This would not be limited to strictly Homewood. This would be something that would be a 
citywide program. Regarding which properties, which all would be eligible, that would remain to be seen. So 
that’s something that staff will be exploring here over the next few months.  
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Chair Faucher: Alright, any other questions for staff? Commissioner Olson. 
 
Commissioner Olson: Do we want to have questions now or should we wait for the public comment? 
 
Chair Faucher: Well if there are questions of staff, we may as well ask them now. 
 
Commissioner Olson: Can you give us; I didn’t really understand what the Planning Commission 
recommendation on this issue was. It was not clear from the staff report. 
 
Staff Smoley: Certainly Commissioner Olson, Madam Chair, members of the commission, the Planning 
Commission is permitted thirty days to comment on designation studies. And the Planning Commission reviewed 
this at their January 26th meeting. And they had a good discussion, balancing the advantages of preserving this 
district, which are primarily single-family residences versus the advantages of possibly facilitating developers in 
the future. And what may be request to rezone properties for higher density, transit oriented development. 
Since this district will be right in the middle of two light rail, or sorry, two high frequency transit lines as one 
commissioner pointed out, this might be an area where for planning purposes our community sees fit to rezone 
properties to help achieve the growth that we need. And there was a good discussion that ensued. Another one 
of the planning commissioners mentioned that property owners and their comments had not requested 
anything like that. And that the Federal Transportation Administration and the Metropolitan Council and 
Hennepin County had all seen fit to avoid Homewood as part of the environmental review process. Because 
section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, federal agencies must take into account the effect of their 
actions on historic properties. And these light rail, or these two high frequency lines will bypass Homewood. But 
MNDOT (Minnesota Department of Transportation) has been meeting. They met with us jointly at two of these 
public meetings for Homewood. They’ve met with residents to try and identify, answer their questions, identify 
their concerns and identify the proposed mitigation measures for the stationary design and the proximity of the 
rail to the southwestern corner of the district are appropriate. So the commission didn’t make a formal 
comment but they did debate the merits of historic district designation versus allowing market forces to 
possibly, no guarantee, possibly consider higher density development in the area in the future. 
 
Commissioner Olson: Do they plan on making a recommendation, or their just, at this point that is their 
recommendation? 
 
Staff Smoley: Those are their comments. They didn’t have a formal recommendation beyond that. 
 
Chair Faucher: Alright, other questions of staff? Commissioner Mack. 
 
Commissioner Mack: Just to follow up on that. So, if we were to recommend designation today and the 
extension of interim protection in March, will that protect the area from potential higher density development? 
 
Staff Smoley: Yes. 
 
Chair Faucher: And just a procedural question, then do we need to act on the extension of interim protection 
today or not? Is that something that City Council will act on? 
 
Staff Smoley: Madam Chair, members of the commission, interim protection last through April 5, 2017. So 
acting on the extension request on March 14th, the earliest date that we were able to notify to notice this for the 
public hearing that is required, acting upon this on March 14th won’t be a problem at all. And staff would 
recommend that you take formal action today and recommend the Council designate this district. 
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Chair Faucher: Ok. I have one specific question about one of the items in the physical description of the 
properties. On page 5, in the discussion of secondary structures, in the second paragraph where it says; in 
general garages are located at the rear of the property and are not very noticeable from the public right-of-way 
and then it goes on to say, the second sentence that these less noticeable parts of properties are the location 
where alterations to properties will be permitted in the districts design guidelines which will encourage 
compatible garages as new infill construction. And I was just a little puzzled by that being located here. Because 
we don’t, as I recall from other designations, indicate usually that sort of thing. That that’s something that’s for 
the design guidelines and we don’t say anything about any other aspects of the property really. As far as what 
will and won’t be permitted in the design guidelines. So I guess my question is, and maybe something that we 
can discuss afterwards is how people feel about that. But I’d be curious to your response to that too, the staff 
response.  
 
Staff Smoley: Madam Chair, members of the commission, that’s a good point; we could certainly remove that. It 
would not be any issue in relation to the designation study. 
 
Chair Faucher: I mean it’s something I agree with. I just don’t know that this is necessarily the place for it.  
 
Staff Smoley: Certainly, that could easily be removed. 
 
Chair Faucher: And then, to be really picky, I have two other typos. One is at the bottom of page 5. There is, uh, 
in the last sentence or second to the last sentence. There’s a figure identified, it says figure number but then 
there’s not a number inserted. I just assumed that the number sign is a place holder for a number. 
 
Staff Smoley: Yes Madam Chair, we can make that correction. 
 
Chair Faucher: And then on page 30 in the second to last line, it says built my master builder, I think it’s 
supposed to be by master builder. 
 
Staff Smoley: Thank you. 
 
Chair Faucher: Those are my small housekeeping items. Otherwise it’s a very impressive report and I think you 
guys did a great job on it. You have something else Commissioner Mack? 
 
Commissioner Mack: In similar vein on page 14 there’s a law firm mentioned as Kaplan, Stargis and Kaplan, I 
think you might want to check that because I think its Strangis.  
 
Chair Faucher: Alright, any other questions for staff? Or comments? Commissioner Olson. 
 
Commissioner Olson: During the course of the public comment that you ???? at these six meetings I believe you 
said or seven, did, I imagine that initially that there was quite a lot of opposition to this, because that’s peoples 
normal reaction to it. Did you notice that the opposition lessened over time? Especially as people became more 
aware of such things as the ability to process these administratively? These request, or just the idea of the 
impact, the possible impact of the light rail redevelopment on this neighborhood. Did any of those things or 
other things contribute to maybe a lessening of opposition to this district designation? 
 
Staff Smoley: Commissioner Olson, Madam Chair, members of the commission, when we began the process we 
were evaluators working on the section 106 review. And so there were questions about exactly what the City 
was doing. And there was some level of resistance to that. But that was to be expected. I guess at every stage 
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there’s always been some level of resistance. I don’t know if it’s necessarily decreased or grown over time. I do 
think that it has been easier to get people involved the further we have gone in this process, because it’s coming 
closer to becoming a reality. And so upfront we probably saw more support and as time has gone on, people 
have had more time to think. More people have become involved. The neighborhood group has definitely been 
more involved since then. And folks have had a chance to experience some historic reviews. And although we’re 
really proud of our track record of having, you know, 100 percent approval and only two certificates of 
appropriateness out of 24 reviews total, there are some property owners who have been very open and frank in 
our meetings and I really appreciate that. We’ve had some great discussions at these public meetings about 
some tough topics. But there are some folks who they understand that they have to comply with the building 
code, you know when they alter their property. And the zoning code and the fire coding and housing 
maintenance code if they’re renting their property. But they just really object to any additional reviews. And 
that is a sentiment that has come out over time. ???? some folks and you’ll see it in the comment letters, object 
strictly for that reason. Other folks have said that as the light rail line appears to come closer to fruition, 
although it’s certainly still at the planning stages, I think other folks have viewed designation as a way for the 
neighborhood to retain a bit more control over its destiny in terms of its approved, permitted uses, in terms of 
the shape of the neighborhood over time.  
 
Chair Faucher: Has there been any discussion yet or planning as far as if the designation goes forward, what the 
next steps would be for the design guidelines and the level of involvement from the community with that? 
Because I think understandably that’s kind of the big, one of the big unknowns, is what will be included in the 
design guidelines. And we make this leap of faith and designating a district before we have design guidelines. 
Just wondering I guess about, you know, public participation, what’s planned? And then also, does the interim 
protection extension, does that impact at all the process for design guidelines? 
 
Staff Smoley: Madam Chair, members of the commission, we’re committed to continuing to work with property 
owners to develop some reasonable design guidelines that allow them to maintain and update their properties 
in ways that don’t damage those properties historic character. And we’ve been really pleased to have the 
assistance of this ad hoc focus group made up of residence themselves who are trying to put themselves in the 
position of a planner and achieve some consensus on some challenging issues here. And we have, you know I’ve 
been in touch with that group and offered insights and advice. And have tried to communicate to them as 
clearly as possible, and to members of the neighborhood that we can reconvene whenever they’d like. 
Reconvene discussions with the larger neighborhood at a time and on a timeline of their choosing. But one thing 
that we really heard in December and October and November is that some property owners really just object to 
the idea of designation for sort of that property rights reason. They just, regardless of guidelines, regardless of 
incentives, there are some folks that just say we really don’t want additional reviews when we make changes to 
our properties. And it got to be difficult to have discussions about design guidelines in those meetings. And so in 
December we collectively resolved that this designation study would move forward prior to any sort of finalize 
draft, obviously, set of design guidelines. This designation study would move forward for your consideration and 
the City Council’s eventual consideration to see what comes next. And this has obviously happened and I 
continue to be available to meet with the design guideline focus group and the neighborhood at large whenever 
folks would like design guideline discussions to continue. 
 
Chair Faucher: Will the interim protection extension impact the schedule for that? 
 
Staff Smoley: No. Most districts and landmarks get designated without design guidelines in place. And we can 
certainly move in that direction. But since property owners, back in March, when we talked to them about 
nomination, the folks in attendance at that meeting were very supportive of moving forward with the 
nomination but concerned about design guidelines. That’s the reason that we moved right into design guideline 
development at that point. Oh, I’m sorry; I need to thank Commissioner Stade for his active involvement in that 
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process. You know it’s a time consuming process, it’s a challenging process. It’s a great process because we get 
to talk about community values and how buildings may or may not embody those. How changes to buildings 
may or may not embody those. But it is challenging and it takes a lot of time. We have met, and thank all the 
members of the public who are here and who participate as well. We met on week nights and weekends, in the 
morning and in the evening and it have been a great process and that will continue. 
 
Chair Faucher: Alright, thank you. Anything else? Oh, I’m sorry, Commissioner Sundberg. 
 
Commissioner Sundberg: I guess coming into this as a new commissioner who didn’t see the earlier stages of 
this, I’m curious about the process for selecting the 254 properties compared to the Tilsenbilt Homes District, 
which is the other one we reviewed recently. It was my impression with those that property owners were able 
to opt out of that district. It does not appear that that happened with this one and considering the controversial 
nature. I guess I would like a staff explanation for why that process differed. 
 
Staff Smoley: Certainly Commissioner Sundberg, Madam Chair, members of the commission, the Tilsenbilt 
Historic District which you recently approved, was a really unique example. That was a district, a discontiguous 
district, of properties that was the first housing development, integrated housing development, in Minneapolis, 
and one of the first in the nation. But it was a series of 52 lots formerly owned by the owner of the Minneapolis 
Millers that were bought and redeveloped. Archie Givens was the realtor instrumental in this with Edward 
Tilsen, the developer. And this occurred in South Minneapolis, but it was on scattered lots. And it was a fantastic 
accomplishment, a pioneering accomplishment, one of the first in the nation, tremendously significant but since 
it was a discontiguous district. It was very unique. It was almost more like a thematic type study or designation, 
or listing if you want to put it that way. Where related properties grouped around a single area of significance 
were designated. Councilmember Glidden, the council member for that ward, handled property owner 
outreach. In terms of whom she nominated for that district and my understanding is that she took owner 
consent into account when she determined which properties were going to be nominated. Her staff would have 
more details related to that. Homewood’s a bit different. Homewood is identified in our 1997 context statement 
for North Minneapolis, in our 2002 reconnaissance survey for North Minneapolis and in our 2012 Bottineau 
Light Rail Transit way Environmental Review as being a very distinct, contiguous, potential historic district. That 
aligns with the actual subdivision, the Homewood subdivision that was platted in 1909. And it made the choice 
of boundaries a lot easier and the inclusion of properties a lot easier. The City of Minneapolis has no owner 
consent requirement when it comes to historic district or landmark designation. But as I have told property 
owners throughout this process, we really do, staff and the Heritage Preservation Commission and the City 
Council, really do value property owners input in to these processes. We really do want to see preservation be a 
positive, proactive way for our community to celebrate our shared heritage and for citizens to have a bit more 
control over the destiny of their neighborhood. The current state of things, without any kind of designation, that 
sort of owner consent, is our “opt in” preservation program. That’s the state that we have, without anything 
else. If one person chooses to preserve their property, they have opted into an informal preservation program 
which of course we encourage through our Comprehensive Plan policies and City goals. And if someone else 
opts out and they do not have to, that’s the status quo as it is. Our preservation program goes a bit further and 
it provides the commission with the ability to recommend and the City Council with the ability to actually 
designate historic properties without a property owners consent. Again having said that, as you can see from 
our work on the design guidelines with the Arthur and Edith Lee house, the Tilsenbilt property owners and with 
folks here in Homewood, we really do take their concerns into account and we try and address those and 
balance that with the public good that comes from preserving properties significant to our community. 
  
Chair Faucher: Anything further? Thank you. We will now open the public hearing. I think that I will limit 
presentation to two minutes per person. Give me a show of hands one more time, how many people are here to 
speak to this item? And please try to, if someone has already said what you’re going to say, maybe just try and 
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be brief about recapping that you are expressing the same sentiment or if you have new information that would 
be definitely helpful. We can go ahead and begin if you want to step up anyone who wants to start. Step up to 
the podium and state your name and address for the record.  
 
Mike Lafleur (1137 Vincent Ave N): Thanks for having us. It has been such a pleasure to work with Dr. Smoley 
over these recent months. It’s been a pleasure to learn about Homewood. And it has been really wonderful to 
learn about historic designation. It’s a fantastic opportunity. It goes without saying that Homewood is a special 
community. The neighborhood is mixed income, mixed race, safe and has a fantastic history. Through the 
research process many of us have come to know the story of Homewood, the story which is held by and 
reflected in the architecture of these sturdy and beautiful homes. This is not to say that Homewood will 
necessarily remain as stable as it is now if we are not vigilant. The Bottineau line, the Bus Rapid Transit, the 
incredible amount of development which has already started at the corner of Plymouth and Penn, while they are 
desirable will probably bring some unwanted changes to Homewood. With these changes there’s a very real 
chance that some beautiful existing homes will be razed and replaced by gas stations, convenience stores and 
mcmansions. Historic designation has afforded the neighbors of Homewood the opportunity to draft the set of 
guidelines which will ensure that the things that we value about our neighborhood will be maintained. Many of 
us have attended public meetings; we’ve gathered in living rooms, dining rooms, over countless cups of coffee, 
we’ve almost finished crafting a set of guidelines which are intended to protect the physical portions of the 
homes while giving great consideration to all who have provided input. There are people who come in who are 
both in favor and not in favor of designation but want the guidelines to do a good job in case they pass. Perhaps 
the most contentious item is the subject of windows. I mention this to illustrate the great care that’s being taken 
as we develop the guidelines. We’ve agreed to encourage restoration but to allow replacement with windows 
constructed with materials other than wood. We did however stop short of allowing for vinyl hollow windows. 
We allow for most other technologies providing that the look and the feel and the functionality replicate the 
original product. While we recognize that hollow vinyl windows are marginally less expensive than other 
technologies they simple do not have the durability that will ensure the longevity of the historic properties. 
We’re concerned that installation of vinyl windows will in the long run lead to deterioration of these fine 
properties. Several neighbors have great expertise in window restoration. We do our own. And they have 
expertise in replacement and we’re happy to share our expertise with our neighbors as they ponder restoration 
or replacement. Additionally I was part of a group of people who proposed that the City provide some type of 
financial relief or a tax incentive to the owners of historic properties. I hear that the proposal is currently under 
consideration, great news. This is such a fine neighborhood, so many of us really appreciate the opportunities of 
historic designation. We are confident that in the long run almost all of us will be very glad. So Madam Chair, 
members of the commission, I would like to present my firm support for historic designation. Thank you. 
 
Mark Gallagher (1216 Upton Ave N): Good evening. I’d like to share with you a few thoughts about who I am, 
why I support this, a few words about some of the common objections that you hear. And lastly a few words to 
the commission itself. I moved to Homewood in 2009 which makes me a relatively new resident and this was of 
course at the bottom of the housing crisis. As a result there weren’t frankly a lot of choices out there. And we 
chose Homewood for its location, its character and frankly its architectural robustness. We didn’t want yet 
another 1950s rambler in Golden Valley. So why do I support preserving this? Here I’d like to offer a little bit of a 
counter point to what Dr. Smoley said earlier. Unlike him and some of the facts emphasized in the designation 
study, I’m relatively unconcerned with the history of Homewood. What concerns me is what it is today and what 
it will become tomorrow, echoing some of the thoughts Mike had. And I believe we should support designation 
because there is fundamental constant that is change. And to borrow a line from the Terminator change is out 
there and it doesn’t feel pity or remorse or fear and it absolutely will not stop ever. The question is whether or 
not that change is random and unguided or if it follows some greater plan to serve the community. In other 
words, you have a chance with designation, to preserve what is good and to integrate the best of what will 
happen, because inevitably change will occur and change for us means development. There are a number of 



Excerpt from the               February 28, 2017 
Heritage Preservation Committee 
  

Heritage Preservation Commission Meeting – Minutes excerpt                                                                   7 
 

common objections that you hear towards designation. And for those who have never read it, Tad Heuer’s 2007 
Yale Law Journal Living History article is an excellent sort of retrospective deal of what happens in communities. 
There were the practical considerations; alterations, what can I do to my property, materials, what materials can 
I use, vinyl windows or not. What processes are involved, how many times do I need to come before the 
commission, and ultimately all of these things can be expressed as cost. And either underlying or overriding 
those cost depending upon your point of view are the changes entailed to that neighborhood as a result. Who 
can afford to live there, what can they afford to do. The good news is that the majority of these cost are either 
self-mitigating or can be easily mitigated through actions of the committee. The lack of redevelop able 
commercial properties, typically when you see great deltas and home values, it’s because of an adjacent 
commercial redevelopment, or if you have an adjacent historical attraction that’s already bringing people in. We 
don’t have either of those. Wrap it up? As Mike noted we have worked very hard to create reasonable and 
consistent guidelines. And there’s already a clear review process which inherently mitigate the cost impacts. So I 
urge the commission to think clearly about this. Parse the issues involved. Think about quantifying the impacts 
of something like a designation. And make sure that there are simple processes for both review and appeal of 
what happens out there. And again, accept the inevitability of change and embrace it and realize that it can 
serve the historic community rather than destroy it. Thank you for your time. I apologize if I went over.   
 
Joe Fargione (1217 Upton Ave N): Madam Chair, members of the commission, thank you for the opportunity to 
comment. I’ll keep this brief I guess. The process that doesn’t require consent but ask for, we still want to 
consider the community input. Uh, there were seven meetings but most of them were after April, the interim 
protection was put in place. And so I think a relatively few number of people were involved prior to that interim 
protection. Which as you know, are much more restrictive than the local ones being proposed I guess I feel fall 
into that ?? that feels like I would like to maintain the property rights that the rest of, the majority of citizens in 
Minneapolis have to maintain their homes affordably. I worry that being designated a historic district will 
increase the property values, the property taxes, the property insurance, the cost of living there and accelerate 
gentrification. One of the reasons we moved there nine years ago is because it’s an economically, racially diverse 
neighborhood and I’d like to see that maintained. Because of our concern about the lack of input prior to those 
restrictions going into place which have had some economic and even some health impacts. Several of my 
neighbors, myself and five of my neighbors decided to knock on every door in Homewood and seek additional 
input. So we have heard from, we talked to 161 homeowners and 130 of them have signed a petition asking the 
City Council to vote against the designation of Homewood as a historic district. So I’d like to offer those 
signatures into the record. 
 
Chair Faucher: If you can give them to our clerk. Thank you. Next. 
 
Victoria Coifman (1217 Washburn Ave N): I think I’m speaking for, and I’m older than 75 and I am speaking for 
many of the elders who are still there or who have gone on to their heavenly rewards or to somewhere else, 
other towns, and states and cities or parts of Minneapolis. And there is a whole piece here which I think has, I’m 
glad to hear that we had this number of 130 people have signed so far, not wanting this designation. My views 
are best expressed in what I have seen of Mr. Eller’s letter to you and I also wrote a four page letter which I 
hope has gotten into the record.  
 
Chair Faucher: We have a big packet of several letters. 
 
Victoria Coifman: So I hope they’re there. I want to bring a perspective here that is, I am, we are talking about 
buildings and order and this and that. We are not talking about the culture, the community which makes this 
place so desirable, one of the strongest points that I would like to support from Mr. Eller and many of us my age 
live through this. And it’s almost unbelievable. Sometimes I think I wouldn’t believe this if I hadn’t lived it. 
Homewood and Willard Hays have been ignored, I moved into my home in 1969. There were several waves of 
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African American and Euro American people. Families who moved into Homewood and the surrounding area 
because it was a lovely place that was also undergoing a lot of stress, concerned with civil rights issues. We 
newcomers, middle class families and our kids on both sides of Plymouth and extending I don’t know how far 
east, worked to basically take back Willard Homewood as mortgage payers. And to keep our neighborhood, to 
stop the drop, the decline of everything to stabilize it and move on from there, and we did that. Here’s the 
human part. We were patrolling streets. We did  it on racial basis, if there were black kids doing stuff that they 
shouldn’t do, then Black parents had to come out, White parents did the same thing. We made sacrifices going 
to meetings. Van White, Mr. Van White, who was our representative, in this process of trying to salvage 
Homewood did bring in several million dollars of HUD monies for grants and loans and we did make changes in 
Homewood. And it preserved the architectural heritage that everyone seems to be concerned about losing. So I 
want to reiterate that. With great reluctance the cost has enlarged for many of us. My reluctance comes to the 
fact that one of my children was almost a homicide victim because, and this wasn’t a secret then, but I don’t 
want to speak for him now as a fully grown adult, but that wouldn’t have happened probably, or at least not in 
the way that it did if his parents hadn’t decided to live in Homewood. A lot of good came from that. There were 
talks and discussions. This is just one little story of what has gone in to create the fabric and the network and the 
diversity and the affordability of Homewood. The City has done very little for us. Van White was an exception. I 
talked to one of his family members after he died, several years after, thanking her for what he did for us. And 
she didn’t want to hear anything about this because she said if he hadn’t, she considered his work for the 
Northside to have caused his premature death, which astounded me. But these are the stories that have created 
the culture of our neighborhood that is alive and real. People my age have transmitted this sort of; this story has 
never been heard. It is very difficult to have lived, ignored. I think another key point here is that we have had to 
rely on ourselves to accomplish whatever we have accomplished, including a diverse and open and welcoming 
community. It has cost us. We could never rely on outsiders to help us. So I hope you can imagine what it feels 
like to sit here today and to have been spoken for, et cetera. And taking up an hour and something time leaving 
me two minutes, which I’m over. I am concerned that this welcoming heritage which is something that everyone 
who lives in Homewood today has access to. It’s part of what makes it so wonderful. It’s just there. It’s in our 
bones. It didn’t come for free. And so that is why, and sense the hearing about this heritage preservation, I was 
initially for it. I’m a historian professionally. And then I saw all the contentiousness showing up, nasty comments 
about my neighborhoods, about a house that is across the street from me. People making comments that I had 
never heard ever, since living in Homewood. So I consider that the culture is under attack. I also think it is fragile 
and it will not survive this process. I think that’s what I want to say, there’s more but…Thank you. 
 
Gail Smaller (1222 Vincent Ave N): I tried to remember the formal greeting but I’m not quite sure. Madam 
Chair, commission, thank you for having me. I’ve been a Homewood resident all of my life for 44, for years. I’ve 
seen my great grandmother die in Homewood. My grandfather died in Homewood. My parents raised me in 
Homewood. I’ve seen Ms. Coifman, a lot of other elders in the community, fighting slumlords while my friends 
and I were patrolling the streets, protecting the park. And it feels really disrespectful to have us put our blood 
and tears and literally our blood; I almost lost my life defending this community as a young man. And we have 
built a community that has welcomed everyone in this room into it with open arms. We want to continue that 
type of community and we don’t feel as though we need people telling us how to do that, because we’ve 
already been doing it for the last 40 to 50 years. One of my major fears is that if this designation goes through. 
The young families that we’ve been able to recruit with young children that are just starting their professional 
careers, they would choose different neighborhoods, either because of the lack of understanding around the 
guidelines, a fear of the expenses or because it would be cheaper to live somewhere. And so what we are afraid 
of is that this process will change the whole scope of our community and turn it into something that is not what 
my parents, my grandparents and all the elders in the community that raised me have fought for over the last 50 
years. Thank you.  
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Vanessa Handler (1114 Vincent Ave N): Hi, I think Madam Chair, is the right… members of the commission. I live 
at 1114 Vincent Ave. N. with my husband Zach and our two children. We have lived there almost ten years. 
We’re both physicians. We’re very busy. I’ve not been able to come to a lot of meetings because of the times 
they are held. This is really my first time talking to anyone about it, learning about it. I first want to thank 
everyone, because we do have an exceptional neighborhood. These people you see behind me are awesome. 
(Inaudible) we really a very good group of people. Certain individuals have put a lot of effort and time into 
thinking about this. And I completely understand the reasons and the process behind this. I understand that we 
can’t (inaudible).I understand that there is a long process of research and development has to take place. I just 
want to bring up some concerns. I am also concerned about cost. I’m concerned about the complexity that the 
design guidelines might cause. I’m concerned about cost given tornado damage that still has not been 
addressed. I have more of a comment about the Jewish community’s perception of this. And then also I do really 
want to maintain the current socio-economic diversity however that might happen. I do think that living in a 
historic district will increase the cost for anything. These are old homes. A couple months ago, I came downstairs 
ready to leave the house with my two kids, 3 and 6 years old, I could not open my front door. That’s just 
something that happens with old houses. Structures fail. Yes it’s going to be costly. There are houses that have 
not recovered from the tornado. These families have a lot of challenges. It’s been three, four years now. They 
still have not. Imposing more guidelines and more rules on how they can repair their houses, I think is going to 
be to onerous for them. I’m concerned about how complicated applying for additional permits and having 
additional inspections. I’m concerned about how complicated that would be. Also, this is more of a question and 
comment. I speak to a lot of Jewish individuals, I see a lot of Jewish patience, talk to a lot of Jewish doctors. No 
one except for me seems to know about the Jewish heritage of our neighborhood. It’s an important one, one I 
don’t want to ignore, but I have not heard anything from the Jewish community. And that could just be because 
I haven’t been involved. But I do know that there is a huge part of history that has happened up until now in the 
last 50 something years that is also really important. I would not want to ignore that by just designating this for 
one part of history. And finally, we are very diverse; I really don’t want that to change. I don’t want our 
neighborhood to become more costly to live in and I don’t want to exclude certain families and individuals from 
(inaudible). Thank you. 
 
Jackie Cherryhomes (1216 Sheridan Ave N): Good evening Madam Chair and commissioners. Strangely enough 
I’m actually a little nervous. This is the first time I’ve testified in a public policy issue since I left City Hall some 
time ago. But I’m here today because I care deeply about this issue. And I care deeply about my community. I 
am a daughter of a historian. My dad spent his life compiling history about many things in this city and this 
region. I’ve had the opportunity to work on a number of historic structures in Minneapolis and bring them back 
to life and see new life brought into them. But for me this is personal. My husband’s family is from this 
community and my daughter is a proud fourth generation child who has grown up in this community. And I’ve 
been pleased to raise her there. She wants to come back and live in this community. I love this community. I’ve 
been a passionate advocate of it for over 30 years. And I’ve been engaged in many civic ventures in this 
neighborhood. And that’s why I’m here this evening to lend my voice to my neighbors opposing this designation. 
We acknowledge that the neighborhood is historic. But the historicity of our neighborhood is not necessarily 
about the structures. Those are important but it’s about the people. And a lot of the history that’s outlined in 
the study that was done is really really important. But there’s other history in this community that’s not part of 
that study. That is in our blood, in our bones, and is breed of those of us who have lived together and chosen to 
live together for many, many years. We don’t need a study and we don’t need a designation to tell ourselves or 
to tell anybody else that we’re historic. We’ve survived a recession, we’ve survived a tornado, and we’ve 
survived the foreclosure crisis. We’ve helped seniors stay in their homes during all of those things. And we’ve 
attracted new, vibrant young families to our neighborhood. I want to ensure that for the future, they all have 
the opportunity to stay there, to live there, to raise their families there, to house their grandkids there and to 
invest in their properties. And I worry that by creating this district, there’ll be economic disincentives. It is more 
expensive. It is more complicating. I work with this body, I was here last month on another issue and it’s 
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complicated and it’s intimidating. And it’s not part of normal homeownership in Minneapolis to go through a 
process like this to replace your windows. I want to ensure that our seniors can make repairs to their homes. 
And ensure that new families can maintain their homes and will continue to raise their children in our 
community. A majority of the residence of our neighborhood oppose this. We don’t need to be told what’s really 
good for us. And as someone said earlier, we’re a neighborhood that’s largely been ignored by many people in 
this city for many, many years. So all of a sudden it’s kind of interesting that suddenly we’re sort of the pièce de 
résistance that everybody wants to talk about and isn’t this wonderful. You know, we know it’s wonderful. We 
don’t need someone to tell it’s wonderful or for it to cost more money for it to be wonderful. I’m worried that 
this designation is being sold that there will somehow be an economic incentive. Well I probably more than 
anybody else in this room know what it takes to get something done for the City Council. There is not an issue in 
front of the City Council right now looking at economic incentives. And I think it’s going to be a long, long time 
until somebody brings that issue forward. Secondly, I think this is being sold that somehow designation 
guarantees stability of our neighborhood for the future. Neighborhoods aren’t stable because of designation. 
They’re stabile because of engaged, concerned, caring citizens who are involved in their neighborhood. That’s 
what guarantees stability and that’s what guarantees a neighborhood that grows the way you want it to grow. 
SO what can you do? I hate to stand up and say don’t do something. I think one thing you can do is the 
important work that’s been done is not lost. It needs to be archived, it needs to be shared, it needs to be housed 
in important institution maybe at UROC where people are aware of and can research and can understand the 
history of our community as it has been so well researched. Secondly, I think that you could preserve the pillars. 
We all recognize that the pillars are the entry way to our community. They would designate us. They would tell 
us that we’re here. You’re in Homewood. This is a really cool place. So you can designate the pillars or you can 
preserve the pillars. Let’s spend some money preserving those pillars. And also you can work with the neighbors 
to individually designate their homes if they so desire. Those are things I think that can be done and meanwhile 
we can go about living in our historic neighborhood with the history that we recognize. Thank you. 
 
Bill English (12800 50th Ave N): I’m not currently a resident of North Minneapolis, though I’ve lived more than 43 
years in the City. Everywhere from Kenwood to South Minneapolis to West River Road and I have relatives, my 
brothers, two brothers, and a niece who are at work tonight could not come here and asked me to come and 
speak for them. And so I’m here. I tell people I sleep in Plymouth; I live and work in North Minneapolis. I told 
that to R.T., I told that to Mark Stenglein and some of the people in this room including the former president of 
the City Council will tell you that. I’m currently engaged in a project to bring over a thousand jobs to North 
Minneapolis and I’m proud to know that today thanks to the work of the former president of Council Jackie 
Cherryhomes and myself, spearheaded the effort to create the North Job Creation Team. 70 jobs are moving 
into 4640 Lyndale as we speak. 70 living wage jobs. Our goal is to create 1,000 jobs by 2019 and we’re well on 
the way. I help lead the fight to bring Minneapolis Public Schools to North Minneapolis and that was a four year 
battle. And I never missed a meeting. And spoke passionately because I knew the impact it would have on that 
community and what it would do for Northeast because it gave them a valuable piece of property to develop. I 
hope the commission would give me the opportunity to speak a bit about history, even if it extends the two 
minutes because we heard from staff about a history. Well, I too am a historian. I have my PHD in history from 
the streets and books and Professor Mahmoud El-Kati. That is not my formal training; it was social work and 
business. I spent 32 years as a corporate vice president for Control Data where we put a plant in North 
Minneapolis more than 28 years ago. Employed over 250 people for 200 years and created a middle-class, 
stabile neighborhood in North Minneapolis. I later put plants in Washington D.C. and other places. But there is a 
history here that must be also shared. Yes, we recognize the long history of the Jewish community in North 
Minneapolis. For many years the Jewish community and the African American community shared discriminatory 
practices. We still do today. We still do today. Minneapolis is one of the most discriminatory cities in the 
country. It is recognized nationally. We have the highest level of unemployment in the country; number one, for 
African Americans. So we share the pain of our friends in the Jewish community. But if history is to be told, it 
must be accurate, which is so unusual in America today. I want to first say that Homewood; no one was chased 
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from Homewood. Homewood was abandoned. Homewood was abandoned, by many people of that faith. For 
reasons, I don’t know why. We were always there, but we increased ownership. This was a place where we felt a 
community was growing. A community that is distinct. It has never been totally 100% African American. It is not 
now and it never will be. It is a diverse community. But that history also must recognize that over 400 years of 
slavery in this country by our people has led us to a place where we can no longer accept any kind of practice 
that disowns us from owning property and choosing, of our own choice, and making our own decisions. You had 
160 people sign against this. And that tells me the majority of the people. I dare say if the process had been 
more open. My brother told me he didn’t know about it. My niece told me she didn’t know about it. And did 
they read every notice? Maybe that’s their fault. I don’t know. But I know they work ten to twelve hours a day to 
raise and educate their children so they don’t always have time to read notices. Particularly notices that are not 
well publicized in our media, KMOJ, Insight, the Spokesman. Where were the ads there notifying people of this? 
So I come to speak to you today that this, that just like the Jewish people were oppressed, they were a part of 
our oppression. The Middle Eastern Jewish people financed the slave trade, in the finance industry. They regret 
that as we regret their participation in it, we share a common fight for civil rights, and we got past that. But we 
cannot allow that community to now decide what happens to Homewood. We claim it. The Somali’s have east 
Cedar Riverside. And we’re ok with that. The Latin community owns Lake Street. We accept that. We ask this 
commission and this Council to accept that fact that we claim as our community, not exclusively but inclusively 
with anyone that wants to live there. But we claim the right to lead the battle to save our communities. I wish I 
had more time to share with you the true passion that our community feels, people who cannot work here 
tonight. I was in the barbershop and men see, people see this as an effort to gentrify North Minneapolis. That’s 
what they feel. And they don’t like it and they don’t want it. I have never used my voice to raise any kind of a 
threat but I must say this to you. If we have, the courts have always been more favorable to the government. If 
we have to go to court, we will. We will struggle and fight against this proposal by every means necessary that is 
peaceful and non-violent. So I ask you to consider us. And consider the wishes of this community. And thank you 
for allowing me to speak for my brothers and some of my friends, co-workers and neighbors who cannot be here 
because they are at work tonight.  
 
Angelique Kingsbury (910 Thomas Ave N): Thank you for allowing me to approach the mic. I will be very brief. I 
am a third generation Homewood resident and very proud to be there. I am within 350 feet of the district. So 
I’m not technically a Homewoodian but the pride that I feel about my neighborhood and my neighbors, I’m 
pretty much…might even go out and get a Homewood tattoo tonight. I don’t know. With that being said, I very 
much echo the sentiment of this elder here Vicky. She reminds me a lot of my grandmother who was the original 
owner of our home. And our home was also the first and only, from what I understand, because I do have the 
history, commercial business in the neighborhood. They actually ran a printing press out of my home. Which 
makes sense because we have a garage that you can pull up through the front and I always thought that was 
very odd. My home was built, I think, in 1923. And I always wondered, wow, we were really forward thinking to, 
you know, have a drive in garage through the front. With that being said, I guess the two words that I have or 
the question is, why now? Why now does Homewood need to be defined as a historic district? As many people 
have already gotten up and spoken about, we are a very tight knit community. And we thrive on the history that 
we have together. And a lot of elders, as she said, have, we’ve weathered the storm, literally. We’ve weathered 
a lot of storms. You know the recession, the tornado, Murderapolis, lots of transition. But one thing I can say is 
that our neighborhood has relatively always been the same. I know every time I come home, I’m going to come 
back to the same neighborhood that I grew up in and had a vast backyard, a beautiful neighborhood. So I just 
don’t see it necessary. And it reeks of gentrification. It just reeks of gentrification to me. And I have the same 
concerns as being now the property owner of not being able to afford the taxes or things that may come with 
just being in the vicinity of a historic neighborhood. Thank you for letting me speak my piece and I’ll have a seat. 
 
Sherie Apungu (1102 Russell Ave N): Thank you for having me. I have learned a lot actually during this session. 
I’m pretty new to the neighborhood, haven’t been there six months yet. And so I also feel this need to say thank 
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you to my elders and the neighbors who are here, who have kept Homewood what it is today. I am actually in 
favor of Homewood because, in favor of historic designation, because, maybe it’s the Millennial in me and I’m 
not so trusting of the past will continue being the future. I am also the eldest daughter of two parents who 
moved from Kenya and decided to come to the United States for a better life for their kids. I am a public health 
researcher. I have, also had the great opportunity to access education and actually to be able to purchase the 
home on my own. I’m here because I think in my mind historic designation will keep Homewood as is. I will 
support any effort that does keep the diverse community of Homewood intact. I will support anything that 
makes sure that the residents who’ve been here before continue living in Homewood. So i am very concerned 
that folks feel like with historic designation that will not happen. I love my neighbors. I love that I know folks 
who live right next to me. I love that I can call a neighbor two blocks down and say hey, how you doing and they 
can come in and check in on me. I love that one of my neighbors even gave up her number so that if I have any 
concerns, her husband walk by and make sure that I’m ok. But the one thing also that I think about too, living 
there alone is security. And I’ve already had a bullet come through my bedroom. It was a wakeup call for me. So 
as I’m thinking about if historic designation does happen, with the blessing of my elders, if that happens, I would 
like to see, and I’ve already shared this, I would like to see a plan that would make sure that as people are 
walking by, that we continue to be a safe neighborhood that’s welcoming for young families, for adults, for 
seniors. My neighbor is elderly. She’s been in the neighborhood for 30 plus years. And she does get concerned 
about, you know, people targeting her. So with the increase of foot traffic in front of our homes, you know I 
want her to feel safe. I want her to be able to know that if anything happens, that, obviously we keep an eye on 
here but with the increased foot traffic for both the light rail and also with this Homewood designation as 
people are looking at homes, I have a concern about security. And not only just for us as residents but as other 
folks are coming into Homewood, what can we do to make sure that they are safety is taken care of. And it’s 
disturbing to me to hear that, I actually believe in the power of people. And I’m even more proud, and I plan on 
living in Homewood for a long time. But then, I do, again the Millennial in me, I do agree and thing that 
Homewood residents will continue to keep Homewood as is. But then I think we do need to keep in mind what 
other protections can we provide to the residents in Homewood. I just wanted to say that to make it part of the 
record even though I know you as a committee can’t do anything about it. But it’s something that’s important to 
me. I thank you for the opportunity. 
 
Mark Spurlin (1211 Upton Ave N): Thank you for having me. My wife and our twin boys and our daughter, we’re 
one of the new families. We moved in July, over the summer. And I don’t know. Our story is straight forward 
really. We love the neighborhood. We moved in because of the neighbors. We lived in South and didn’t quite 
feel that vibe that everyone around you is for everybody. It was a great feeling to move in. But when it came 
down to, we love where we live, now how do we update it? We ran into some, I’m an English teacher but the 
only thing that I can think of is just icky. It made you feel kind of icky. We need new windows, plain and simple. 
The windows that we have are creating a situation where our little kids are prone to lead poisoning. So we 
started that process. We tested them upon arrival of the house. Everything was normal. And within a few 
months there, lead levels rose to five, six or something like that. The icky feeling came when we were told that 
the process of just getting assistance to get new windows was being held up due to interim guidelines we had no 
idea about prior to moving in. So I think that we’ve got a lot to feel and to say regarding this value of a distant 
culture that was part of this neighborhood at one point in time. But I think for new families that come into 
contact with these guidelines that either with the inconvenience of time, it just really feels like to us that these 
guidelines are taking precedence with this specific issue over the health of these young families that are moving 
in. Which makes us feel kind of icky. I don’t really know what other adjective to use right now. So it just makes it 
difficult, especially knowing that these changes look like they will cost more money and more time. And this 
time is potentially affecting the health of our young children. Thank you. 
 
Randall Bradley (1229 Thomas Ave N): I passed out; I had staff pass out a copy of a Homewood brochure that 
was written in 1911 by David C Bell, the developer of Homewood. And this document is responsible for all…  
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Chair Faucher: I’m sorry can you give your name and address for the record? 
 
Randall Bradley: My name is Randall Bradley, I’m an architect, I’m retired, I live at 1229 Thomas Avenue North 
and I’ve lived there for 40 years.  
 
Randall Bradley:  This brochure is responsible for all the buildings that are in Homewood. The developer thought 
to build a middle-class community and from pages three to nine in your brochure he talks about the kind of 
community he wanted. One, that had the exclusiveness of a country estate with the comforts and convenience 
of city living. Homewood was built as a middle-class community. During some of the dialogue in the community, 
we went to a meeting at NRRC (Northside Resident Redevelopment Council), and they passed out a survey. And 
the survey says that Homewood was a planned Jewish settlement. That is a false narrative. And indicates some 
other issues that basically, once that happened, the conversation went off the rails. And we’re talking about race 
and class. That’s where the bulk of the conversation for me has been in the community. It’s been about Jews 
and Blacks and affordability. So here’s the axiom on Jews and Blacks in America. You start at Minneapolis and 
you go down river to St. Louis and you go all the way across to the Atlantic Ocean and you separate the northern 
states from the southern states. In the northern states and all those industrial cities that built America, Blacks 
followed Jews.  The single most quintessential Black neighborhood in America is Harlem. And when the Jews 
move out, the Blacks moved in. This is an urban fact. I don’t know if it needs to make people angry but it seems 
to. The Jews moved into North Minneapolis, you sure they did, a whole bunch of them. They moved into 
Homewood, a whole bunch of them. Did they move out? A whole bunch of them. Did Black people move in? A 
whole bunch of them. That’s the situation we have today. Homewood is not a black community. It’s racial 
integrated. The word we use today is diverse. I like my community, I like walking around, I like seeing my 
neighbors. I am supporting historic designation. One of the things I want to talk about here is the architecture. If 
you can look at the last page of your brochure, for those of you that have it. Turn that leaf and look at the page 
in front of that and then show them that house up in the corner. Everybody see that little house up in the 
corner. Now I got a bigger version of that house. I want you to see something. This house was built in 1909 when 
it was contributing. The first time I saw this house was in 1976 and it was not contributing. The front porch fell 
off. There were no footings under it. They had to take the semi-enclosed entry off. This house today, which is my 
house, looks like this. I did that so I can keep it in the character of the neighborhood. Now, I want to talk about 
architecture. What you need to know about architecture, architecture always, and for all of the buildings you’ve 
ever seen always include two instruments. One is the pencil, the other is the hammer. The idea goes on paper, 
given to a contractor who builds the building. Now all of the materials in this building, the stone and the stucco 
and the columns and the beams and the wood and the windows, and all of the buildings of Homewood and all 
the houses, the materials don’t care, the houses don’t care what color the people are that live in them. They just 
don’t. Buildings and materials care about the seasons. They care about weather. They care about UV rays. They 
care about the temperature. They care about water. They care about vibration. They care about the wind. They 
care about the sun. Materials have no dialogue with human beings. Buildings have no dialogue with human 
beings, its only one place that they meet in the middle and that’s with maintenance. So if we move ahead with 
historic designation which I support, we’re working on guidelines to help these buildings to maintain. Most of 
them been here, a lot of them have been here 100 years; we’re trying to get them to 200 years. People are fluid. 
People move all over the place. You can move to a different neighborhood, you can move up, you can move 
down and you can bond with other people and have a wonderful social reality. But we need to take care of the 
buildings. I’m here to talk about the architecture. I’m here asking for historic designation to protect the 
architecture. Now I got one more thing to show you, that is a brownstone, or more accurately, half of a 
brownstone. I grew up in this house. And through a long series of conversations between my grandmother who 
owned it and the City, they were not having a good time. The conversations didn’t go well. The City won, they 
tore it down. Once that happened, look at the ??? that’s a double,  it’s a double arch façade. So once they tore it 
down, all of the bricks want to fall off the building because physics took over. The city built a very large masonry 
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pylon to shore up, to hold up the façade. So whatever beauty was there from the pencil and from the hammer is 
gone. You’ll never recapture that. Whatever beauty is in the buildings that was built in Homewood by David C 
Bell, who wanted to build a middle-class community, he even had some upper-class owners, is there. 
Homewood is not built as an affordable community. Listen, if we get designation and my property values go up 
and my taxes go up, listen I’m on fixed income and I’m blind, but guess what, I don’t have the money for this in 
my budget. So what! This is life on planet earth. Things happen, things change. We need this designation to 
support this community. Homewood is an important neighborhood for the City of Minneapolis. It’s an important 
neighborhood to the Northside. It needs to be preserved and protected. The historic designation will protect the 
architecture. Homewood needs your help. Listen, Homewood is being bracketed by two major developments. 
$100 million development on the east side by Hennepin County and a private developer and the light rail is 
coming in on the west side. The City of Minneapolis is on the cusp of the transformation of the north side into a 
desirable place to live. The pressure for economic development is coming. If we don’t get this designation, it’s 
going to come through Homewood. I want Homewood to remain the way it is. Please protect the architecture. 
Give us the designation. 
 
Josh Kelley (1008 Thomas Ave N): I moved into Homewood four years ago. It was my first house purchase. And I 
gotta say that I am stuck now because of the neighbors, the diversity, the just heritage of the neighborhood 
itself. But I did not buy the house thinking; I’m going to buy the cheapest house I can with the cheapest possible 
materials when they need to be replaced. I actually bought the house and spent $30,000 so far just replacing the 
boiler and some windows about three years ago. So the argument or the point of that the materials that we will 
have to purchase to renovate the home is a valid one and I did some more research as well and I can’t find any 
research that says it’s going to cost substantially more to protect those features of the home. But I am 
completely in favor of the study because just in the March study of the Twin Cities Business magazine, there’s a 
huge story about the Thor Construction project that’s happening on Penn Avenue and Plymouth, which is just a 
few blocks from my house. The concern is that the $36 million dollar project there is putting 650 parking spaces 
into a parking garage with a target leasing space. That plus the light rail coming in on the other side of the 
neighborhood is now sandwiching the Homewood neighborhood between those two development projects. 
That is naturally going to raise the development need and desire for our neighborhood. It will come a time when 
it will be rezoned if it’s not already talked about. In addition to that, that rezoning is going to bring huge 
development for multi-resident properties. Which is exactly why I purchased in this neighborhood to begin with, 
it’s one of the few neighborhoods left in Minneapolis that has the heritage, the diversity but also the ability to 
preserve something with character and charm. So I am completely in favor of the study, just wanted to voice 
that. Nobody’s really talking about or focused on the idea of the development that’s happening that’s 
sandwiching Homewood in between it, and that is the purpose that triggered the study. And the reason why the 
preservation should, I think, move forward. Thank you. 
 
Chair Faucher: Thank you. Next? A quick show of hands, how many more people want to speak? Alright, thank 
you. 
 
Giuseppe Marrari (1137 Vincent Ave N): Madam Chair, members of the commission, and I support declaring 
Homewood as a historic district. As an active resident of Homewood, I was appointed to the CAC for the blue 
line project. I’m very well acquainted with what projects are that bracket Homewood and the threats that this 
community faces. These homes have and still represent something special to the people in this room; a safe, 
vibrant and diverse community whose history of openness precedes any sort of government protections. We all 
stand before you today because we worry about the future of Homewood. We worry about unsightly 
developments, the destruction of beautifully built homes and a transient population that does not care for the 
history of the area. We want to see these homes preserved so they can continue telling the story of Homewood. 
And while we all want to maintain what makes it special, there have been two very different ways in which 
that’s been handled. One way is to spread misinformation and alternate facts to the community using 



Excerpt from the               February 28, 2017 
Heritage Preservation Committee 
  

Heritage Preservation Commission Meeting – Minutes excerpt                                                                   15 
 

irresponsibly run neighborhood groups like NRRC. This makes members of our community fearful of designation, 
sign invalid petitions, lie on televisions and show up to this very meeting in dissent. I refuted their unethical 
actions in the written statements that you are able to review. Their hope is that the City leaves Homewood 
alone. Without much for consideration for the real threats that are coming down the pipeline. The other way, 
which I and several other residents prefer is to work with the community and address the future real issues that 
challenge Homewood, working towards protections that curb unwanted developments. There are many 
Homewood residents working on the design guidelines, myself included, to best address the real concerns 
neighbors have expressed. We actively seek feedback from every Homewood resident, whether for or against 
designation. This is a volunteer Homewood group assembled of people from the very diverse backgrounds and 
viewpoints, including those not in favor of designation. This group was assembled from people who attended 
public meetings and open to all residents of Homewood. The work done in this group will lead to a set of design 
guidelines which best reflect the desires of Homewood as a whole. Additionally a number of residents, including 
myself, have met with Councilman Yang, and presented a proposal regarding financial incentives for historic 
districts. And guess what, unlike what you’ve heard, its gaining traction. This is unprecedented, but so is 
Homewood. HPC I implore you to take the past, present, and future of Homewood into consideration when 
making a recommendation for designation. Take the necessary steps in preserving the architecture of 
Homewood, which to me, and to a lot of people, is essential to what makes this area special and what tells the 
story of Homewood. Homewood is a section of Minneapolis that represents diversity, tolerance, acceptance and 
above all, our share of heritage. You will be the public servants cited in saving Homewood. Thank you.  
 
Mark Chemhurst(?) (1241 Upton Ave N): I live at 1241 Upton, the piece of crap on the corner that got hit by the 
tornado that we haven’t done anything yet. Which will be (inaudible off mic – speaking to public). Mr. Smoley, I 
was just curious how many people are for this? I know that there’s 160 against out of 241. (Noise from 
audience) 130 I’m sorry. How many have actually stated that they are for it? 
 
Staff Dvorak: Chair Faucher.  
Chair Faucher: Sorry, this isn’t an open forum. This is for you to make statements. 
 
Mark Chemhurst (?): Another thing, I was just curious, how many Jewish people (inaudible off mic – speaking to 
public)?  
 
Chair Faucher: Sir. 
 
Mark Chemhurst (?): I can’t do that either? Ok. How many are on fixed income? Can I do that? Ok, so this whole 
thing is going to be just another layer of bureaucracy making it very difficult for us to do anything. This is very 
clever propaganda about rezoning and high density. Having done real estate for 15 years and trying to do 
rezoning and do high density development. I can tell you it’s very, very difficult. It’s not going to happen. These 
people take care of their neighborhood. They’re very invested in their neighborhood. Their councilmen will not 
let high density unless he gets paid off, in which case I think he’d voted out of office. It’s kind of interesting that 
these people who are talking about this and what’s best for preservation are kind of self-anointed elitist as far as 
I’m concerned. I mean deciding what preservation is, is fairly subjective. And being subjected by bureaucrats, 
having them tells us what they can do and cannot do. You know it’s funny they talk about the money too. So 
we’re going to raise property taxes to give us money. I don’t see anybody in this room asking for money. Not the 
least of which is me. They were going to give me money for the roof on the tornado. It never happened. So if 
you’re thinking you’re going to get money from the City, it’s not going to happen. And why should we tax the 
citizens of Minneapolis for our little area. I mean it just doesn’t make sense. Let’s talk about race and class and 
all that. Has anybody gotten their valuation notices yet (speaking to the public)?  
 
Chair Faucher: Sir, no. Just please continue making your statement. 
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Mark Chemhurst (?): I got three properties, two in north and one in Kenwood, going up 12%. Our property taxes 
have gone up 5.5% by the City and 3% by the County. People like me, I’ve got several properties, come in redo 
houses and sell them. If this happens, most of you Black people are probably out because the Whites are going 
to come in, buy your house for exorbitant prices and live there. And so, it will be all White. It will be very 
expensive. And once it becomes historic preservation, trust me, your taxes and assessments are going to go up. 
Thank you.  
 
Kari Christianson (1125 Washburn Ave N): My husband and I have lived in the neighborhood for 17 years. Some 
of the things that we feel have already been said, but we are not in support of the historic designation for the 
following reasons. When we first moved into the home, it was in pretty bad shape. I think a lot of people in the 
neighborhood had that experience of trying to rehab these older homes. We put a new roof on, put new 
windows in. We shored up the crumbling masonry. We put new doors in. So we did that work on our own dime 
because we wanted to. The tornado hit, we got to do it all over again, this time not on our dime. What I’m trying 
to express is that it’s been a journey. We love our home. We’ve come to know our neighbors and our 
neighborhood. And we love our neighbors and neighborhood. It’s one of the few places where I know 
everybody. It’s the craziest thing. We watch out for each other. We talk to each other. And I think that my 
husband and I, when we heard about this initially thought, cool, we’re historic. This is really kind of neat to learn 
about the history of the neighborhood. And I actually volunteered to participate in the design guidelines group. 
Even though I wasn’t really sure I wanted to have guidelines imposed on what we could do with our property. 
And I participated for a while with Mike and Giuseppe and the others. But as I learned more and became more 
educated and started reading the Heritage Preservation Commission minutes of Minneapolis and of other cities, 
I began to see how this would impact us directly in our everyday life in terms of what we still want to do with 
our house. We live in a Tudor which is a very nice house but they’re a dime a dozen in Minneapolis. You can find 
them north of Plymouth; you can find them south of Oak Park. So we aren’t in one of the mansions or one of the 
really historic homes in the neighborhood. But we are sort of trapped in this Homewood historic district because 
we are considered a contributing property. So if we want to make any major changes to our home we’ll have to 
go through whatever the process turns out to be. So there’s additional time. There’s going to be additional 
money for us to do this, potentially additional fees. Unless all of that gets waived by the City, I just don’t believe 
that’s going to happen. So that’s kind of reason number one was just trying to hold on to our efforts and sweat 
equity and our property rights for the home that we’re, our first home, our only home, we’re going to die there. 
So we’re going to be in the neighborhood for another 20, 30 years for sure. We’re also worried about it 
hastening the departure of families that aren’t just focused on their buildings and the place where they live. 
They’re focused on growing strong families, taking care of their families. And that’s where they put their energy 
and attention and time. So yes they want to keep their houses up but what makes our neighborhood a great 
neighborhood is the stability. And that stability comes from strong families frankly. The young people that are 
moving into the  neighborhood and bringing their kids with them, and living in these homes and keeping theses 
homes alive and keeping them up, just as we did when we moved in. And so I think it’s really important that 
middle-income, and I understand Randall’s point about the buildings and the architecture and all of that. But I 
think it’s important to be able to still bring in people who can raise their families in our community. And not 
price this community out so that only wealthier people are moving and then if there are property tax breaks are 
taking advantage of those property tax breaks that are out there on these historic properties. Like has happened 
in other historic districts in the nation. We also are concerned about because of this boundary around 
Homewood; the Northside is bigger than this boundary around Homewood. So our neighbors to the south of 
Plymouth are being treated in a particular way. While our neighbors and friends just to the north of Plymouth 
are being treated in another way. It’s almost like its creating this sort of artificial boundary between I’m in 
Homewood and I’m out of Homewood. So if we were to get say financial incentives for living in Homewood, you 
know, our neighbors on the other side of Plymouth, would they also have those financial incentives to keep their 
historic homes? Their homes are just as beautiful as our homes. They have the same history as we do in many 
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ways. So that’s another thing we’re concerned about. We already know that we’re historic. Someone has said 
this before. We’ve got African American, we’ve got Asian American, we’ve got Middle Eastern, we’ve got the 
Jewish heritage in this neighborhood. And I don’t think we need to be told that by historic designation. I’d love 
to see a museum in the neighborhood. I’d love to see some of the gorgeous mansions that have been built in the 
neighborhood by people who want to preserve their homes as historic. I’d like to see those become historic 
perhaps rather than the entire neighborhood. And finally I think, there’s a lot of reasons but, the last reason I’m 
going to talk about is because I think that the next generation, 20, 30 years from now should decide what they 
want Homewood to be. And maybe Homewood becomes little retail shops along Penn with apartments above 
them. Maybe it becomes a revitalization of the Penn area. And maybe even sneaking down Plymouth like the old 
neighborhood was where there were shops all along Plymouth. Can’t we manage that development and say this 
is going to be the developed area. And then this is going to be the residential area behind that, like they’ve done 
on Central Avenue in Northeast Minneapolis. Where they’ve sort of, my understanding, you guys are the 
experts. But I have a friend up there who says that they are trying to keep the retail with the apartments above 
them on Central rather than having it sneak off into the neighborhood. I might be wrong. I might be wrong on 
that, I don’t know. So anyway, these are all of the many reasons, and I agree with other reasons that people 
have put up as well. And I respect the desire to preserve history. And I would like to do that. I’m just not sure 
this is the vehicle that is going to be the best way to do that for the Jewish heritage in Homewood. I think there 
may be other ways to do it that are more flexible. And wouldn’t kind of, I feel like my home is being taken away 
in a way. It’s like I can no longer decide, we can no longer decide what to do on the outside of our house. And 
it’s just, it just feel awful. So, that’s all I have to say.  
 
Christine Cross (1240 Vincent Ave N): We’ve just lived in the house for two years but we really enjoy the 
neighborhood and learning about the rich history from our neighbors who live there, and being a part of the 
community. I know we did get some fliers about the historic district and heard a little bit about it from like the 
Facebook group and stuff. But it just didn’t feel like in our busy lifestyles that it was something that we could 
participate in those meetings, even though we did know about them. And so I guess that once I knew that it was 
like happening then I felt like that I just hadn’t spoken up in any of the meetings. That it was something that I 
was opposed to. And so wanted to be able to come today and just say that. You know I feel like other people are 
trying to decide for the neighborhood what we need and are trying to save us from something rather than 
respecting our choices. Like, I don’t want somebody else to save me from development. I want to like work 
together with my neighbors and my community to preserve what we have. Or to make changes that we care 
about together. But from this body and from the City leaders in general, I just want respect for our decisions 
rather than someone trying to save us from something. That’s all.  
 
Marcus Owens (1208 Vincent Ave N): Good evening Chair and commissioners. I am opposed to this designation. 
It has not been made clear what the economic impact is going to be to our neighborhood. I’ve asked several 
times what will be the impact to my insurance. What’s going to be the impact to my taxes? What’s going to be 
the impact to my home value, things that really concern me and my family. And then just understanding the 
impacts that it’s taken in terms of a process, where this started from. This wasn’t started from a majority 
community perspective. But some citizens that wanted to, or residents that wanted to do this thing. And if, 
whether the validity of signatures are true or not, if the 130 folks of 250 houses said they don’t want something, 
it kind of pains me that we have to keep going through this process. I tried to get some windows replaced in my 
house, took over six weeks to get a permit. Which then delayed my replacement of the windows to go through 
the winter.  Where we had lead windows as well and they were single pane and caused us energy issues so we 
wanted to get them replaced. Eventually got the permit and then found out from my advocacy for my house, 
the fact that the house has changed over the hundred years that it’s been there, that it’s no longer a designated 
house. But I had to go through all that process where I didn’t initiate this at all. So I feel like this is not a process 
that develops and builds community. It’s more or less divided our community. And it’s played out in social 
media, it’s played out in the neighborhood, it’s played out on phones. And instead of talking to our neighbors, 
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we’re creating pacts versus actually bringing together. I do much work in this community; I’m a fourth 
generation Northsider. I’ve lived in this community, this particular community for five years with my family. But 
my grandfather lived next to 922 Sheridan, so I’ve known for 60 years what’s been going on in this community. 
So if we’re going to build it lets figure out how to build it together. And if we need to protect it lets all protect it 
together versus having a designation protect us. That’s all I needed to say. Thank you. 
 
Constance Vork (1115 Thomas Ave N): Madam Chair, commissioners. It’s nice to be back in a room with you. 
We spent a lot of time talking about this historic district over the last, like almost a couple of years. I want to 
start by thanking Dr. Smoley and Alex Young for the incredible about of work that they’ve done in facilitating this 
process. As he mentioned we’ve had numerous, numerous meetings and they worked extremely hard. So I’m 
really grateful. And I’m grateful to members of my community who have participated in this process, which has 
been arduous and has taken peoples time away, evenings, weekends. As you know it’s been very long and it’s 
been very rich with dialogue. And I understand what a commitment that is. So I’m so grateful to the people that 
took that time and then also to the members on the focus group on the design guidelines. So as most if not all of 
you know why this all began or how this all began was when we began talking, I believe it was 2015 about 
designation priorities going forward and looking at under documented groups. Specifically at that time, Native 
American people, African American people and Jewish people in our City’s heritage. As you also know, State 
Historic Preservation Office took a great interest in Homewood. And that’s kind of what got that process going. 
And I was serving on the HPC at the time and agreed to nominate this district. And as a lot of us talked about at 
that time, my position was that I believe that Homewood is historic. And I think that we see that through the 
study, the tremendous amount of research. Homewood qualifies as a historic resource. My concern at the time, 
and still is, is that this not be an onerous process for homeowners. And that the community is actively engaged 
in design guidelines. So that process has been underway. It requires a lot of effort from a lot of people. And I’m 
really proud of folks who come together with the different opinions to work through that. And I’d like to see that 
continue. My belief is that we can preserve this community as a district and protect it as much as we can from 
development while at the same time not making it onerous for homeowners. Being able to work together to 
establish guidelines that are reasonable for our properties. And protect our children. You know one of the things 
that come up again and again with historic preservation as all of you commissioners know is windows and lead 
paint. And I think we know from experience that it doesn’t have to be one or the other. We can provide 
methods for dealing with lead paint and assisting homeowners in abating lead paint while still protecting our 
shared cultural heritage. And that is what I want to see here. And then I just want to echo the sentiments of my 
neighbors. Homewood is a really special please. And it’s filled with amazing people. And that’s what brought me 
and my family to the community about three years ago. And I have so much confidence and so much faith in this 
community that working together, we can have historic protections that will protect us from development or at 
least give us a voice when that development time comes. I don’t think that we can necessarily stop it but by 
having a historic district, we will have a little bit more control to be able to interface with the other interest that 
will come to our neighborhood. And we can work through that design process at the same time with that. And 
that development is, in my view, and I’m a real estate agent so I spend a lot of time looking at neighborhoods 
and real estate. That development is gentrification. This historic preservation is not gentrification. It is protecting 
us from the big stuff that could be coming down the pike. If you look at Brooklyn, if you look at East New York, 
you look at Oakland; you will see what gentrification is. And gentrification is about big money. And big money 
follows transit, and it follows where people want to live, which right now, among the millennials is in urban 
areas, urban, walkable, close to downtown. There is no doubt in my mind that this development pressure is 
coming. And I want my community, my neighbors, the elders in my community who have put so much effort in 
taking care of this community for all this time, to have a voice at the table when that day comes. And this will 
get us that. That’s my hope anyway, and my desire. And I just want to say one more thing, I wasn’t even thinking 
about generations at first, but it got me thinking when my  new neighbor, our new neighbor Sherie mentioned 
being a millennial and having a little bit of lower trust. And it got me thinking about our community and how we 
have this amazing resource of these people who have been there for 30 and 40 years that have all this history in 
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their embrace that they share with us, that they’ve really taken care of this community for so long. And I’m 
incredibly grateful for that. When we have walking tours, there are always people that either use to live in 
Homewood or are decedent from people who used to live in Homewood. And the joy that they show when they 
can be able to see their family home is unbelievable. And I want to know whose going to do that for me and my 
kids. What in the next generation, who of us are going to protect this place so that the history of tomorrow, 
which is the stories of the people who live here today which is so valuable. Who’s going to protect that? SO 
that’s why I support the historic district. Thank you. 
 
Alex Young (1515 Spruce Pl): Madam Chair, commissioners, its fun to be back. So I wrote this study and did a lot 
of research. But I no longer work for the City so I’m trying to comment sort of as an impartial third party which 
might not be possible. There’s people here who probably don’t care for me and some who might appreciate 
some of my work. I don’t live in Homewood and actually don’t own a home but I was born in Minneapolis and I 
did work in the Minneapolis Public Schools for a couple of years. So I’m very familiar with a lot of the issues of 
this community. And about 18 years ago I did live on the Northside. So I’m an interested Minneapolis citizen. I 
looked at all of your building permits, I know who built all of your homes, I know what they look like. It’s an 
interesting story about a tight knit community which some of you probably don’t care about. But it’s about how 
this merchant and professional class of Jews who were not really allowed to be employed anywhere or buy 
properties in South Minneapolis, formed a tight knit community. They couldn’t get into country clubs so they 
started their own. Successful Jewish people hired Jewish builders. You have siblings who built houses with their 
cousins down the street from each other. It was just as tight and maybe less fractured even than this 
Homewood community. But I think it’s interesting, you do have this watershed mark after 1964 or whenever the 
race riots were, where you have this shift. And you have this other very interesting community which, while 
there are many things interesting about it, it is too recent to be considered historic. Maybe in the future should 
this be a historic district, and nominations get amended all the time, you’ll see this community as something 
special also. So with that said, I’ll just try to touch on a couple of things that maybe other people haven’t 
mentioned because?????. You know, yes it’s about the architecture; it’s about the social history. The standards 
say that we should preserve, repair building materials that are historically significant, and that’s great. But I hate 
seeing that this comes down to, you know, it’s about vinyl windows but it’s really not. I mean, my apartment 
building, I checked the permits, they replaced the wood windows with vinyl windows, eight of them, and three 
of them don’t even close anymore, they’re so cheap. So, I hate vinyl windows passionately but I think it’s 
because people are throwing away their money and I think also in this neighborhood there is a community that 
are being taken advantage by building contractors that want to sell you things. And someone will certainly sell 
you a window for $300 if they can make a profit on it and they aren’t going to tell you that you can go fix it 
yourself for about $25. Go to the hardware store like people used to do when they knew how to fix houses. 
That’s my two cents. I am obviously in support of this designation. Not just because it’s historically significant. 
Because I think there’s value to preserving things that were built well. I know that that there’s lead paint in old 
houses. There’s also radon, there’s also asbestos. There’s a lot of things in old houses. There’s a lot of toxic 
materials in new houses also. And I don’t want to lecture people, but there’s a lot to be known. And I have a 
master’s degree in architecture; I have a degree in historic preservation. Someday I’ll be a licensed architect. I 
have the privilege of some knowledge. So I’m trying to be respectful of all these points of view but also mention 
that historic designation could be a very important way this community determines its legacy and the way it 
moves forward. Should they choose and should the Council recommend to the City Council. We keep hearing 
these terms gentrification; this could also prevent some extreme gentrification. Because while there some very 
nice houses, there’s also some very modest houses. I think this community could preserve itself for a long time. 
But I think this is also a special opportunity that could also give a lot of positive attention to the Northside. When 
I worked in the Minneapolis Public Schools, I remember this one seventh grader, her name was Sheridan, she 
lived on Sheridan Avenue. But she lived north of Homewood, kind of near the rougher area by Lucy Laney School 
when I used to work there. And she asked me where I lived and I told her live in St. Paul by the Cathedral. And 
you know her world it was very small, she had never even been to St. Paul. But I asked her where she would like 
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to live, she said, well, I would love to live in Homewood someday. The trees are so big and the houses are so 
beautiful. And if I couldn’t live in Homewood, I’d like to live in Brooklyn Center. Which of course isn’t 
Minneapolis but this is what’s interesting when you talk to seventh graders. So, without further ado, it’s 
interesting to see the perspectives of those for and against this designation. And I think if the designation goes 
forward there’s a way to agree on design guidelines, because historic designation doesn’t increase the value of 
properties, or property taxes. Its people who plant flowers and paint their houses that make things look nice. 
And Homewood has a higher property value than surrounding areas because of the community. And I don’t 
think that’s going to change. But people like me who would like to buy a property who have $180,000 in college 
debt because they’re trying to become middle class, I can’t afford to live many places in the city except for 
places like Homewood, the east side of St. Paul which is also a large part of a historic district that has not seen 
gentrification because of that special status. And I’m also the future and change is going to happen whether or 
not I live in Homewood or Minneapolis or where. This could be a way for this community to have some self-
determination. That’s my two cents and I will thank the commission for their time. 
 
Chair Faucher: Is there anyone else that wishes to speak to this item? One more?  
 
Deborah Bauknight (1011 Sheridan Ave N): I am in favor of the historic district designation. I have lived in my 
house almost 20 years. I am in need of improvements to my own house. And I think there’s a distinction that 
needs to be made and understood between the current interim design guidelines and the ones that are being 
worked on and being proposed. Because I think there are differences. I know my immediate neighbor was stuck 
replacing a roof under the interim guidelines. And they are very different procedures, processes and guidelines 
that need to be followed in the two instances. And I think that’s something that hopefully can be clarified with 
the neighborhood. For me I try to take the long term view. I am concerned about my children’s generation and 
children’s children, the next generations. And preserving what we currently have and what you’ve heard about 
tonight in Homewood, the character and the people and the community that we have there. I think the historic 
designation will assist with that. Because unlike individual homeowners, I don’t think we have a voice as strong 
as a historic designation as a community, as a group in dealing with future development that is coming our way. 
You can look at other areas that have received high transit and light rail lines and development does come along 
with those things. So I am concerned about the future generations and the ability of them to have a stabile 
community of single-family homes that can be supported and have a wide variety of people living there. One of 
the other things I wanted to mention is I think designation also gives us some control over the density in our 
neighborhood. One of the things we’ve talked about in the design guidelines meetings is the fact that it is 
important to have higher density and maybe commercial development along major corridors, which would be 
Penn Avenue and Plymouth Avenue. And so that’s something that we’ve talked about in the design guidelines 
meeting. That it’s not a total rejection of any changes in the neighborhood but that there are appropriate places 
to do that. And I think that can be worked into what we’re reviewing and talking about for guidelines. So I would 
encourage people to consider this a vote for history and a vote for the future as well. That we want to give those 
next generations the chance to have the stabile community of single-family homes that we currently have now 
and give the people that live here and the people that will live here, the chance to fight to keep that. And I think 
that historic designation would do that. Thank you.  
 
Chair Faucher: Thank you. Is there anyone else that wishes to speak to this item? Alright, seeing none, we will 
close the public hearing and commissioners, discussion. Commissioner Hunter Weir.  
 
Commissioner Hunter Weir: I have the odd feeling that much of this conversation is above our pay grade. 
Because we’re really not, we’re talking about history but only in a very, very broad sense. I think everyone in the 
room agrees that it’s a historic district for one reason or another. And we could talk about when that history 
began or if it ever stopped. The question comes up why now. And again I don’t know that this is in our purview 
but for me the why now is the pressure of development. I know a lot of people, we see this all the time in 
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different forms. We see it in the North Loop where the people who live there don’t want parking ramps but 
we’re being told essentially by the City that high density is what matters. We see that in Northeast Minneapolis, 
we see it in the North Loop; we see it in Linden Hills. It’s everywhere. And so, my personal sense, I’ve lived in 
Phillips and been active in Phillips for over 40 years in various neighborhood groups. And our neighborhood was 
decimated. We lost 300 houses. So to me this feels like, I understand people’s concerns, but to me this feels very 
much like a, be careful what you wish for. What I would like to see us do is to move forward with the historic 
designation and encourage to take this conversation to the City Council. Because I think what we’re dealing with 
here is a very big conflict between what the City’s goals are and what residents really want for their own 
communities. So that’s my sense of it. I just, you know, I would love to say, you know that people talking has a 
great deal of influence. I’m here to tell you people talk, money screams. And you don’t win those conversations. 
One City Councilmember may be absolutely spectacular, but in our case 13 other City Councilmembers thought 
we should get all the level three sex offenders. By golly because they didn’t want them and we did. So I would 
love to believe that the system worked in this kind of democratic way but I really think you need to be talking to 
the City Council and the full City Council about that. In that, our purview really is, is this a historic community or 
not. And I don’t think an argument can be made that it is not. So that’s where I’m coming down on this one. 
 
Chair Faucher: Thank you. Other thoughts commissioners? Commissioner Sundberg. 
 
Commissioner Sundberg: I guess I’m feeling kind of torn over this one. Cause, in my mind preservation is 
something that brings communities together and it’s clearly divided your community. And I don’t, I mean, as you 
said it’s sort of above our pay grade where we’re meant to just use our own personal expertise to review how 
historic things are, and it’s clearly historic. But at the same time feeling like, I’m not sure the process really 
benefited the community in this case. I know that’s not something we can resolve exactly. But I am curious 
considering the Councilmen has asked for an extension of the interim to look at possible ways to resolve the 
financial implications. How that impacts our decision and if it’s possible for us to wait to decide until…..i know 
we can’t wait for the design guidelines, that’s not how the process works, even if I might personally disagree 
with that. But, is there a way to give more time? 
 
Chair Faucher:  I think that at this point, the study has been completed. And so it’s time for us to act on it one 
way or the other. If we continue this, we will have another hearing in which all these people will have to come 
out again and speak. And we don’t want to belabor the process needlessly at this point. Commissioner Stade. 
 
Commissioner Stade: Well first of all, I was honored to be at your community meetings and see the diversity and 
the richness of the community. And how unique, not just the buildings are, but the people that live in them are 
as well. But yes, I, like Commissioner Hunter Weir, we’re really deciding if this is a historic district. And it is. It is. 
And it’s about the history of the built environment. That’s what we’re all about the built environment. When we 
get into the political swamp we see more and more throughout our culture, and I’m, my focus is information 
and facts because I’m a librarian. And what I see here, misinformation, lies, not facts, misleading. I see that. So if 
you get that happening to drum up opposition to this, that’s not helpful. So I think, when I first was at some of 
these hearings, I said well, the majority of you are against this, well then I would be too. But yeah, maybe the 
majority of the petition signers are against this but I think they were misled and I don’t think the facts were 
given to them correctly. So I will be voting to preserve this wonderful community. 
 
Chair Faucher: Other thoughts? Commissioner Howard, do you, I see you about to raise your flag. 
 
Commissioner Howard: This has been a tough one for me. The history of this neighborhood is amazing. And it’s 
not just the history that we have as an arbitrary end date of 1949. It’s the history all the way to today. That hit 
me even more listening to all of you talk about what you’ve done to make the neighborhood your 
neighborhood. I’m a non-supporter of the 50 year rule on designations for National Register listing. Thankfully 
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we don’t have that here. But I think that the post-1949 history is just as important as the Jewish history. I agree 
with commissioners that have already said that we’re here to look at the district, so I’m going to just completely 
change the topic entirely and talk about the district integrity. And I’m concerned about not only that the 
designation doesn’t have the whole history, we can’t include it all, it’s already over a thousand pages long. But I 
would like to see that other history. My bigger concern is with the integrity of what I saw. And there have been a 
lot of changes, because of the great work that you all have done to build your neighborhood and rebuild it and 
rebuild it after tornadoes and everything. I think there are some integrity concerns in the district. And I think 
that plays into my concerns about how the design guidelines are going to come together. And I think there is a 
statement somewhere in the designation that the changes that were post-1949 were done in the character of 
the district and that included residing and new windows and cover up siding of sorts. And I’m curious if all of 
that is getting into the design guidelines so that sort of change is going to continue in the district. I guess, so this 
is another case not knowing what the design guidelines are going to say, especially knowing all of your concerns. 
Will people be allowed to change windows out? Everything except for super cheap vinyl it sounds like. But what 
about all of the other integrity concerns that this district has from the vinyl and steel and stucco cover-up. And 
some of that the opposite way where it was originally stucco and then all of a sudden it’s now sided. Are those 
sort of large changes going to continue in the district under the design guidelines? So that’s just where my head 
was while I was trying to read through all of this thinking about the real concerns about lead paint and radon 
and things like that. It’s a tough one. It’s a significant district. There’s a lot of significant architecture there. 
There’s some great history there. And some of that history is newer than 1949. 
 
Chair Faucher: Other thoughts? Commissioner Olson. 
 
Commissioner Olson: If I may ask a question of Dr. Smoley. I guess two questions I have. Was there any talk 
during this whole process about doing some sort of landmark designation versus doing a complete 
neighborhood designation? And if so, in your opinion what are the down sides of doing that? Would that create 
a sort of fragmented area? Or are there other things that we’re not thinking of? 
 
Staff Smoley: Commissioner Olson, Chair Faucher, members of the commission, no, we didn’t consider doing a 
landmark designation because the process that we used, recommended by the National Park Service, where you 
start with a preservation plan and move on to background histories of the community, context statements that 
fuel your reconnaissance level investigations that identify properties worthy of further investigations, the ones 
that aren’t really worthy of further investigation, continually identified Homewood as a historic district rather 
than a collection of a handful of landmarks and some other properties that really didn’t have any significance. 
Am I’m sorry, the second part of your question? 
 
Commissioner Olson: Just if there was, I guess you kind of answered it I guess. If there wasn’t any talk of 
landmarks what are the downside of doing it versus a complete designation of a district.  
 
Staff Smoley: Well we haven’t analyzed individual properties for their landmark eligibility at this point. We 
received a nomination to study a district, we’ve done that. Any kind of landmark designation would require a 
separate process, a new nomination. Of course the commission as part of the district designation process can 
recommend to the City Council that some properties be considered contributing and some non-contributing. Or 
that the boundaries of the district change. The Council can do that on their own as well. There are certainly 
options in that sense. But I think the disadvantages of trying to pursue some landmark designation would be 
that it might become a bit more difficult to discern which properties we’d consider for landmark designation at 
this point and which ones we don’t.  
 
Commissioner Olson: The second question I had was, did the City keep any tally of who, which properties were 
for and which ones were against the designation? 
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Staff Smoley: Commissioner Olson, Chair Faucher, members of the commission, no, the City does not have an 
owner consent requirement with its historic district designation effort. And so the City did not request residence 
vote or take polls or do anything like that. Sadly we weren’t even able to get a majority to participate in this 
process. We never do. I think the most we’ve ever had in terms of attendance at any meeting was in the low 
50s. Which in a district of 254 properties with many more people who live there is not ideal but that’s very 
typical in planning processes. As speakers have mentioned tonight, folks are very busy. They have busy lives. But 
we do, I do want to thank, once again, the property owners who have come out tonight, who have come out at 
our meetings because they have devoted their time on behalf of their neighbors to express their own concerns 
and their neighbors’ concerns as well. We can try and address those to one extent or another. We do have our, 
like I said, tally of comment letters. On my count that was 18 for designation, 20 against designation, and 7 
letters that indicated, they were just more informational in nature. I haven’t actually seen a copy of the petition. 
I haven’t been given a copy of the petition so I can’t comment on that. Other than to say that I was first 
informed of this, I believe it was November, and this was prior to what I consider to be the most substantive 
steps we’ve taken to address property owner concerns. First of all, in terms of concerns about process, by 
having a group of citizens form a design guideline focus group designed to try to address property owner 
concerns about specific guidelines and materials that would be available for replacement. Secondly, this petition 
came before a Councilmember requested an extension of interim protection which of course just happened 
very, very recently. And so, I’m really hopeful that moving forward, those two actions in particular will build 
support for designation. But I’m fairly confident in saying, although I haven’t seen the petition, that the 
signatures that are represented on that petition were tallied prior to these responses to the community input 
that we’ve received thus far.  
 
Commissioner Olson: Just one last question. You maybe have talked about this in the past with different 
designations, but can you talk a little bit about the, let’s say that this area is designated as a historic district and 
the guidelines are adopted, can you talk about just what kind of educational component there is to this for the 
property owners about what they can and can’t do. And maybe how to save money or like for example, lead 
paint came up a couple times tonight. That might be a good thing to educate the property owners on is that you 
think you may have to do it this way, but this way will save you money and will be just as good. That’s just one 
example but, are there educational components, that’s my question I guess, involved in this whole process? 
 
Staff Smoley: Certainly Commissioner Olson, members of the commission, we, starting with our last round of 
designations of street car related development, following those designations we invited all property owners to a 
session in the Public Service Center designed to introduce them to the alteration review process, the Heritage 
Preservation alteration review process. And we think that helped educate property owners, those who chose to 
participate, in terms of making the process a bit more transparent. Going above and beyond the design 
guideline development process which of course we do really feel helps educate property owners and let 
property owners have a strong say in what these guidelines end up being. Of course, you all have the final say 
when it comes to design guidelines. And we’ve tried to communicate that clearly to property owners. Our day to 
day work in the Public Service Center, fielding calls, fielding inquiries from members of the public at the public 
counter and  then making site visits into the community continues as well. We have worked with Mark Spurlin 
who testified tonight about the issues of replacement windows in his home at 1211 Upton Avenue North, and 
I’m pleased to say that the Heritage Preservation applications that he and his family have submitted, the 
certificates of no change, they have all been approved. The applications that we have received from them have 
been approved. But this district was identified as being eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic 
Places as part of the Bottineau light rail transit way environmental review. And those district have to, they are 
protected by section 106 of the Historic Preservation Act. When federal agencies spend funds, they have to take 
into account the effects of their actions on those historic properties. That will continue regardless of whether 
the district gets designated or not. And that’s the process that the Spurlin’s find themselves in at this point. The 
windows that they had in their basement, were, which they came to us and applied for, those were all 
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authorized for replacement. The City of Minneapolis authorized that replacement. The Spurlin’s are currently 
working with our city lead abatement team to harness federal funds. The City can make available federal funds 
to property owners for the abatement of lead on their property. And that is what eth Spurlin’s are currently 
doing. And we’re trying to work with them and we’re meeting with our lead abatement staff. We preservation 
staff are meeting with our lead abatement staff as well the County lead abatement staff where the Spurlin’s 
started and with the State Historic Preservation Office to try to make this process more transparent and more 
affordable, because we do understand that families are experiencing, at least in the case of the Spurlin’s, have 
experienced some confusion in relation to this process itself. But I am pleased to say that we have authorized 
the very extensive work the Spurlin’s are conducting on their home. They pulled permits to do roughly $60,000 
in remodeling work to include basement replacement windows, enclosing a window at the rear of the property, 
moving the location of a kitchen on the inside of the home, adding a new bathroom, remodeling another 
bathroom. We have worked with them and made sure that they’ve had those permits approved. We don’t know 
the source of the lead exposure that’s occurring, but with that level of construction going on in a home; it’s not 
unreasonable to suspect that some of that might be being caused by extensive remodeling. Again we’re working 
with our colleagues in our lead abatement program to try and ensure that we balance healthy homes with 
historic homes and make this process transparent for property owners.  
 
Chair Faucher: Going back, you said, because of the 106 process they have to go through review. Is that just 
because they’re using the federally subsidized, the lead abatement funding? 
 
Staff Smoley: Correct. Those are federal funds routed through the City and County.  
 
Chair Faucher:  It’s not something that anyone would have to go through if they were applying for a permit to 
put on a new roof or something like that, they don’t have go through that. 
 
Staff Smoley:  Then they would go through the certificate of no change process that the Spurlin’s did for their 
basement window replacement which was not federally funded, their interior remodel and the enclosure of the 
window at the rear of the property. And that same protection applies to properties that are not in designated 
Minneapolis historic districts or Minneapolis districts that are under interim protection. It’s all based upon that 
federal designation.  
 
Chair Faucher: Could you just, going back to Commissioner Howards, concerns about this historic integrity of 
some of the buildings. Could you maybe comment on that? What your thoughts are on that? 
 
Staff Smoley: Certainly, that’s a great discussion, you should come to some of our design guideline meetings, we 
would love to have you there. That’s a really challenging issue is how to make sure that homeowners can 
maintain and update their homes in ways that they perceive to be affordable and reasonable while at the same 
time balancing that with the best preservation practices embodied in the Secretary of the Interior Standards. 
And it’s challenging work. It’s led to some great but difficult discussions. And thank you again Commissioner 
Stade for getting in the middle of this and trying to help bring people to a consensus. It’s certainly challenging 
issues. And we would welcome additional commissioners, less than a quorum of course, who’d like to 
participate in in this effort because we do really appreciate having your presence when we reach out to property 
owners. We really as staff members like to be able to say, you can trust what the commissioners say here, the 
buck stops with them. They are the ones who actually adopt design guidelines. Having said that, the guidelines 
have gone through some changes since they were originally proposed by staff, members of the public have 
requested changes. And we have made some proposed amendments to those. And property owners have come 
back and the design guideline focus group is trying to come to a consensus about more. But I would not expect 
major surprises in terms of what you see. You saw the Arthur and Edith Lee guidelines tonight. And those did try 
to balance preservation with property owner concerns. I think the analysis that you saw in terms of the integrity 
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where we as staff members may have recommended properties be considered contributing resources when 
certain material changes had occurred. We will be using that as a bench mark as we look at design guidelines. 
Making sure that any design guidelines, any property that’s considered contributing at this point would be 
balanced by reasonable design guidelines that would support that sort of determination. So for example if we 
say, you can’t possibly use vinyl anywhere in historic construction, you cannot possibly use that for replacement, 
we would have to look at those properties that we consider contributing and if we saw vinyl siding there, that 
would be a strong mark against those properties being considered contributing. So we are trying to make sure 
the guidelines match the evaluation that we put in this far. 
 
Chair Faucher: Ok, thank you. Commissioner Hunter Weir. 
 
Commissioner Hunter Weir: I just wanted to go back for a second to the notion of individual landmarks and why 
I think that doesn’t work. I think the thing about Homewood that’s striking is the social history. If you don’t have 
that social history, you have a collection of nice houses. And there are a lot of nice houses in Minneapolis.  But 
they weren’t built purposefully and with a real goal in mind. And I think that that’s important. And to the same 
extent though I’m not going to take this really far, I sort of feel that that address the question of integrity as 
well. That what has happened, has happened. Going forward would sort of depend on the design guidelines that 
the community works out for itself. And just a reminder, no matter how we vote, the City Council can overrule 
us. So if they think that our focus on history is not what they want to see, then I think again that’s a conversation 
that the community needs to be having with folks on the City Council to see how that all fits together. So, that’s 
my take. 
 
Chair Faucher: Commissioner Mack. 
 
Commissioner Mack: Well this is an exciting designation because it recognizes a community and a history that 
are really significant in the City’s history, an important place. And it’s a challenging designation because it’s over, 
I mean just take it at the basic, it’s over 200 properties. And are you ever going to get that many people agreeing 
on something that seems to threaten their property rights. But I think our experience with historic preservation 
is that there are always fears about its impact. And we hear, we’ll lose young families, we’ll change the socio-
economic mix. But I don’t know that there’s any evidence that historic preservation has that impact. And it’s 
certainly natural to have those fears. But I do not think they will be born out. And I think it will strengthen the 
community, hopefully it will. It’s unfortunate that there is this division in the community. And the fact that it 
may lead to some incentives for historic preservation, we certainly don’t know if that will happen. If it does, that 
would be a fantastic watershed moment. And it would me a great quiver in the earl of Homewood’s history that 
you were the ones who made that happen. And I certainly would be very interested in working on that. And so I 
guess I’m going to recommend that we recommend to approve the local designation of the Homewood historic 
district, subject to the following conditions and obviously a lot of further discussion and education.  
 
Chair Faucher: Alright. That was a motion. 
 
Commissioner Hunter Weir: Second 
 
Chair Faucher: Thank you Commissioners Mack and Hunter Weir. Any further discussion? Commissioner Olson.  
 
Commissioner Olson: I’d just like to quickly say that I’m also in favor of the designation but I definitely 
appreciate everyone who has spoken tonight. And I firmly believe that the City listened to you. And that they 
will continue to listen to you if this designation is approved by the Council. And the guidelines are adopted. I 
regret that this sounds like there was some division in the neighborhood because of this. And I regret that. It 
was definitely not the intent of the HPC or the person who nominated this to cause that to happen. And I think 
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that, I just want to express that, it’s regretful. But I believe I take the long term, I’m taking the long term view of 
this as one person pointed out and just there will be development pressure I believe from the areas around this 
neighborhood. And I think that this will help alleviate some of that pressure. When I think developers will take it 
much more seriously that you’re concerned about your neighborhood when there is this designation. I think that 
will cause them to pause and not just come with big plans to change the neighborhood.  
 
Chair Faucher: Thank you. Anyone else? I think Commissioner Olson is right. The other thing is that once this 
neighborhood is designated, if a developer comes in and wants to build something that’s high density and that is 
not in what we, you, might perceive as the best interest of the neighborhood, they do have to come in front of 
us for. And we’re kind of your first line of defense for that type of, preventing that type of development. And 
what is I think as some others have stated truly, can lead to gentrification. And preservation typically does not 
do that. So, I’d like, I also appreciate everyone who has spoken here tonight. And I’d just like to point out that 
we’re really, we’re trying to recognize your neighborhood. We’re not trying to take something away from you. 
We’re trying to give you accolades. And you’re already very proud of your neighborhood and we can’t make you 
more proud of it. But we want the rest of the city to be proud of it too and to recognize it and to be aware of it. I 
think most people in the city aren’t even aware of it. And we’re not trying to impose things that are onerous on 
you. The interiors of your homes are yours to do what you wish with. Our guidelines will only be related to the 
exterior of the homes. And in most cases the review that you would need to go through will just be one more 
step added on to the building permit process and it will be a staff review that you won’t have to come in front of 
this commission unless you’re making major modifications, doing a big addition or something like that. But 
again, I really think that ultimately it will be born out, as others have said, that this will be a benefit to your 
neighborhood. And I too regret that it has been something that seems to have divided the community. But I 
hope that as the process moves forward that more people, even if you were opposed to the designation, 
provided it passes tonight, I’m making an assumption at the moment judging from what I’ve heard from my 
fellow commissioners, but that you will participate in the guideline process because your input is very 
important. With that, I will ask the clerk to call the roll. 
Absent: Lackovic 
Aye: Dyste, Faucher, Fritz, Howard, Hunter Weir, Mack, Olson, Stade, Sundberg 
Motion passes 

Item #2 
Homewood Historic District, Ward 5 
Staff report by John Smoley 

The Department of Community Planning and Economic Development recommends that the Heritage 
Preservation Commission and City Council adopt staff findings for the local designation of the Homewood 
Historic District. 

B. Historic District Designation. 

Action: The Heritage Preservation Commission recommended that the Minneapolis City Council 
approve the local designation of the Homewood Historic District, subject to the following conditions: 

3. The Homewood Historic District includes the 254 properties listed in the designation study. 
4. The designation includes the entire exterior, but not the interior, of the buildings. 

Absent: Lackovic 
Aye: Dyste, Faucher, Fritz, Howard, Hunter Weir, Mack, Olson, Stade, Sundberg 
Motion passes 
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