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in Fort Collins and was a popular 

tourist stop.  The building, along with 

downtown Fort Collins, fell into de-

cline during the 1970s, and it was 

eventually closed. 

   By 2002 when the hotel’s future was 

uncertain, new owners began renova-

tion.  Fort Collins had started to rein-

vest in its downtown, creating a 

charming “old town” where an his-

toric hotel would fit right in. 

   Original hotel features include the 

tiled lobby, sweeping staircase, hard-

wood floors, transoms above the 

doors, and skylights in the third floor 

hallway.  My family appreciated the 

opportunity to connect with an his-

toric place and to support that place 

in a tangible way. 

   Likewise, when my family visited 

Portland, Oregon, we dined in a re-

purposed elementary school.  Ken-

nedy Elementary School was built in 

1915 (www.mcmenamins.com/427-

kennedy-school-home), when its sin-

gle-story design was seen as innova-

tive because it allowed for faster 

evacuation of the building in an emer-

gency. 

   Declining enrollment in the 1970s 

and the school’s deteriorated condi-

tion led to its being permanently 

closed in 1980.  The school district 

wanted to demolish the building, but 

neighbors and former students fought 

for the next 15 years to block its 

demolition and save the school. 

   Finally, in 1994, a pair of brothers 

proposed to renovate the school into a 

   Back on September 9th, the Preser-

vation Alliance held its annual meet-

ing and kicked off a new membership 

year.  We elected the board of direc-

tors and new officers, including my-

self, as president.  (See page 5 of this 

newsletter for a list.) 

   Bruce McMillan provided the pro-

gram and provided those in atten-

dance with a PowerPoint tour of his-

toric downtown Junction City.  

Among other things, we learned that 

downtown Junction City housed the 

studio of the famous photographer,   

J. J. Pennell, whose photograph of a 

Junction City bar was used in the 

opening credits of the television show 

“Cheers.”  Junction City was also 

home to a soda fountain that served 

the first glass of Coca-Cola in Kansas.      

   Other downtown buildings have 

had their exteriors refurbished 

through the removal of unattractive 

treatments to reveal the original lime-

stone beneath.  It’s educational as well 

as inspirational to see what other 

communities like Junction City are 

doing to preserve, restore, or repur-

pose their historic buildings. 

   This summer, my family took a 

driving vacation to Seattle, making 

stops in Ft. Collins, Colorado, and 

Portland, Oregon, along the way.  

While in Fort Collins, we stayed in the 

h i s t o r i c  A r m s t r o n g  H o t e l 

(www. thearmstron ghote l.c om), 

which had been recently renovated.     

   When it was built in 1923, the Arm-

strong Hotel was the tallest building 

microbrewery, hotel, and restaurant.  

The classrooms have been converted 

to hotel guest rooms and retain their 

chalkboards, cloakrooms, and over-

sized windows.  The brewery is 

housed in the former girls’ restroom 

which features pink tile.  The origi-

nal cafeteria is now a lively restau-

rant, and the auditorium shows fam-

ily-oriented movies every Friday. 

   I wanted to share my travel stories 

in hopes that they will educate and 

inspire as we advocate for preserva-

tion in Manhattan and Riley County.  

It is clear that patronizing businesses 

that are associated with historic 

properties can make for a pleasant 

way to learn a locale’s history and 

culture.  It is no secret that historic 

preservation and economic develop-

ment work hand in hand to make 

communities more interesting and 

financially viable.  

  Travel also shows us that we aren’t 

alone as we strive to protect our cul-

tural resources.  Evidence of preser-

vation advocates can be seen in 

nearly every community.  Maybe 

their ideas will inspire us and show 

us what could be possible here at 

home. 

   Finally, I want to thank out-going 

president Pat O’Brien for her two 

years of dedicated leadership.  Her 

extensive knowledge of Manhattan’s 

historic buildings has been an inde-

scribable asset to the Preservation 

Alliance and I greatly appreciate her 

years of service. 

A Message From Our President 

Kathy Dzewaltowski 
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   Thus far the group has met at St. 

Thomas More Catholic Church on 

Kimball Avenue, First Baptist Church 

on Blue Hills Road, First United 

Methodist Church on Poyntz Avenue, 

the Wesley (Methodist) Foundation 

building (recently a fraternity) on 

Sunset Avenue, and First Lutheran 

Church on Poyntz Avenue. 

   The next meeting of the group is 

tentatively planned for early February 

of 2011.  The topic will be emergency 

preparedness and disaster recovery.  

The date and location of this meeting 

have yet to be determined. 

   Contact Linda Glasgow at the Riley 

County Historical Museum for more 

information. 

Phone:  785-565-6490 

Email:  lglasgow@rileycountyks.gov.   

   The Riley County Historical Society 

and Museum sponsor a religious his-

tory interest group for people who  

preserve religious history in our com-

munity. 

   Meetings typically include a build-

ing tour with information about the 

building’s architecture and changes 

over time. 

   A tour of the library and archives 

leads to discussion about how materi-

als are handled, cataloged, and stored.   

Collections provide the source materi-

als for religious history books and 

commemorative videos. 

   The opportunity to consult with 

like-minded individuals has spurred 

more than one organization to up-

grade facilities and re-examine stor-

age practices. 

Religious History Interest Group Tours 

St. Thomas More Church Library 
 

 

The Religious History Interest Group’s 

first meeting was held at 
St. Thomas More Church on 

May 21, 2009. 

Remembering Bernd Foerster by Michael Mecseri 

   I was a student of Bernd Foerster’s 

in the late 80’s and early 90’s.  He was 

already semi-retired from being the 

dean of the School of Architecture. 

   I took a few preservation courses 

from him not realizing that the 

“powers that be” would soon elimi-

nate this area of study.  Bernd was a 

strict teacher but I never had any 

problems with that. 

   He would be speaking at the po-

dium in the front of the class room 

and see a student dozing off.  Unlike 

most professors, he did not just ignore 

the snoozer.  He would either slap a 

book loudly on the podium or walk 

right up to the slumbering youth and 

drop a book on the concrete floor next 

to his or her desk.  He would calmly 

say, “If you want to sleep then stay at 

home, it is disrespectful to me and to 

your classmates that are trying to 

learn.”  Needless to say, after the first 

couple of times, not too many people 

entered his classroom thinking they 

would pick up a quiet nap. 

   As stated in Bernd’s memorial ser-

vice, he was a man that called many 

to action, including myself.  I am and 

have been a dedicated preservationist 

ever since he imparted his knowledge 

and wisdom in the room that now 

bears his name.  I believe that the 

preservation mindset is something 

that is born into certain people and all 

it takes is the right spark to ignite the 

flame.  Bernd was that spark for me 

and that fire will burn for the rest of 

my life. 

   He was able to convey to his stu-

dents, in simple ways, the value of 

preserving the built environment.  All 

those old buildings are an embodi-

ment of our collective history.  They 

are from a specific time and place and 

will forever speak for those who built 

and occupied them.  They create the 

backdrop of our daily lives. 

   The communities that are wise 

enough to retain their built heritage 

are richer for it.  They will have that 

illusive “sense of place” that is so 

lacking in our modern, homogenized 

society. 

   Bernd was forever the educator.  A 

few years ago when I was working on 

the ever-evolving preservation 

awards, Bernd was visiting with me 

about the photographs I was prepar-

ing.  He was complimentary of the 

work I had done.  I said that I needed 

a better camera.  He looked at me and 

said, “Michael, it is not the camera 

that makes a difference between a 

good and bad photo, it is the eye and 

mind behind the camera that makes 

the difference.”  He was right and that 

gave me all the confidence I needed at 

the time.  I will always have fond 

memories of Bernd for he was a per-

son who had one of the most power-

ful and positive impacts on my life. 

Bernd Foerster, Professor and Dean Emeritus of the College of Architecture, Planning, and Design 

 at Kansas State University and Kansas Preservation Alliance founder, died on Monday, Nov. 8, 2010.  He was 86. 
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Training Manhattan’s Historic Resources Board 

   The purpose of the Historic Resources Board (HRB) is to encourage the preservation, restoration, and rehabilitation of 

historic properties within the City of Manhattan through the designation of Historic Sites, Structures, and Districts as 

per Ordinance 6065.  The Board also advises the City Commission on matters related to historic preservation and it is-

sues Certificates of Appropriateness on locally designated historic properties. 

   Manhattan is one of fifteen Certified Local Governments (CLGs) in Kansas.  CLGs take on more historic preservation 

responsibilities than other communities and, in turn, benefit from access to a special pool of grant money. 

   Manhattan’s HRB usually meets on the fourth Monday of each month, 4:00 p.m. at City Hall, although it’s not unusual 

for special meetings to be called.  Current members of the HRB are Tom Roberts, chair; George Lauppe, vice chair; Dea 

Brokesh; Michael Dudek; Michael Krysko; Derek Richards; and Patrick Schaub.  The City’s staff liaison to the HRB is 

Cam Moeller who may be reached by phone at 785-587-2412 or by email  at MOELLER@ci.manhattan.ks.us. 

   On October 11th Katrina Ringler, State CLG Coordinator in the State Historic Preservation Office, provided preserva-

tion training for Manhattan’s HRB.  Katrina explained that, when faced with a decision, the first step is to determine 

which statute applies.  Manhattan has a local preservation ordinance that applies to locally designated properties.  Pro-

jects requiring permits trigger project scrutiny on behalf of locally designated properties as well as state and national 

registered properties. 

Certificate of Appropriateness 
 

Mandated by local ordinance. 

For locally designated buildings 

and districts only. 

Use standards adopted in ordi-

nance as well as any adopted de-

sign guidelines specific to the 

property or district. 

Often triggered by a permit, but 

not always.  Some local ordi-

nances say “all projects” involv-

ing historic properties or have 

other triggers for review. 

Usually does not include 

“environs.”  Check your local or-

dinance. 

Can sometimes consider financial 

impact on owner (Economic 

Hardship). 

State Law 
 

KSA 75-2724—state statute. 

For buildings listed in the State 

and/or National Register and con-

tributors within a state or national 

register district. 

Use Standards for Rehabilitation (or 

the over arching Standards for the 

Treatment of Historic Properties). 

Triggered by action of the state or 

a subdivision of the state (i.e. city, 

county, school board, etc.) — of-

ten means a locally required per-

mit (i.e. building permit, sign per-

mit, demolition permit, etc.)  In-

cludes interior work. 

The SHPO or an authorized his-

toric preservation commission 

(HPC) must review a project to 

determine if it will “encroach 

upon, damage, or destroy” the 

listed property. 

If the SHPO or HPC find that the 

project will adversely impact a 

property, then the local governing 

body must determine if there are 

an “feasible and prudent alterna-

tives” to the project.  If not, then 

plans must be made to minimize 

harm caused by the project. 

Environs 
 

KSA 75-2724—state statute. 

For any project within 500 feet of 

a State or National Register-listed 

property or district (1000 feet in 

an unincorporated area) 

Use Guidelines for Evaluating the 

Effects of Projects on Environs 

Triggered by action of the state or 

a subdivision of the state (i.e. city, 

county, school board, etc.) - often 

means a locally required permit 

(i.e. building permit, sign permit, 

demolition permit, etc.).  Typi-

cally does not include interiors. 

Kansas is rare in that we have an 

“environs” law that goes beyond 

state-owned  properties. 

The SHPO or an authorized his-

toric preservation commission 

(HPC) must review a project to 

determine if it will “encroach 

upon, damage, or destroy” the 

environs of a listed property. 

If the SHPO or HPC find that the 

project will adversely impact the 

environs, then the local governing 

body must determine if there are 

any  “feasible and prudent alter-

natives” to the project.  If not, 

then plans must be made to mini-

mize harm caused by the project. 

 

The board of directors of the 

Manhattan/Riley County 

Preservation Alliance, Inc. 

has voted to contribute 

$500 to the 

Kansas Preservation Alliance, Inc. 

to be added to an 

endowment fund 

honoring Bernd Foerster. 
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   The U.S. Secretary of Interior has provided standards by which to determine if projects are appropriate to historic 

properties.  Depending on the nature of the project, a particular set of standards and guidelines is selected. 

Standards for Preservation Standards for Rehabilitation 

1. A property will be used as it was historically, or be 

given a new use that maximizes the retention of dis-

tinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial rela-

tionships.  Where a treatment and use have not been 

identified, a property will be protected and, if neces-

sary, stabilized until additional work may be under-

taken. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained 

and preserved.  The replacement of intact or repairable 

historic materials or alteration of features, spaces, and 

spatial relationships that characterize a property will 

be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical records 

of its time, place, and use.  Work needed to stabilize, 

consolidate, and conserve existing historic materials 

and features will be physically and visually compati-

ble, identifiable upon close inspection, and properly 

documented for future research. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic sig-

nificance in their own right will be retained and pre-

served. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construc-

tion techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 

characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. The existing condition of historic features will be 

evaluated to determine the appropriate level of inter-

vention needed.  Where the severity of deterioration 

requires repair or limited replacement of a distinctive 

feature, the new material will match the old in compo-

sition, design, color, and texture. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will 

be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.  

Treatments that cause damage to historic materials 

will not be used. 

8. Archeological resources will be protected and pre-

served in place.  If such resources must be disturbed, 

mitigation measures will be undertaken. 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be 

given a new use that requires minimal change to its 

distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial rela-

tionships. 

2. The historic character of a property will be retained 

and preserved.  The removal of distinctive materials or 

alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships 

that characterize a property will be avoided. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record 

of its time, place, and use.  Changes that create a false 

sense of historical development, such as adding con-

jectural features or elements from other historic prop-

erties, will not be undertaken. 

4. Changes to a property that have acquired historic sig-

nificance in their own right will be retained and pre-

served. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construc-

tion techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 

characterize a property will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather 

than replaced.  Where the severity of deterioration re-

quires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new 

feature will match the old in design, color, texture, 

and, where possible, materials.  Replacement of miss-

ing features will be substantiated by documentary and 

physical evidence. 

7. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will 

be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.  

Treatments that cause damage to historic materials 

will not be used. 

8. Archeological resources will be protected and pre-

served in place.  If such resources must be disturbed, 

mitigation measures will be undertaken. 

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new 

construction will not destroy historic materials, fea-

tures, and spatial relationships that characterize the 

property.  The new work shall be differentiated from 

the old and will be compatible with the historic mate-

rials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing 

to protect the integrity of the property and its envi-

rons. 

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construc-

tion will be undertaken in a such a manner that, if re-

moved in the future, the essential form and integrity of 

the historic property and its environment would be 

unimpaired. 

 

Is your December over-scheduled and hectic with 

shopping, wrapping, parties, and special events? 

The PA board of directors is planning a relaxing, stress-

free post-holiday social event for all members in January. 

Details to follow.  
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1. Reconstruction will be used to depict vanished or non-

surviving portions of a property when documentary 

and physical evidence is available to permit accurate 

reconstruction with minimal conjecture, and such re-

construction is essential to the public understanding of 

the property. 

2. Reconstruction of a landscape, building, structure, or 

object in its historic location will be preceded by a 

thorough archeological investigation to identify and 

evaluate those features and artifacts which are essen-

tial to an accurate reconstruction.  If such resources 

must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be under-

taken. 

3. Reconstruction will include measures to preserve any 

remaining historic materials, features, and spatial rela-

tionships. 

4. Reconstruction will be based on the accurate duplica-

tion of historic features and elements substantiated by 

documentary or physical evidence rather than on con-

jectural designs or the availability of different features 

from other historic properties.  A reconstructed prop-

erty will re-create the appearance of the non-surviving 

historic property in materials, design, color, and tex-

ture. 

5. A reconstruction will be clearly identified as a contem-

porary re-creation. 

6. Designs that were never executed historically will not 

be constructed. 

Standards for Restoration Standards for Reconstruction 

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be 

given a new use which reflects the property’s restora-

tion period. 

2. Materials and features from the restoration period will 

be retained and preserved.  The removal of materials 

or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relation-

ships that characterize the period will not be under-

taken. 

3. Each property will be recognized as a physical record 

of its time, place, and use.  Work needed to stabilize, 

consolidate and conserve materials and features from 

the restoration period will be physically and visually 

compatible, identifiable upon close inspection, and 

properly documented for future research. 

4. Materials, features, spaces, and finishes that character-

ize other historical periods will be documented prior 

to their alteration or removal. 

5. Distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construc-

tion techniques or examples of craftsmanship that 

characterize the restoration period will be preserved. 

6. Deteriorated features from the restoration period will 

be repaired rather than replaced.  Where the severity 

of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive 

feature, the new feature will match the old in design, 

color, texture, and where possible, materials. 

7. Replacement of missing features from the restoration 

period will be substantiated by documentary and 

physical evidence.  A false sense of history will not be 

created by adding conjectural features, features from 

other properties, or by combining features that never 

existed together historically. 

8. Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will 

be undertaken using the gentlest means possible.  

Treatments that cause damage to historic materials 

will not be used. 

9. Archeological resources affected by a project will be 

protected and preserved in place.  If such resources 

must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be under-

taken. 

10. Designs that were never executed historically will not 

be constructed. 

   The legalities associated with historic preservation can be complex and intimidating.  Help is available at the State His-

toric Preservation Office (785-272-8681 ext. 240).  The services of preservation specialists are also available for hire.  Con-

tact the state preservation office for information about private preservation firms.    

M/RCPA Officers & Directors 

2010—2011 

Kathy Dzewaltowski—President 

Gary Ellis 

Sara Fisher—Vice President 

Linda Glasgow 

Nancy Holmes 

Michael Mecseri 

Dori Milldyke—Secretary 

Debbie Nuss 

Pat O’Brien 

Marina Pecar-Krstic 

Barbara Poresky—Treasurer 

Gina Riffel 

 

 

If you have old sheets that you could donate to the 

Wolf House Museum for covering furniture, 
please bring to the 

 Riley County Historical Museum, 2309 Claflin Road. 
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Strasser & Wolf: 

One Stone House Helping Another 

   The Strasser House, located on 

North Fourth Street in Manhattan 

(formerly 326 Laramie), was built in 

1874. 

   The history of the house is available 

online at preservemanhattan.org in 

the April 2007 newsletter.  The house 

was placed on the National Register 

of Historic Places on July 6th, 2010. 

   The Friends of the Wolf House first 

toured the Strasser House on January 

17th, 2010.  An article about that visit  

appears in the February 2010, news-

letter. 

   In the spirit of “one stone house 

helping another,” McCullough Devel-

opment, Inc., owner of the Strasser 

House, Schultz Construction, contrac-

tor, and Ebert Mayo Design Group 

once again teamed up to assist the 

funding effort to renovate the Wolf 

House by offering special access to 

the dramatically transformed house 

as a thank you to faithful Wolf House 

donors. 

   The Strasser House returned to ser-

vice as duplex apartments on Decem-

ber 1st, 2010.  The apartments are 

managed as part of the Strasser Land-

ing complex owned by McCullough 

Development, Inc. 

   The tour of the Strasser House con-

cluded with a Friends reception at the 

National Register designated Leslie 

Fitz House, 1014 Houston Street, 

home of Ron and Dixie West.  Dixie 

has served as president of the Riley 

County Historical Society in 2010. 

   Friends organizers will continue to 

provide special opportunities to Wolf 

House donors in the future. 

   The Wolf House Museum (630 Fre-

mont in Manhattan, corner of Fre-

mont and Juliette) portrays domestic 

life in Manhattan during the 1880’s.   

   The dining room was renovated last 

winter thanks to funding provided by 

the Manhattan Fund—Caroline Peine 

Charitable Foundation; the Riley 

County Historical Society; and the 

Friends of the Wolf House, an interest 

group within the Historical Society.  

This new “old” room now looks terri-

fic.  Articles about the project can be 

viewed online at preservemanhat-

tan.org in both the February and May 

2010 newsletters. 

   As of November first the Wolf 

House closed for another renovation 

project.  This time the Caroline Peine 

Charitable Foundation is providing 

funding to help the house’s west bed-

room and parlor.  The plan is to re-

move the wallpaper, stabilize plaster 

ceilings and walls, and paint the 

woodwork in both rooms.  Histori-

cally appropriate wallpapers will be 

applied. 

   The Friends of the Wolf House have 

once again led the fundraising effort 

to provide the necessary grant match 

to the Peine grant.  The Friends are 

also working to provide enough 

money to pay for some extras such as 

replacement curtains in the parlor.  

The goal is to raise at least $20,000.  A 

very generous gift from Steve and 

Debbie Saroff began the campaign. 

   Categories for giving to the Friends 

of the Wolf House are in the follow-

ing increments:  $25, $50, $100, $250, 

$500, $1,000, $1,500, and Other.  Tax 

deductible donation checks  to the 

Riley County Historical Society con-

tinue to be accepted.  Write “Wolf 

House” on the check’s comment line 

and send to the Riley County Histori-

cal Society, 2309 Claflin Road, Man-

hattan, Kansas  66502. 

The Strasser House 
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The kitchens in apartments A (downstairs) and B (upstairs) are identical, 

one above the other.  The sink’s countertop is configured to provide a 

breakfast bar for two.  The near wall features tall cabinets that match those 

shown along on the far refrigerator-and-stove wall. 

  A common front entrance opens to a small foyer with the door into 

apartment A a step to the right and stairs leading straight up to a small 

landing with the door into apartment B also a step to the right. 

The historic newel post and lower part of the banister have been retained. 

The upper part of the banister was sacrificed in 

order to maximize space in apt. B. 

Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance, Inc.            December, 2010 

The apartments are finished in 

a neutral palette with white trim 

and contemporary fixtures.     

Each apartment has a living 

room, kitchen, bedroom, bathroom, 

and full size laundry closet. 

McCullough Development’s 

Rich Seidler (pointing) and 

Charlie Busch (blue shirt) 

explained project choices to 

a rapt audience of about fifteen 

people who expressed their 

gratitude with applause. 
Bedroom, apartment A. 
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McCall Road Extension & 

North Fourth/North Third Street Re-alignment: 

Considering the Section 106 Process 

   Members of the general public,  including six members of the Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance’s board 

of directors, attended the McCall Road extension/North Fourth and North Third Streets re-alignment presentation held 

on the evening of Wednesday, November 3rd, at the Riley County Seniors Service Center in Manhattan. 

   The City of Manhattan and Alfred Benesch & Company (formerly known as HWS Consulting Group, Inc.), entered 

into a contract on October 5, 2010, to develop approximately 1,000 linear feet of new arterial roadway connecting the 

McCall Road/U.S. 24 (Tuttle Creek Boulevard) intersection with the roundabout intersection at North Fourth Street and 

Bluemont Avenue. 

   The proposed North Fourth Street re-alignment has been designed to carve through the Goodnow Park neighbor-

hood’s residential and commercial areas.  A twin project would bow Third Street towards the west through the 

neighborhood.  The exact path of the new arterial has been labeled on the map as “preliminary—subject to change.”  The 

project manager estimated the number of affected properties to be  “between five and one hundred.” 

   The proposed project is to be funded in part by the Kansas Department of Transportation Surface Transportation Pro-

gram.  Because federal dollars would be invested in this project, a review under Section 106 the National Historic Preser-

vation Act (NHPA) is required. 

   Saving Places That Matter, a book by Thomas F. King, provides some information about the Section 106 process: 

   Places, known interchangeably as “historic properties” or “historic resources,” that might be regarded as historic 

places requiring consideration under Section 106 of the NHPA include “districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects 

included on or eligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places.” 

   So does a place need to be listed on the National Register before Section 106 applies?  No.  Just because a place hasn’t 

been formally designated as historic doesn’t mean it isn’t historic. 

   Most places on the National Register are associated with specific historical events or people, or broad patterns of inter-

national, national, state, regional, tribal, or local history.  Properties can also be eligible if they have  architectural value, 

engineering value, archeological value, or cultural value. 

   Section 106 also deals with a variety of effects such as visual effects, auditory effects, changes in land use, and changes 

in traffic patterns.  

   The agency proposing, assisting, or considering permitting the project is required to consult the State Historic Preser-

vation Officer (SHPO).  Licensing also counts as an “undertaking” and thus triggers Section 106.  The SHPO, according 

to Section 106 regulations, is to “reflect the interests of the State and its citizens in the preservation of their cultural heri-

tage.” 

   Other parties to be consulted are the project proponent, local governments, Indian tribes, and other interested groups 

and individuals.  The Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance would have liked the consultative process to begin 

far earlier, even though KDOT does not usually initiate consultation until they have project plans. 

   Section 106 says “Consultation means the process of seeking, discussing, and considering the views of other partici-

pants, and, where feasible, seeking agreement with them regarding matters arising in the section 106 process.” 

   Consultation is a key aspect of the Section 106 Review.  Another equally important key aspect is mitigation, or the 

resolution of adverse effects.  The National Trust has a good summary of mitigation possibilities at         

http://www.preservationnation.org/resources/legal-resources/understanding-preservation-law/federal-law/section-106.  

According to Saving Places That Matter  

Consultation means that consulting parties must be identified and then actually consulted. 

Consultation is defined as actual discussion, considering, sitting down and talking with one another. 

Consultation is a back and forth discussion with the aim of solving problems. 

Consultation is more than “tell us what you think, citizens; we’ll maybe listen then let you know when we make our 

decision.” 

Consultation is more than “public notice.” 

Consultation ought to provide opportunities to talk, to listen, and to consider. 

Consultation is supposed to start as early as possible. 
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Please detach here to return your membership acceptance 

 

MANHATTAN/RILEY COUNTY PRESERVATION ALLIANCE 
 

ANNUAL (2010-2011) MEMBERSHIP ACCEPTANCE 
                                                                                                          

                 ____    $   15+  STUDENT 

The M/RCPA is a tax exempt 501(c)(3) organization.    ____    $   35+  MAINTENANCE           

                        ____    $100+ HISTORICAL 

                                                                                                          ____    $250+  PRESERVATION 

Please make your check payable to M/RCPA 

and send to P.O. Box 1893, Manhattan, Kansas 66505-1893 
 

Name: 
 

Address: 
 

Print your name as you wish it to appear in the newsletter: 

 

Please provide your e-mail address to receive the newsletter via the internet: 

 

If you prefer to receive your newsletter through the postal service, check here:  ____  

$15 Student Level 
 Joanne Goldstein. 

$35 Maintenance Level 
Barbara Anderson, Wayne M. (Mick) Charney, Kenneth & Margaret Conrow, Michael & Janet Danenberg, Nancy 

Danner, Michael & Ann Dudek, Rev. H. Wayne & Beverly Fink, Sara Fisher, Mary Ann Fleming, Deanna & Dan Hall, 

Charles & Charlotte Herr, Marjorie Heyne, Robin Higham, Corina & Cornelius Hugo, Lance & Melanie Klein, 

Marianne Korten, Bonnie Lynn-Sherow, Elaine & Robert Mohr, Jerry & Martha Powell, Bill Pallett, Roger & Virginia 

Reitz, Lauren W. Ritterbush, Mike & Karen Sheffield, Geri & Todd Simon, Richard & Kimberly Smith, Brenda Spencer, 

Joan Strickler, Erma Verhage, Ray & Patricia Weisenburger, Alvin & Edna Williams. 

$100 Historical Level 
John & Sheri Adams, Mimi Balderson, Bowman Bowman Novick, Frances Ellis, Gary & Paula Ellis, Tom                 

Giller-Commerce Bank, Nancy Holmes, Mark & Ann Knackendoffel, John & Cindy LaBarge, Eugene J. Laughlin, 

Karen & John McCulloh, Dori Milldyke, Jayme Morris-Hardeman & Brain Hardeman, Marina Pecar-Krstic, Barbara & 

Ernie Peck, Virginia Quiring, John and Barbara Rees, Dan & Mitzi Richards, Le Juan Shrimplin, Bob & Mary Stamey, 

Chuck & Marsha Tannehill, Barbara Withee. 

$250 Preservation Level 
Mary Dean Apel, Burke & Margery Bayer, David & Kathy Dzewaltowski, Ralph Fontenot, Larry & Linda Glasgow, 

Hittle Landscape Architects, Master Landscape, Inc., Debbie Nuss & Brad Fenwick, Pat O’Brien, Perry Peine, Barbara 

Poresky, Gwyn & Gina Riffel, Steve & Debbie Saroff, Steve & Whitney Short, Kevin West & Alyn Pennington West. 

M/RCPA Membership Roster 2010—2011 

Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance, Inc.            December, 2010 

   Key words and phrases to understand are 

Process:  something that develops over time and involves interactions among parties 

Seeking:  reaching out to find out what people think 

Discussing:  talking with people to find out what they think 

Considering:  the actual thinking about who should be included in the process and what those people think 

Other participants:  beyond the SHPO and beyond technical experts 

Seeking agreement:  negotiating to reach agreement among participants. 
    

   One member of the public who attended the November 3rd meeting explained that his house had been in the family 

since 1939.  He asked who would want to live there now?  It is hoped that the Section 106 process will answer the 

neighborhood’s many questions. 

 



 

M/RCPA 

P.O. Box 1893 

Manhattan, KS 

66505-1893 

Contact us at P.O. Box 1893, Manhattan, Kansas  66505 —1893 or at info@preservemanhattan.org. 

See us on the web at www.preservemanhattan.org. 

Local Preservationist 

Now Kansas Preservation Alliance President 

   On November 1, 2010, Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance board member Linda Glasgow began serving as 

the Kansas Preservation Alliance’s president. 

   The Kansas Preservation Alliance (KPA) is a private 501 (c) (3) organization that works as an advocate for historic pres-

ervation throughout the state of Kansas in cooperation with the National Trust, the State Historic Preservation Office, 

and local preservation groups.  The Manhattan/Riley County Preservation Alliance is a member of the KPA as is the City 

of Manhattan. 

   When rehabilitation tax credits were capped during the 2009  state legislative session, causing disruption to preserva-

tion projects around the state, the KPA raised $18,800 to be used as a match for a grant from the State Historic Preserva-

tion Office (SHPO).  The grant was used to retain economic specialists from Rutgers University’s Center for Urban Policy 

Research in order to document the effect that the rehabilitation tax credit program has had.  Favorable results of the 

study supported the advocacy campaign that in 2010 returned the tax credit program to its original status. 

   Preservationists from around the state will be carefully watching legislative action in 2011, concerned that rehabilita-

tion tax credits might be in danger again.  The KPA intends to maintain its firm advocacy for those tax credits which 

have done so much for historic buildings locally and throughout the state. 

   Because legislative action necessitated a dramatic expenditure of funds on behalf of the rehabilitation tax credit pro-

gram, the KPA has been engaged in some serious belt-tightening and fund raising.  One way to show support for reha-

bilitation tax credits is to become a member of the KPA, an organization with a history of advocacy for those credits.  

More information is available on the KPA’s website, www.kpalliance.org, and on the KPA’s Facebook page. 


