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This property is listed in the National Register of Historic 
Places in accordance with the attached nomination documentation 
subject to the following exceptions, exclusions, or amendments, 
notwithstanding the National Park Service certification included 
in the nomination documentation.
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Signature of the Keeper Date of Action

===== ====
Amended Items in Nomination:

The following amendments should be made to the documentation 
submitted with this nomination: 1) the nomination makes a case
for historical significance so criterion A should be checked at 
the outset of section 8; 2) criterion B is not claimed so the 
Significant Person line should be left blank; 3) the 
contributing site is the Arroyo Chico Park, the contributing 
structure is the redesigned water tower, and the contributing 
object is the cast iron steet signage discussed in section 7, 
page 10. These issues have been discussed over the telephone 
with Kathy McKoy of the Arizona SHPO.
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National Register property file
Nominating Authority (without nomination attachment)
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1 ■ Name of Property
historic name Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
other names/site number None

2. Location Bounded by
street & number Broadway, Country Club, C. Campestre & Randolph Wav 
city, town TucSOn

J not for publication |\|//\ 
J vicinity M/A

state Arizona code AZ. county Pima code A0019 zip code 85711

3. Classification
Ownership of Property 
m private 
m public-local 
I I public-state 
I I public-Federal

Category of Property 
I I building(s) 
m district 
I I site 
I I structure

3 object

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing Noncontributing 

32 78 buildings
1 _______sites
1 _______structures
1 _______objects

35 78 Total
Na^^of related multiple property listing: Number of contributing resources previously 

listed in the National Register 1

4. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Presen/ation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
^nomination dl request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my ^^ion, the property^ meets CUdoes not meet the National Register criteria. CUsee continuation sheet.

Signature of certifying officii

State or Federal agency and bureau / /

o/te

In my opinion, the property Id meets ddoes not meet the National Register criteria, dsee continuation sheet.

Signature of commenting or other official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

5. National Park Service Certification /n
I, hereby, certify that this property is:
VpCenXered in the National Register.

I I See continuation sheet, 
d determined eligible for the National 

Register, dl See continuation sheet.
I I determined not eligible for the 

National Register.

~\ removed from the National Register, 
pother, (explain:)_________________

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action
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1. Name of Property 
historicname Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
other names/site number None 

2. Location Bounded 
street & number Broadwa 
city, town Tucson 
state Arizona 

3. Classification 
Ownership of Property 
[X] private 
[X] public-local 
D public-State 
D public-Federal 

Countr Club C. Cam estre 

code AZ . county Pi ma 

Category of Property 
D building(s) 
[X] district 
Dsite 
D structure 
Oobject 

Name of related multiple property listing: 
N/A 

4. State/Federal Agency Certification 

not for publication 
vicinity N/A 

code A0019 zip code 85711 

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing 

32 
1 
1 
1 

35 

Noncontributing 
78 buildings 

___ sites 
___ structures 
___ objects 

78 Total 

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register ____ _ 

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this 
~ nomination D request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the 
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. 
In my · ion, the property . meets D does not meet the National Register criteria. D See continual/; ~,7} g-
Signa ure of certifying offici ' , ~D~....,t~e---+, -----
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State or Federal age~cy and bureau ► > 

In my opinion , the property D meets D does not meet the National Register criteria. D See continuation sheet. 

Signature of commenting or other official 

State or Federal agency and bureau 

5. National Park Service Certification 
~?by, certify that this property is: 

l_¢~ered in the National Register. 
D See continuation sheet. 

D determined eligible for the National 
Register. D See continuation sheet. 

D determined not eligible for the 
National Register. 

D removed from the National Register. 
D other, (explain:) _______ _ 

Date 

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action 



6. Function or Use
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Domestic _________
Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Domestic

7. Description
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions)

Late 19th and 20th century revivals 
Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival 
Pueblo Revival___________________

Materials (enter categories from instructions) 

foundation N/A_______________________
wails Stucco

roof Terra Cotta 
other_______________

Describe present and historic physical appearance.

fXl See continuation sheet

6. Function or Use 
Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Domestic 

7. Description 
Architectural Classification 
(enter categories from instructions) 

Late 19th and 20th century revivals 
Mission/Spanish Colonial Revival 
Pueblo Revival 

Describe present and historic physical appearance. 

Current Functions (enter categories from instructions) 

Domestic 

Materials (enter categories from instructions) 

foundation N A -~~--------------
w a II s Stucco 

roof __ T'-'e""'r___,r--=a=----=C=oc..:tc..:t=a'---__________ _ 
other __________________ _ 

[X] See continuation sheet 



NPSForm 0MB Apftio^ Mo. fOMOOff

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet

Section number Page

SUMMARY STATEMENT

Located in the central part of Tucson, Arizona, the Colonia Solana Residential Historic 
District (1928-1941) is made up of 110 distinctive single family residences which are 
excellent examples of Period Revival and Contemporary styles within a unique and 
outstanding subdivision plan. The informal, non-geometric subdivision plat is one of the 
first in Arizona to incorporate a non-symmetrical, curvilinear layout. The plat includes a 
natural arroyo which runs diagonally across the southern portion and which becomes an 
integral part of the district. The subdivision is clearly defined by rectilinear boundary 
avenues which contain the gently arcing small-scale subdivision streets. Native desert 
plant materials are used in an unusual, naturalistic fashion in specific areas to unify the 
district and provide an open desert atmosphere within the city. The implementation of 
early deed restrictions and architectural review controlled construction, prevented non- 
conforming uses, and helped insure a constant use of the iand throughout the area. The 
community plan, landscaping character, and architecturally significant residential structures 
combine to create a precise, cohesive historic district and visible sense of time and place.

The single most outstanding factor to the cohesiveness of the Colonia Solana 
Neighborhood is its historic subdivision plan. The age and architectural character of its 
older residences lend additional validity to its historical character. Of the 110 residences 
built there, 32 are considered contributors. We are recommending at least an additional 19 
residences be added to the nomination as they meet the age criteria, subject to review for 
inclusion of additionai residences at the time of application.

Development within the district generally has been uniform since 1929, with pauses in 
construction during the Depression and during WWII. There are twenty-two residences 
which are fifty or more years old (built before 1938),one of which was not included owing to 
extensive renovation, and eleven homes which were constructed between 1938 and 1942. 
These later houses are considered to be contributing, although they are not yet 50 years 
old, because of their architectural integrity and their contribution to the cohesion of the 
neighborhood. These houses are stylistically similar to the older houses, - the era in 
which all of these houses were built ended in 1941 with the start of World War II. Seventy- 
seven houses were constructed after 1945 to the present.

The community plan, the landscape architecture, and the eligible residential properties are 
significantly intact and display a high degree of integrity. Additionally, the condition of the 
properties is good and careful maintenance over the years has helped preserve the 
appearance and unique sense of place within the district boundaries.

DISTRICT CHARACTERISTICS

The subdivision plat for Colonia Solana was approved by the City of Tucson and by Pima 
County in 1928. At that time, the planned subdivision was located in the desert east of the
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Located in the central part of Tucson , Arizona, the Colonia Solana Residential Historic 
District (1928-1941) is made up of 110 distinctive single family residences which are 
excellent examples of Period Revival and Contemporary styles within a unique and 
outstanding subdivision plan . The informal , non-geometric subdivision plat is one of the 
first in Arizona to incorporate a non-symmetrical, curvilinear layout. The plat includes a 
natural arroyo which runs diagonally across the southern portion and which becomes an 
integral part of the district. The subdivision is clearly defined by rectilinear boundary 
avenues which contain the gently arcing small -scale subdivision streets. Native desert 
plant materials are used in an unusual , naturalistic fashion in specific areas to unify the 
district and provide an open desert atmosphere within the city . The implementation of 
early deed restrictions and architectural review controlled construction, prevented non
conforming uses, and helped insure a constant use of the land throughout the area. The 
community plan, landscaping character, and architecturally significant residential structures 
combine to create a precise , cohesive historic district and visible sense of time and place . 

The single most outstanding factor to the cohesiveness of the Colonia Solana 
Neighborhood is its historic subdivision plan . The age and architectural character of its 
older residences lend additional validity to its historical character. Of the 11 O residences 
built there, 32 are considered contributors . We are recommending at least an additional 19 
residences be added to the nomination as they meet the age criteria , subject to review for 
inclusion of additional residences at the time of application . 

Development within the district generally has been uniform since 1929, with pauses in 
construction during the Depression and during WWII . There are twenty -two residences 
which are fifty or more years old (bu ilt before 1938),one of which was not included owing to 
extensive renovation, and eleven homes which were constructed between 1938 and 1942. 
These later houses are considered to be contributing , although they are not yet 50 years 
old , because of the ir architectural integrity and their contribution to the cohesion of the 
neighborhood. These houses are stylistically similar to the older houses , - the era in 
which all of these houses were built ended in 1941 with the start of World War II. Seventy
seven houses were constructed after 1945 to the present. 

The community plan, the landscape architecture , and the eligible residential properties are 
significantly intact and display a high degree of integrity. Additionally, the cond ition of the 
properties is good and careful maintenance over the years has helped preserve the 
appearance and unique sense of place within the district boundaries . 

DISTR ICT CHARACTERISTICS 

The subdivision plat for Colonia Solana was approved by the City of Tucson and by Pima 
County in 1928. At that time, the planned subdivision was located in the desert east of the 
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Tucson city limits and a little southwest of the El Conquistador Resort Hotel construction 
site. (The hotel was opened November 22, 1928 but was razed in the 1960's to make way 
for a shopping center.) Tucson has since grown around and far beyond the neighborhood. 
Arterial streets on two sides and two streets adjacent to Reid Park (previously named 
Randolf Park) on the other two sides give strong definition to the district boundaries. 
Moreover, El Encanto Estates and El Con Shopping Center to the north and Reid Park to 
the east and south provide a strong permanent buffer. Neighborhood development exists 
only to the west. Colonia Solana retains a unique sense of privacy and place. This is due 
to the stability of the surrounding area, the strength of the community plan and the 
subdivision layout, the preservation of the original desert landscaping, the retention of well 
defined deed restrictions for fifty years, and architectural review during much of that 
period. In addition, the recent development of a comprehensive neighborhood plan will 
serve to help preserve and protect this unique subdivision in the future. However, 
Broadway to the north is one of the major traffic arteries in Tucson and is destined to 
become a wider and more developed thoroughfare which will influence the development of 
the remaining vacant lots along its frontage. This is the major threat to the integrity of 
Colonia Solana.

On entering Colonia Solana one finds many curving streets; large lots, many covered with 
desert vegetation: small patches of desert at street intersections: and Arroyo Chico, a 
desert riparian zone, or tree-lined stream bed, which snakes through the southern half of 
the district.

Access to the district is not particularly limited, although through traffic within the 
neighborhood is not a problem because of the presence of Reid Park and because no street 
is a through connector. Arroyo Chico also serves as an internal buffer. Three streets 
terminate at the feeder streets on either side, but no street runs directly through the 
subdivision from one side to the other. Via Palos Verdes, Via Golondrina, Via Guadalupe, 
and Via Esperanza curve through the neighborhood and terminate at boundary streets 
running 90 degrees from their streets of origin. Avenida de Palmas, Calle Chaparita, and 
Arroyo Chico terminate within the district. While auto traffic is limited, there are some 
pedestrians and bike riders from the park. ( Actually, the neighborhood is used by runners, 
hikers, and bike riders as an extension of the park. Running events are conducted 
regularly throughout the neighborhood.)

DISTRICT BOUNDARIES 

Defined Boundaries

The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is approximately in the center of the City of 
Tucson (population 600,000) which lies in the Santa Cruz Valley, sixty-five miles north of 
the Mexican border. Four mountain ranges surround the City which is about 2,400 feet 
above sea level. The historic district boundaries are formed by two major arterial streets - 
Broadway Boulevard to the north and Country Club Road to the West, and two smaller 
streets - Randolph Way to the east and Camino Campestre to the south. Excluded from the
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Tucson city limits and a little southwest of the El Conquistador Resort Hotel construction 
site . (The hotel was opened November 22 , 1928 but was razed in the 1960's to make way 
for a shopping center. ) Tucson has since grown around and far beyond the neighborhood . 
Arterial streets on two sides and two streets adjacent to Reid Park (previously named 
Randolf Park) on the other two sides give strong definition to the district boundaries . 
Moreover, El Encanto Estates and El Con Shopping Center to the north and Reid Park to 
the east and south provide a strong permanent buffer. Neighborhood development ex ists 
only to the west. Colonia Solana retains a unique sense of privacy and place . This is due 
to the stability of the surrounding area , the strength of the community plan and the 
subdiv ision layout, the preservation of the original desert landscaping, the retention of well 
defined deed restrictions for fifty years , and architectural review during much of that 
period . In addition , the recent development of a comprehensive neighborhood plan will 
serve to help preserve and protect this unique subdivision in the future . However, 
Broadway to the north is one of the major traffic arteries in Tucson and is destined to 
become a wider and more developed thoroughfare which will influence the development of 
the remaining vacant lots along its frontage . This is the major threat to the integrity of 
Colonia Solana. 

On entering Colonia Solana one finds many curving streets ; large lots, many covered with 
desert vegetation ; small patches of desert at street intersections ; and Arroyo Chico , a 
desert ripar ian zone , or tree-lined stream bed, which snakes through the southern half of 
the district. 

Access to the district is not part icularly limited, although through traffic within the 
neighborhood is not a problem because of the presence of Reid Park and because no street 
is a through connector. Arroyo Chico also serves as an internal buffer. Three streets 
terminate at the feeder streets on either side, but no street runs directly through the 
subdiv ision from one side to the other. Via Palos Verdes , Via Golondrina, Via Guadalupe, 
and Via Esperanza curve through the neighborhood and terminate at boundary streets 
running 90 degrees from their streets of origin . Avenida de Palmas , Calle Chaparita, and 
Arroyo Chico terminate within the district. While auto traffic is limited, there are some 
pedestrians and bike riders from the park . ( Actually , the neighborhood is used by runners , 
hikers , and bike riders as an extension of the park . Running events are conducted 
regularly throughout the neighborhood. ) 

DISTRICT BOUNDARIES 

Defined Boundaries 

The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is approximately in the center of the City of 
Tucson (population 600 ,000) which lies in the Santa Cruz Valley , sixty-five miles north of 
the Mexican border. Four mountain ranges surround the City which is about 2,400 feet 
above sea level. The historic district boundaries are formed by two major arterial streets -
Broadway Boulevard to the north and Country Club Road to the West , and two smaller 
streets - Randolph Way to the east and Camino Campestre to the south . Excluded from the 
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district are two lots directly at tiie northeast corner, which v/ere not a part of the original 
subdivision and were not subject to the deed restrictions although at first were zoned for 
single family residences. In 1965, the zoning was changed to permit construction of 
commercial property only on these lots. A third lot, just south of the above lots, also was 
not included in the original subdivision and now contains apartments. However, since a 
historic water tower had been built within its boundaries, it is being included in the historic 
district. (The El Conquistador Water Tower was listed on the National Register in 1980.) 
Except for these excluded lots, the district boundaries are the same as the original 
subdivision plan of the neighborhood plotted in 1928 (see Appendix A for subdivision map). 
The district boundaries include approximaUely 150 acres of land with single family 
residential development of low density.

Currently, there are eight vacant lots with six of these being located along Broadway and 
Country Club. The other two are interior lots.

Justification of Boundaries

The district boundaries (except for the two northeast lots previously discussed), were 
chosen because they reflect the original and unchanged subdivision plat filed iri 1928, and 
because the district re.mains an unciianged and clearly defined entity. Two major arterials 
bound the district on the north and west and effectively isolate it from nearby commercial 
and residential areas. On the east and south, two low traffic access streets separate the 
district from Reid Park. Colonia Solaria maintains a distinct visual sense of time and place. 
The planned but informal curving narrow streets, the presence of native desert vegetation 
throughout the district, and the compatibility of the architecture throughout, all lend a 
consistent, unified atmosphere to this neighborhood in contrast to the other nearby 
residential areas. The curvilinear streets throughout, and the east to west bisection of the 
subdivision by the Arroyo Chico with its natural desert vegetation, create visual interest 
and an intimate, yet inviting, setting which reflect the splendor of this subdivision.

Colonia Solana is a rare island of wilderness within an urban landscape. El Encanto 
Estates to the north across Broadway is a low density but more formal planned 
subdivision. To the west across Country Club is a conventional Tucson residential 
neighborhood. To the east and south across Randolph Way and Camino Campestre 
stretches Reid Park, a green oasis designed for recreational use with a much different 
character.

DEFINITION OF PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE

The significance of the chosen period (192S-1941) is that it marks the start of construction 
in the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District and the ending of building activities at 
the beginning of World War li. All civilian construction of this type stopped throughout the 
country. A cultural period ended too, and postv/ar architecture was different. There had 
been consistent values during the prewar decade. This period, conceived of as a distinct 
and qualified whole, constitutes a historical entity and can be compared to similar 
developrnerit patterns throughout the United States.
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district are two lots directly at t!1e northeast corner, which were not a part of the original 
subdivision and were not subject to the deed restrictions although at first were zoned for 
single family residences. In 1965, the zoning was changed to permit construction of 
commercial property only on these lots. A third lot, just south of the above lots, also was 
not included in the original subdivision and now contains apartments. However, since a 
hi_,toric water tower had been built within Bs boundaries, it is being included in the historic 
district. (The El Conquistador Water Tower was listed on the National Register in 1980.) 
Except for these excluded lots , the district boundaries are the same as the original 
subdivision plan of the neighborhood plotted in 1926 (see Appendix A for subdivision map) . 
The district boundaries include approximately 150 acres of land with single family 
reside ntial development of low density. 

Currently, there are eight vacant lots with six of these being located along Broadway and 
Country Club. The other two are interior lots . 

Justification of Boundaries 

The district boundaries (except for the two northeast lots previously discussed) , were 
c hosen because they reflect the original and unchanged subdivision plat filed in 1928, and 
becaus e the district remains an unci1anged and clearly defined entity. Two major arterials 
bound the dictrict on the north and west and effectively isolate it f om nearby commercial 
and res idential areas . On the east and south, two low traffic access streets separate the 
district from Reid Park. Colonia Solana maintains a distinct visual sense of time and place . 
The planned but informal curving narrow streets, the presence of native desert vegetation 
tl1roughout the district, and the compatibili ty of the architecture throughout, all lend a 
cons istent , unified atmosphere to this neighborhood in contrast to the other nearby 
residential areas . The curvilinear streets throughout, and the east to west bisection of the 
subdivision by the Arroyo Chico wit~1 its natural desert vegetation, create visual interest 
ar.d an intimate , yet inviting, setting which reflect the splendor of this subdivision. 

Colonia Solana is a rare island o1 wilderness within an urban landscape . El Encanto 
Estates to the north across Broadway is a low density but more formal planned 
subd ivision . To the west across Country Club is a conventional Tucson residential 
neighborhood. To the east and south across Randolph Way and Camino Campestre 
stretches Reid Park , a green oasis designed for recreational use with a much different 
character. 

DEFINIT ION OF PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The s ignificance of the c hose:, period (1928-1941 ) is that it marks the start of construction 
in the Colon ia Solana Residentia: Hi sto ric Distric.;t and the ending of building activities at 
the beginning of World War Ii. .h.11 c iv i lian coiistruction of this type stopped throughout the 
cou ntry . A cultural period ended too , and postwar arch;tecture was different. Thero had 
been consistent values during the prewar decade . This period , conceived of as a distinct 
and qualified whole, constiiutes a historical entity and can be compared to similar 
dav elc,pr11er1t patt1:Hns throughout the united States . 
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Development in the District

in 1928, Country Club Realty Co. owned the land on which the Colonia Soiana subdivision 
now stands. The first house constructed there was a grand spec house built by George B. 
Echols (lot 70 & 71). In 1929, construction in this area was active with five houses being 
built, and between 1930 and 1931, six more homes were completed. The Depression, 
however, showed its negative effect and drastically slowed construction between 1931 and 
1932 with only two houses being built. Later between 1933-1934, no homes were 
constructed in Colonia Soiana. In 1935, however, construction began to pick up with two 
houses being buiit, and by 1937, six more were constructed. The period just prior to WWii, 
1939 to 1941, was the most active with eieven homes being constructed. The advent of 
WWII caused a complete halt to all building here, and from 1942 to 1945, not a single 
house was built in the neighborhood. Development began again in 1946 and continued at a 
relatively constant pace until the early sixties when, due to fewer lots, the rate of building 
became sporadic, with the iast residences being buiit in the early 1980's.

Development of Styles in the District

During the historic period, the Spanish Colonial Revival style was the dominant style in 
Colonia Soiana. Of the 33 homes constructed during this era, ali but seven were of the 
Spanish Colonial Revival style. However, during the post WWII period, the predominant 
choice was the Ranch style. After 1941, only seven Spanish Colonial Revival houses were 
built, as opposed to 59 Ranch style, nine Modern, one Internationai style and one 
Neoeclectic style residences.

Construction Patterns 

Construction Date

1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937
1938
1939
1940
1941 
1942-45

Residences Constructed

1-
5
6-
0-
2
0
0-
2-
4 
2. 
O' 
1
5 
5- 
0-

Inception

Depression

Renewed Growth

Pre-WWiI

WWII
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In 1928, Country Club Realty Co . owned the land on which the Colonia Solana subdivision 
now stands . The first house constructed there was a grand spec house built by George B. 
Echols (lot 70 & 71). In 1929, construction in this area was active with five houses being 
built, and between 1930 and 1931, six more homes were completed. The Depression , 
however, showed its negative effect and drastically slowed construction between 1931 and 
1932 with only two houses being built. Later between 1933-1934, no homes were 
constructed in Colonia Solana. In 1935, however, construction began to pick up with two 
houses being built, and by 1937, six more were constructed. The period just prior to WWII , 
1939 to 1941 , was the most active with eleven homes being constructed . The advent of 
WWII caused a complete halt to all building here , and from 1942 to 1945, not a single 
house was built in the neighborhood . Development began again in 1946 and continued at a 
relatively constant pace until the early sixties when, due to fewer lots , the rate of building 
became sporadic , with the last residences being built in the early 1980's . 

Development of Styles in the District 

During the historic period , the Spanish Colonial Revival style was the dominant style in 
Colonia Solana. Of the 33 homes constructed during this era , all but seven were of the 
Spanish Colonial Revival style . However, during the post WWII period, the predominant 
choice was the Ranch style . After 1941 , only seven Spanish Colonial Revival houses we re 
built, as opposed to 59 Ranch style, nine Modern, one International style and one 
Neoeclectic style residences . 

Construction Patterns 
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COLONIA SOLANA PLAN AND LANDSCAPE

Plan

Colonia Solana is a unique and important southwestern example of an American suburban 
planned subdivision of the late 1920's. It is related in character to the planned suburban 
communities outside larger American cities, such as the Country Club District of Kansas 
City, 1913-1933; Shaker Heights, Ohio, early 1920's; or the earlier Forest Hills Gardens, 
1911; or Riverside, Illinois, 1869. It is one of the few early, intact subdivisions in Tucson 
to deviate from the usual rectangular gridiron scheme, to utilize the natural contours in its 
layout, or to preserve and enhance the desert vegetation.

Colonia Solana was designed by Stephen Child, a nationally known and highly respected 
landscape architect who is likeiy to have studied under Frederick Law Olmsted, Jr. at 
Harvard. Olmstead designed Forest Hills Gardens and his father had done Riverside 
Gardens. The plan of Colonia Solana owes much to Riverside. Both share the following 
characteristics: the natural features and topography of the site become a part of the final 
design; the shape of these features become a determinant in the development of the street 
layout: the streets are not wide but curve in an organic, responsive manner; natural 
vegetated areas and native landscape materials are utilized; and street intersections, 
divided streets, and odd site areas became islands of natural growth. In Colonia Solana 
the street system is used for site drainage, as well, and the streets form generous non- 
rectilinear landscaped lots which provide desirable building sites with mostly north/south
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COLONIA SOLANA PLAN AND LANDSCAPE 

Plan 
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Colonia Solana is a unique and important southwestern example of an American suburban 
planned subdivision of the late 1920's. It is related in character to the planned suburban 
communities outside larger American cities, such as the Country Club District of Kansas 
City , 1913-1933; Shaker Heights, Ohio , early 1920's; or the earlier Forest Hills Gardens , 
1911 ; or Riverside , Illinois , 1869. It is one of the few early , intact subdivisions in Tucson 
to deviate from the usual rectangular gridiron scheme, to utilize the natural contours in its 
layout, or to preserve and enhance the desert vegetation. 

Colon ia Solana was designed by Stephen Child, a nationally known and highly respected 
landscape architect who is likely to have studied under Frederick Law Olmsted , Jr. at 
Harvard . Olmstead designed Forest Hills Gardens and his father had done Riverside 
Gardens. The plan of Colonia Solana owes much to Riverside. Both share the following 
characteristics : the natural features and topography of the site become a part of the final 
design ; the shape of these features become a determinant in the development of the street 
layout ; the streets are not wide but curve in an organic , responsive manner; natural 
vegetated areas and native landscape materials are utilized ; and street intersections , 
divided streets, and odd site areas became islands of natural growth. In Colonia Solana 
the street system is used for site drainage, as well, and the streets form generous non
rectilinear landscaped lots which provide desirable building sites with mostly north/south 
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orientation. Thus, Colonia Solana is a modest but skilfully designed subdivision which 
embodies a new approach to suburban housing. It differs from the usual rectangular grid 
subdivision of the day and the pleasant but formal El Encanto Estates community to the 
north.

Colonia Solana exists today in much the same form as it was designed with a few 
exceptions. (See early plans in Appendix A). An early design sketch suggested some 
street median strips which were not incorporated as well as a formal circle with a flag pole 
memorial at the southeast corner of the site. Additionally, an early plan and aerial 
perspective show palm-lined streets. Stephen Child, in an article he wrote in 1928 for 
Landscape Architecture, does not mention these. Harry Bryant, the original developer, 
planted a number of palms, but only a few along Avenida de Palmas exist today. Martin 
Schwerin, who succeeded him, did not believe in irrigation or "improvements". Also, the 
axial circle was not built. Child mentioned that the circle and monument would have 
terminated the vista from El Conquistador Hotel. In other respects, Colonia Solana's 
design seems unchanged.

In a published article, Stephen Childs described the main features of Colonia Solana. He 
explained that the site was rather typical desert country with a gentle slope and containing 
one important arroyo or "wash" and two minor ones. Rather than filling the washes, as was 
typically done, he wished to emphasize them and make them influence the design. He 
stressed the importance of creating "Arroyo Chico Parque" as a parkway totalling 250 feet 
wide and a half a mile long with parallel roads and footpaths and planted with native desert 
plants of all kinds, since the original desert growth was sparse. He felt that Colonia Solana 
would thus contain the "desert beauty that many now ride miles to see". The roads 
crossing the arroyo would have "Arizona dips", typically used in the nearby desert, rather 
than uninteresting culverts.

The placement of the secondary streets was influenced by the location of the minor washes 
and the property lines of the acre-size "Villa" lots. These were subtle distinctions, since 
the land sloped only one foot in one hundred, but Child wished to devise an organic 
solution. The pavement of the streets was to be concrete, only sixteen feet wide, and 
colored "appropriate to desert conditions". Adjacent to the pavement were to be cement 
gutters four and a half feet wide. The streets followed the direction of the slope and two of 
the streets corresponded to the minor washes which flowed into the main arroyo. Thus, the 
streets became the drain system, especially during torrential summer storms.

At the intersections of many of the streets were small triangular naturalized parks. Child 
also proposed that site landscaping, as well as architecture, be regulated by a "Jury". 
Colonia Solana set aside 9.4 acres of its 160 acres, or 5.8%, to parks and open spaces.
The streets today still measure sixteen feet wide but are of asphalt, rather than of concrete 
and the gutters were not built. This width is quite unusual for a suburban street, which 
normally measures about twenty five feet wide.

Colonia Solana is bordered on the north and south by Broadway and Camino Campestre 
and on the east and west by Randolph Way and Country Club. Arroyo Chico parkway
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embodies a new approach to suburban housing. It differs from the usual rectangular grid 
subdivision of the day and the pleasant but formal El Encanto Estates community to the 
north . 

Colonia Solana exists today in much the same form as it was designed with a few 
exceptions. (See early plans in Appendix A) . An early design sketch suggested some 
street median strips which were not incorporated as well as a formal circle with a flag pole 
memorial at the southeast corner of the site . Additionally , an early plan and aerial 
perspective show palm-lined streets . Stephen Child, in an article he wrote in 1928 for 
Landscape Architecture , does not mention these . Harry Bryant, the original developer, 
planted a number of palms, but only a few along Avenida de Palmas exist today . Martin 
Schwerin, who succeeded him, did not believe in irrigation or "improvements". Also, the 
axial circle was not built. Child mentioned that the circle and monument would have 
terminated the vista from El Conquistador Hotel. In other respects, Colonia Solana's 
design seems unchanged. 

In a published article, Stephen Childs described the main features of Colonia Solana. He 
explained that the site was rather typical desert country with a gentle slope and containing 
one important arroyo or "wash" and two minor ones . Rather than filling the washes , as was 
typically done , he wished to emphasize them and make them influence the design. He 
stressed the importance of creating "Arroyo Chico Parque" as a parkway totalling 250 feet 
wide and a half a mile long with parallel roads and footpaths and planted with native desert 
plants of all kinds , since the original desert growth was sparse. He felt that Colonia Solana 
would thus contain the "desert beauty that many now ride miles to see". The roads 
crossing the arroyo would have "Arizona dips", typically used in the nearby desert, rather 
than uninteresting culverts . 

The placement of the secondary streets was influenced by the location of the minor washes 
and the property lines of the acre-size "Villa" lots. These were subtle distinctions , since 
the land sloped only one foot in one hundred, but Child wished to devise an organic 
solution . The pavement of the streets was to be concrete, only sixteen feet wide , and 
colored "appropriate to desert conditions". Adjacent to the pavement were to be cement 
gutters four and a half feet wide . The streets followed the direction of the slope and two of 
the streets corresponded to the minor washes which flowed into the main arroyo . Thus, the 
streets became the drain system , especially during torrential summer storms . 

At the intersections of many of the streets were small triangular naturalized parks. Child 
also proposed that site landscaping, as well as architecture, be regulated by a "Jury" . 
Colonia Solana set aside 9.4 acres of its 160 acres, or 5.8%, to parks and open spaces . 
The streets today still measure sixteen feet wide but are of asphalt, rather than of concrete 
and the gutters were not built. This width is quite unusual for a suburban street , which 
normally measures about twenty five feet wide. 

Colonia Solana is bordered on the north and south by Broadway and Camino Campestre 
and on the east and west by Randolph Way and Country Club. Arroyo Chico parkway 
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curves through the southern portion of the subdivision in an east to west direction. From 
the south boundary radiate four streets which cross Arroyo Chico - Luna Linda, Via 
Esperanza. Via Guadalupe, and Via Golondrina. Near the northwest corner curves Via 
Palos Verdes. Avenida de Palmas snakes through the neighborhood from Broadway to Via 
Esperanza. Calle Chaparita extends from Broadway to Via Golondrina. Strips of adjoining 
parcels approximately one acre in size curve gently between the streets. All of these 
parcels are residential except for the two commercial properties at the northeast corner 
outside the subdivision and the parcel directly south which contains apartments and the old 
El Conquistador water tower, an attractive landmark.

Landscape

The desert location of Colonia Solana contained no vegetation of any importance. There 
was a scattering of sagebrush, greasewood, a few ocotillo and cacti, and not much else. 
Child had the arroyo planted with a variety of desert plants, mostly taken from the open 
desert. These were planted closer together than they naturally grow and arranged in 
interesting groupings. All the important cacti were used such as the sahuaro, ocotillo, 
barrel cactus, various broad-leafed opuntias, night blooming cactus, jumping cholla, cane 
cactus, pricklypear, passajo, and others. Additionally, there were the native Palo Verde, 
greasewood, mesquite, and sagebrush. Later, when these plants were established, desert 
flowers would be added. The mini-parks at the street intersections were to be similarly 
landscaped. Additional plantings were added along some of the streets. Child thought this 
sampling of native desert within the subdivision would be an unusual and welcome amenity.

Today, Colonia Solana seems much the same, although some ecological change has taken 
place. The central portion of the arroyo has become dense and lush, largely due to the 
presence of adequate water. (In recent years, the municipal treatment plant, reservoir, and 
nearby golf course have caused increased water flows). Some of the earlier cacti have 
disappeared, due possibly to the presence of excess water but perhaps due to being 
removed for landscape purposes. Such plants as creosote and cholla do not like water 
and consequently are scarce in this area but are found more frequently at the ends and 
along the south side where conditions are drier. The presence or absence of water in the 
desert can have a dynamic effect.

A recent plant survey was conducted in the Arroyo and in the mini-parks. The first area 
investigated was the central portion (north of the Arroyo between Via Esperanza and Via 
Guadalupe). Overall, this area and the area to the south are the lushest, most densely 
vegetated, and have the largest mature trees along the entire arroyo. At both ends of this 
section, close to where the roads form an "Arizona dip" and cross the arroyo, Haplopappus 
tanuisactus (Burroweed) and annual grasses predominate.

A secondary drainage channel has been carved between the main arroyo and the road, 
forming an island near Via Guadalupe which has become a riparian zone. This island 
between the two washes is the most densely vegetated, supporting a canopy of mature
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curves through the southern portion of the subdivision in an east to west direction. From 
the south boundary radiate four streets which cross Arroyo Chico - Luna Linda, Via 
Esperanza, Via Guadalupe, and Via Golondrina. Near the northwest corner curves Via 
Palos Verdes. Avenida de Palmas snakes through the neighborhood from Broadway to Via 
Esperanza. Calle Chaparita extends from Broadway to Via Golondrina. Strips of adjoining 
parcels approximately one acre in size curve gently between the streets . All of these 
parcels are residential except for the two commercial properties at the northeast corner 
outside the subdivision and the parcel directly south which contains apartments and the old 
El Conquistador water tower, an attractive landmark . 

Landscape 

The desert location of Colonia Solana contained no vegetation of any importance. There 
was a scattering of sagebrush, greasewood , a few ocotillo and cacti , and not much else. 
Child had the arroyo planted with a variety of desert plants, mostly taken from the open 
desert. These were planted closer together than they naturally grow and arranged in 
interesting groupings. All the important cacti were used such as the sahuaro, ocotillo , 
barrel cactus , various broad-leafed opuntias , night blooming cactus , jumping cholla, cane 
cactus, pricklypear, passajo , and others . Additionally , there were the native Palo Verde, 
greasewood, mesquite, and sagebrush . Later, when these plants were established , desert 
flowers would be added. The mini-parks at the street intersections were to be similarly 
landscaped. Additional plantings were added along some of the streets. Child thought this 
sampling of native desert within the subdivision would be an unusual and welcome amenity . 

Today , Colonia Solana seems much the same, although some ecological change has taken 
place . The central portion of the arroyo has become dense and lush, largely due to the 
presence of adequate water. (In recent years, the municipal treatment plant , reservoir , and 
nearby golf course have caused increased water flows). Some of the earlier cacti have 
disappeared, due possibly to the presence of excess water but perhaps due to being 
removed for landscape purposes . Such plants as creosote and cholla do not like water 
and consequently are scarce in this area but are found more frequently at the ends and 
along the south side where conditions are drier. The presence or absence of water in the 
desert can have a dynamic effect. 

A recent plant survey was conducted in the Arroyo and in the mini -parks. The first area 
investigated was the central portion (north of the Arroyo between Via Esperanza and Via 
Guadalupe) . Overall, this area and the area to the south are the lushest, most densely 
vegetated, and have the largest mature trees along the entire arroyo . At both ends of this 
section, close to where the roads form an "Arizona dip" and cross the arroyo, Haplopappus 
tanuisactus (Burroweed) and annual grasses predominate . 

A secondary drainage channel has been carved between the main arroyo and the road, 
forming an island near Via Guadalupe which has become a riparian zone. This island 
between the two washes is the most densely vegetated , supporting a canopy of mature 
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Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite), interspersed with mature Parkinsonia aculeata 
(Mexican Palo Verde), Acacia constricta (Whitethorn Acacia), and invading Rhus lancea 
(African Sumac). Here, the understory vegetation consists of large Baccharis sarrothroides 
(Desert Broom), Lycium pallidum (Wolfberry), Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Opuntia 
leptocaulis (Christmas Cactus), and Funastrum heterophylla (Vining Milkweed), with large 
patches of annual grasses covering the ground in most places.

The dry vegetation upland zone is a much smaller proportion of this area. Annual grasses 
cover the ground in most places, interspersed with large patches of Opuntia engelmannii 
(Prickly Pear), Opuntia Lindheimeri (Cows Tongue), and a few scattered Opuntia arbuscula 
(Pencil Cholla).

South of the arroyo to the east between Luna Linda and Via Esperanza are two plant zones. 
This area is longitudinally bisected by a well-used footpath along almost its entire length. 
The portion south of the path and nearest to the road is much drier and less densely 
vegetated than the more riparian portion to the north between the footpath and Arroyo 
Chico.

This dry, or upland, south area is characterized by large areas of low growth, including 
ephemeral grasses and Haplopappus tanuisectus (Burroweed). These low groundcovers 
are interspersed with widely scattered groups of Opuntia engelmannii (Prickly Pear), 
Opuntia versicolor (Staghorn Cholla), Opuntia bigelovii (Teddybear Cholla), Larrea 
tridentata (Creosote Bush), Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Lycium paliidum (Wolfberry), 
and a few young Cercidium floridum (Blue Palo Verde).

In the more lush riparian zone to the north along the arroyo the predominant canopy 
species is Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite) with less frequent canopy species of 
Parkinsonia aculeata (Mexican Palo Verde) and Acacia constricta (Whitethorn Acacia). The 
understory vegetation is quite dense (nearly impenetrable) and is composed of large 
Lycium pallidum (Wolfberry), large Baccharis sarothroides (Desert Broom), ephemeral 
grasses, and Funastrum heterophylla (Vining Milkweed) climbing into the Mesquite canopy. 
Additional understory plants include scattered Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Atriplax 
canescans (Four-wing Saltbush), Opuntia ficus-indica * (Indian Fig), Opuntia leptocaulis 
(Christmas Cactus), one Rhus Lancea * (African Sumac), one Condalia Lyciodas 
(Graythorn), and several Opuntia spinosior (Staghorn Cholla).

The remainder of the Arroyo is simiiarly vegetated with a variation in plant material depend
ing on water conditions. At least 100 kinds of plants have been identified in the Arroyo. 
Wildlife is prevalent in Colonia Solana particularly in the Arroyo. At least 101 species of 
wild birds have been identified. Also, rabbits, raccoon, squirrel, badger, and an occasional 
coyote have been seen.

(* indicates non-native plant).
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Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite), interspersed with mature Parkinsonia aculeata 
(Mexican Palo Verde), Acacia constricta (Whitethorn Acacia), and invading Rhus lancea 
(African Sumac). Here, the understory vegetation consists of large Baccharis sarrothroides 
(Desert Broom) , Lycium pallidum (Wolfberry), Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Opuntia 
leptocaulis (Christmas Cactus), and Funastrum heterophylla (Vining Milkweed), with large 
patches of annual grasses covering the ground in most places. 

The dry vegetation upland zone is a much smaller proportion of this area. Annual grasses 
cover the ground in most places, interspersed with large patches of Opuntia engelmannii 
(Prickly Pear) , Opuntia Lindheimeri (Cows Tongue), and a few scattered Opuntia arbuscula 
(Pencil Cholla). 

South of the arroyo to the east between Luna Linda and Via Esperanza are two plant zones . 
This area is longitudinally bisected by a well-used footpath along almost its entire length . 
The portion south of the path and nearest to the road is much drier and less densely 
vegetated than the more riparian portion to the north between the footpath and Arroyo 
Chico. 

This dry, or upland, south area is characterized by large areas of low growth, including 
ephemeral grasses and Haplopappus tanuisectus (Burroweed). These low groundcovers 
are interspersed with widely scattered groups of Opuntia engelmannii (Prickly Pear), 
Opuntia versicolor (Staghorn Cholla), Opuntia bigelovii (Teddybear Cholla), Larrea 
tridentata (Creosote Bush), Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Lycium pallidum (Wolfberry) , 
and a few young Cercidium floridum (Blue Palo Verde). 

In the more lush riparian zone to the north along the arroyo the predominant canopy 
species is Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite) with less frequent canopy species of 
Parkinsonia aculeata (Mexican Palo Verde) and Acacia constricta (Whitethorn Acacia) . The 
understory vegetation is quite dense (nearly impenetrable) and is composed of large 
Lycium pallidum (Wolfberry), large Baccharis sarothroides (Desert Broom), ephemeral 
grasses, and Funastrum heterophylla (Vining Milkweed) climbing into the Mesquite canopy . 
Additional understory plants include scattered Ephedra trifurca (Mormon Tea), Atriplax 
canescans (Four-wing Saltbush), Opuntia ficus-indica * (Indian Fig), Opuntia leptocaulis 
(Christmas Cactus), one Rhus Lancea * (African Sumac) , one Condalia Lyciodas 
(Graythorn), and several Opuntia spinosior (Stag horn Cho Ila). 

The remainder of the Arroyo is similarly vegetated with a variation in plant material depend
ing on water conditions. At least 100 kinds of plants have been identified in the Arroyo. 
Wildlife is prevalent in Colonia Solana particularly in the Arroyo . At least 101 species of 
wild birds have been identified . Also , rabbits, raccoon , squirrel , badger, and an occasional 
coyote have been seen. 

(* indicates non-native plant). 
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The five small triangular shaped parks are located along Avenida de Palmas where this 
street intersects with Via Golondrina, Via Guadalupe, and Via Esperanza. All the parks are 
similar in character and plant material. They are quite open with relatively sparse 
vegetation and the ground is either bare earth or partially covered with naturally-seeded 
grass. The intermediate, or shrub, layer consists primarily of scattered groups of cacti, 
including Opuntia spinosior (Staghorn Cholla), Opuntia Leptocaulis (Christmas Cactus), 
Opuntia engelmannii (Prickly Pear), Opuntia ficus-indica * (Indian Fig), Opuntia arbuscula 
(Pencil Cholla), Opuntia lindheimeri * (Cow's Tongue), and Opuntia bigelovii (Teddybear 
Cholla). A few specimens of Atriplex canescens (Four-wing Saltbush) and Larrea tridentata 
(Creosote Bush) were found in one park. One specimen of Jasminum mesnyi (Primrose 
Jasmine) was found in another. The canopy in all the parks consists almost exclusively of 
Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite) of various ages and sizes. The number of mesquite in 
each park varies, ranging from seven to thirteen plants per park. All are planted in an 
informal, naturalistic style. The only exceptions to the mesquite cover are two Platycladus 
orientalis (Oriental Arborvitae), located in two parks.

The landscaping of the individual parcels was left to the discretion of the home owner. Of 
the contributing properties, all had at least a small area of lawn and non-desert garden at 
the rear of the house or within a patio. A few of the contributing properties may have had 
front yards planted with desert vegetation. The other contributing properties had mixed 
desert and non-desert plantings, since on these one acre lots typically the lawns and 
foundation shrubs were of non-desert type while the side, rear, and sometimes the front 
borders of the lots where left undeveloped with the original desert scrub or had additions of 
native desert plantings.These latter properties followed landscape patterns prevalent in 
California and the eastern United States. Such patterns typically had large shrubs used as 
foundation plantings, isolated specimen trees, and broad expanses of grass lawns. Non
desert vegetation used in this manner was the common practice throughout Tucson during 
this period. Plant materials were mainly non-native products of the U. S. nursery industry 
and local nurseries imported any plant that would grow here. Typical plants used were 
arborvitae, various junipers, pyracantha, privets, pittosporum, roses, various citrus trees, 
and palms. Others included the California pepper tree, eucalyptus, olive trees, and 
Bermuda grass. (See early photos in Appendix F). Gradually, desert plantings replaced 
many of the non-desert ones. This process accelerated during the 1970's, due to the water 
shortage.

Today along Country Club, Broadway, and Camino Campestre, the yard areas near the 
street have mostly non-desert vegetation with oleander or privet hedges often used for 
visual screening. Along Randolph Way, the front yards are landscaped with specimen 
desert plants such as Prickly Pear, Staghorn Cholla, Saltbush and Creosote Bush, Yucca, 
Agave, Mesquite and Palo Verde. Occasionally, there are Saguaros, Joshuas, or Smoke 
Trees.

Within the neighborhood, desert plantings seem to predominate, with naturalized areas 
occurring along the streets and side yards and non-desert landscaping occurring in yards

(* indicates non-native plants)
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The five small triangular shaped parks are located along Avenida de Palmas where this 
street intersects w ith Via Golondrina, Via Guadalupe , and Via Esperanza . All the parks are 
similar in character and plant material. They are quite open with relatively sparse 
vegetation and the ground is either bare earth or partially covered with naturally -seeded 
grass. The intermediate , or shrub, layer consists primarily of scattered groups of cacti , 
including Opuntia spinosior (Staghorn Cholla), Opuntia Leptocaulis (Christmas Cactus), 
Opuntia engelmannii (Prickly Pear) , Opuntia ficus -indica * (Indian Fig), Opuntia arbuscula 
(Pencil Cholla) , Opuntia lindheimeri * (Cow's Tongue) , and Opuntia bigelovii (Teddybear 
Cholla). A few specimens of Atriplex canescens (Four-wing Saltbush) and Larrea tridentata 
(Creosote Bush) were found in one park . One specimen of Jasminum mesnyi (Primrose 
Jasmine) was found in another. The canopy in all the parks consists almost exclusively of 
Prosopis velutina (Velvet Mesquite) of various ages and sizes . The number of mesquite in 
each park varies , ranging from seven to thirteen plants per park . All are planted in an 
informal , naturalistic style . The only exceptions to the mesquite cover are two Platycladus 
orientalis (Oriental Arborvitae) , located in two parks . 

The landscaping of the individual parcels was left to the discretion of the home owner. Of 
the contributing properties, all had at least a small area of lawn and non-desert garden at 
the rear of the house or within a patio . A few of the contributing properties may have had 
front yards planted with desert vegetation. The other contributing properties had mixed 
desert and non-desert plantings , s ince on these one acre lots typically the lawns and 
foundation shrubs were of non-desert type while the side, rear, and sometimes the front 
borders of the lots where left undeveloped with the orig inal desert scrub or had addit ions of 
native desert plantings .These latter properties followed landscape patterns prevalent in 
California and the eastern United States . Such patterns typically had large shrubs used as 
foundation plantings , isolated specimen trees , and broad expanses of grass lawns. Non
desert vegetation used in this manner was the common practice throughout Tucson during 
this period . Plant materials were mainly non-native products of the U. S. nursery industry 
and local nurseries imported any plant that would grow here . Typical plants used were 
arborvitae , various junipers , pyracantha , privets , pittosporum, roses , various citrus trees , 
and palms . Others included the California pepper tree , eucalyptus , olive trees , and 
Bermuda grass . (See early photos in Appendix F). Gradually , desert plantings replaced 
many of the non-desert ones . This process accelerated during the 1970's , due to the water 
shortage . 

Today along Country Club, Broadway , and Camino Campestre , the yard areas near the 
street have mostly non-desert vegetation with oleander or privet hedges often used for 
visual screening. Along Randolph Way, the front yards are landscaped w ith specimen 
desert plants such as Pr ickly Pear, Staghorn Cholla , Saltbush and Creosote Bush , Yucca, 
Agave , Mesquite and Palo Verde . Occasionally , there are Saguaros , Joshuas , or Smoke 
Trees . 

Within the neighborhood , desert plantings seem to predominate , with naturalized areas 
occurring along the streets and side yards and non-desert landscaping occurring in yards 

(* ind icates non-native plants ) 
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and patios near the houses. The same desert plants as mentioned above are used. Some 
plants have reached full maturity and are quite large. The wide use of this desert theme 
helps unify the neighborhood. The few yards with large grass areas, non-desert trees, 
green hedges, and even picket fences are not prevalent enough to change the overall 
character.

Close by the houses, walled yards and courtyards are common design elements, a pleasant 
southwest tradition. Brick or stuccoed masonry are the common wall materials, and 
occasionally one sees iron grillwork, colorful tile wall features, and fountains. These 
features are typical of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style.

At street intersections, attractive cast iron street signs, installed in the mid-30's, add 
interest. Along the west side of Avenida de Palmas, a few large palms remain from the 
original plantings. Large volcanic rocks and occasional mature desert plants line many 
streets and help lend a naturalistic affect. The streets are narrow-most are 16 feet wide 
without curbs, walks or drainage ways.

Colonia Solana does create a distinct atmosphere unlike that of any other Tucson 
neighborhood. (See recent photos in Appendix G) One feels that one is off in the desert 
and away from town as one drives along the narrow, gently curving streets. If one 
approaches from the south and crosses Arroyo Chico, one looks through a natural 
landscape which "frames" views of Colonia Solana. Thus, the "Arizona dips" are windows 
into the neighborhood. There are other views, perhaps accidental, which one discovers.
Via Golondrina seems to focus on the water tower. Several houses become focal points as 
one drives along a curving street. There is one dramatic vista from the south along Via 
Golondrina across the Arroyo towards the house on Lot 61. The architect, Josias Joesler, 
may have placed the house forward on the lot to achieve this effect. But the curving 
subdivision streets create the pleasant aesthetic effect of looking towards landscape and 
houses as one drives along them, rather than looking down a street vista towards nothing 
meaningful.

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

Materials and Features

Early homes in the district reflect the construction practices used in the larger city. 
Materials generally were not local but shipped in from Phoenix, Los Angeles, from the East, 
or were imported from Mexico. Some elements were fabricated locally, such as doors, 
millwork, and wrought iron. Skill levels in the work force were not uniform - there were 
experienced journeymen with training, and inexperienced workers without much, if any, 
training. Most workmen were from Tucson, but some came from the East. Masons, 
plasterers, and tile setters came from Mexico. Workmanship was not always of a high, 
uniform quality, but generally in Colonia Solana, the workmanship was excellent.
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and patios near the houses. The same desert plants as mentioned above are used. Some 
plants have reached full maturity and are quite large. The wide use of this desert theme 
helps unify the neighborhood. The few yards with large grass areas, non-desert trees, 
green hedges , and even picket fences are not prevalent enough to change the overall 
character. 

Close by the houses, walled yards and courtyards are common design elements , a pleasant 
southwest tradition . Brick or stuccoed masonry are the common wall materials, and 
occasionally one sees iron grillwork, colorful tile wall features, and fountains. These 
features are typical of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style. 

At street intersections, attractive cast iron street signs, installed in the mid-30's, add 
interest. Along the west side of Avenida de Palmas, a few large palms remain from the 
original plantings. Large volcanic rocks and occasional mature desert plants line many 
streets and help lend a naturalistic affect. The streets are narrow-most are 16 feet wide 
without curbs, walks or drainage ways. 

Colonia Solana does create a distinct atmosphere unlike that of any other Tucson 
neighborhood. (See recent photos in Appendix G) One feels that one is off in the desert 
and away from town as one drives along the narrow, gently curving streets. If one 
approaches from the south and crosses Arroyo Chico, one looks through a natural 
landscape which "frames" views of Colonia Solana. Thus, the "Arizona dips" are windows 
into the neighborhood . There are other views, perhaps accidental, which one discovers. 
Via Golondrina seems to focus on the water tower. Several houses become focal points as 
one drives along a curving street. There is one dramatic vista from the south along Via 
Golondrina across the Arroyo towards the house on Lot 61. The architect , Josias Joesler, 
may have placed the house forward on the lot to achieve this effect. But the curving 
subdivision streets create the pleasant aesthetic effect of looking towards landscape and 
houses as one drives along them, rather than looking down a street vista towards nothing 
meaningful. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESCRIPTION 

Materials and Features 

Early homes in the district reflect the construction practices used in the larger city. 
Materials generally were not local but shipped in from Phoenix, Los Angeles, from the East, 
or were imported from Mexico. Some elements were fabricated locally, such as doors, 
millwork, and wrought iron . Skill levels in the work force were not uniform - there were 
experienced journeymen with training, and inexperienced workers without much , if any , 
training. Most workmen were from Tucson , but some came from the East. Masons, 
plasterers , and tile setters came from Mexico . Workmanship was not always of a high , 
uniform quality , but generally in Colonia Solana, the workmanship was excellent. 
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Since there is a narrow range of styles used in Colonia Solana, there is also a limited pallet 
of materials. All houses are of masonry construction with little wood frame, except for roof 
construction. Walls are either adobe brick or mud adobe, conventional face brick or stucco 
on rough masonry. The masonry walls are furred and plastered on the inside. Roof 
surfaces are tile, wood shingle, and asphalt shingle. Roof tile is noted on the survey forms 
as Spanish Tile, the computer category for this material, whereas it is actually Mission Tile. 
Composition built-up roofs are used for flat roofs. Windows are constructed of wood or 
steel and doors are of carved wood. There is clay tile and wrought iron grillwork and some 
flat tile work, too. There is little use of exposed wood millwork. Inside, many houses have 
fine millwork and panelling, much of it African mahogany.

Since the contributing houses were built before air conditioning was in common use, the 
need for natural cooling was a design consideration. Houses inspired by early Spanish 
Colonial precedent used traditional elements - thick masonry walls, small window openings, 
and high ceilings. (The intention was to contain the cooler night air and allow the air, as it 
heated, to rise.) The houses with later Spanish Colonial precedent utilized larger window 
openings for ventilation. Ranch houses had broad overhangs for shading and also provided 
bands of windows for ventilation. As they became available, evaporative cooling and air 
conditioning were added to all houses. Arcades, ramadas, shady patios, and fountains 
provided exterior shading and natural cooling which made outdoor living a pleasant 
experience, even in hot weather.

Most of the houses in Colonia Solana are large one story single family residences, with the 
exception of a few two story dweliings. Most of the houses are large in size.
Porches, for the most part, have not been used a great deal. However, entry porches 
appear on a few houses varying in scale from the simple shed-roofed terrace with wood 
posts and brackets at the Home at 244 S. Avenida de Palmas (#5) and the Martin Home at 
147 S. Avenida de Palmas (#18) to the wrap-around porch of the Quesnel Home at 545 S. 
Avenida de Palmas (#91). Sundecks, pergolas, ramadas, enclosed "Arizona" rooms and 
rear patios are typical. In most cases, when the houses originally have been "U" shaped 
with rear porches, these have been enclosed to form "Arizona rooms",exemplified in the 
Conner House at 3242 Arroyo Chico (#105). Exceptions occur at the VanderVries Home 
(#5) which is rectangular in plan with a screen porch (now enclosed) extending the full 
length of the house and the Kimball Home at 575 S. Via Guadalupe (#75) where the porch 
is nestled within the "L" shape of the original plan. The rear porch on the Bilby Home at 
315 S. Country Club (#7) includes the unique feature of an exterior fireplace - other homes 
in the neighborhood also contain these back-to-back fireplaces, generally located between 
a living room and the adjacent covered porch. Typically, patios are located at the rear of 
the house. Privacy is considered to be important in the neighborhood, and many patios 
have four to six foot walls around rear yards, and in some cases front yards. Landscaping 
is used to help create privacy as well as shading.

Ornamental features include the use of painted ceramic tiles, decorative wood shutters, and 
painted patterns around windows and doors. Wrought iron is used extensively to cover 
windows and entry openings. For additional shade, some houses have canvas awnings.

NPS Form ICMIOO-e 
(M8) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _.....;.7 __ Page _1_1_ 

Since there is a narrow range of styles used in Colonia Solana, there is also a limited pallet 
of materials. All houses are of masonry construction with little wood frame, except for roof 
construction. Walls are either adobe brick or mud adobe, conventional face brick or stucco 
on rough masonry. The masonry walls are furred and plastered on the inside. Roof 
surfaces are tile, wood shingle, and asphalt shingle. Roof tile is noted on the survey forms 
as Spanish Tile, the computer category for this material, whereas it is actually Mission Tile. 
Composition built-up roofs are used for flat roofs. Windows are constructed of wood or 
steel and doors are of carved wood. There is clay tile and wrought iron grillwork and some 
flat tile work, too . There is little use of exposed wood millwork . Inside, many houses have 
fine millwork and panelling, much of it African mahogany. 

Since the contributing houses were built before air conditioning was in common use, the 
need for natural cooling was a design consideration. Houses inspired by early Spanish 
Colonial precedent used traditional elements - thick masonry walls, small window openings , 
and high ceilings. (The intention was to contain the cooler night air and allow the air, as it 
heated, to rise.) The houses with later Spanish Colonial precedent utilized larger window 
openings for ventilation. Ranch houses had broad overhangs for shading and also provided 
bands of windows for ventilation. As they became available, evaporative c.ooling and air 
conditioning were added to all houses . Arcades, ramadas, shady patios, and fountains 
provided exterior shading and natural cooling which made outdoor living a pleasant 
experience, even in hot weather. 

Most of the houses in Colonia Solana are large one story single family residences, with the 
exception of a few two story dwellings . Most of the houses are large in size. 
Porches, for the most part, have not been used a great deal. However, entry porches 
appear on a few houses varying in scale from the simple shed-roofed terrace with wood 
posts and brackets at the Home at 244 S. Avenida de Palmas (#5) and the Martin Home at 
147 S. Avenida de Palmas (#18) to the wrap-around porch of the Quesnel Home at 545 S. 
Avenida de Palmas (#91). Sundecks, pergolas, ramadas, enclosed "Arizona" rooms and 
rear patios are typical. In most cases, when the houses originally have been "U" shaped 
with rear porches , these have been enclosed to form "Arizona rooms",exemplified in the 
Conner House at 3242 Arroyo Chico (#105) . Exceptions occur at the VanderVries Home 
(#5) which is rectangular in plan with a screen porch (now enclosed) extending the full 
length of the house and the Kimball Home at 575 S. Via Guadalupe (#75) where the porch 
is nestled within the "L" shape of the original plan. The rear porch on the Bilby Home at 
315 S. Country Club (#7) includes the unique feature of an exterior fireplace - other homes 
in the neighborhood also contain these back-to-back fireplaces, generally located between 
a living room and the adjacent covered porch . Typically, patios are located at the rear of 
the house. Privacy is considered to be important in the neighborhood, and many patios 
have four to six foot walls around rear yards, and in some cases front yards . Landscaping 
is used to help create privacy as well as shading. 

Ornamental features include the use of painted ceramic tiles, decorative wood shutters, and 
painted patterns around windows and doors . Wrought iron is used extensively to cover 
windows and entry openings . For additional shade, some houses have canvas awnings . 



NPSFonn 1040»« (S48) 0MB Afpmvtl NO. fOMOOtt

United States Department of the interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet

Section number Page

Architectural Styles

The Colonia Solana Residential District is architecturally significant as an important 
collection of southwestern style residences, particularly Spanish Colonial Revival, or 
Spanish Eclectic, designed by prominent local architects. The deed restrictions helped 
assure that these homes would be fine examples of residential Tucson architecture built 
during the 1930's to 1960’s.

The architectural styles found in Colonia Solana generally reflect the prevailing styles in 
Tucson during the same period. A strong California influence can be seen, but with local 
variations. Between 1928 and 1941 there were twenty six Spanish Colonial Revival style 
houses, one Monterey style house, two Pueblo Revival style houses, and four Ranch style 
houses. Between 1946 and 1967 there were only seven Spanish Colonial Revival houses 
built although fifty nine Ranch style houses were constructed during the same period. 
Additionally, there are nine Modern style houses, one International style house, and one 
Neoeclectic house. During the twenties and thirties, period architecture prevailed, but after 
the War contemporary styles predominated. However, the contemporary styles often used 
some traditional elements. In total, thirty three houses were built before the war but 
seventy seven after World War II. Consequently, Ranch Style and Spanish Colonial Revival 
Style are the two most prevalent styles found in Colonia Solana.

Contributing properties comprise 29% of the buildings in Colonia Solana. Of the 
contributing houses, twenty five are of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style, one is of the 
Monterey style, two are of the Pueblo Revival style and four are of the Ranch Style. There 
are a total of thirty two contributing structures in the District. The non-contributing 
buildings include fifty nine which are of the Ranch Style, eight of the Modern Style, nine of 
the Spanish Colonial Revival Style, one of the International Style, and one of the 
Neoeclectic Style. There are a total of seventy eight noncontributing houses in the District.

The accompanying nomination forms describe, for the most part, general style terms which 
are commonly used, rather than the specific, logical systematized ones described by

Colonial Revival instead of Spanish Eclectic but retain Monterey, their term. Both of us use 
International Style, but they group Contemporary and Ranch under a common style.
Modern, whereas we use the terms. Modern and Ranch independently. For simplicity, we 
have included under Modern and Ranch catagories some buildings containing Neoeclectic 
stylistic details. However, we have used Neoeclectic where it seems to be appropriate.

This confusion in terms reflects the homogenization of architectural style which is found 
often in recent decades. In the twenties and thirties, architectural styles were much more 
distinct. While sensitive architects still strive for clarity in their design vocabulary, after 
1945 it is much more common to find eclectic elements used in houses which are broadly 
Modern or Ranch Style. Thus, one can see Ranch Style houses with Modern floating 
cantilevered roofs and Spanish Colonial arched wall openings.
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The Colonia Solana Residential District is architecturally significant as an important 
collection of southwestern style residences, particularly Spanish Colonial Revival, or 
Spanish Eclectic, designed by prominent local architects. The deed restrictions helped 
assure that these homes would be fine examples of residential Tucson architecture built 
during the 1930's to 1960's. 

The architectural styles found in Colonia Solana generally reflect the prevailing styles in 
Tucson during the same period. A strong California influence can be seen, but with local 
variations. Between 1928 and 1941 there were twenty six Spanish Colonial Revival style 
houses , one Monterey style house, two Pueblo Revival style houses, and four Ranch style 
houses. Between 1946 and 1967 there were only seven Spanish Colonial Revival houses 
built although fifty nine Ranch style houses were constructed during the same period. 
Additionally, there are nine Modern style houses, one International style house, and one 
Neoeclectic house. During the twenties and thirties, period architecture prevailed, but after 
the War contemporary styles predominated. However, the contemporary styles often used 
some traditional elements. In total, thirty three houses were built before the war but 
seventy seven after World War II. Consequently, Ranch Style and Spanish Colonial Revival 
Style are the two most prevalent styles found in Colonia Solana. 

Contributing properties comprise 29% of the buildings in Colonia Solana. Of the 
contributing houses , twenty five are of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style, one is of the 
Monterey style, two are of the Pueblo Revival style and four are of the Ranch Style. There 
are a total of thirty two contributing structures in the District. The non-contributing 
buildings include fifty nine which are of the Ranch Style, eight of the Modern Style, nine of 
the Spanish Colonial Revival Style, one of the International Style, and one of the 
Neoeclectic Style . There are a total of seventy eight noncontributing houses in the District. 

The accompanying nomination forms describe, for the most part, general style terms which 
are commonly used, rather than the specific, logical systematized ones described by 
Virginia & Lee McAlester in A Fi.e.!.d..Gllide to Am.e.ri.c..a.n.HQU..S..e.s.(1984). We use Spanish 
Colonial Revival instead of Spanish Eclectic but retain Monterey, their term. Both of us use 
International Style, but they group Contemporary and Ranch under a common style , 
Modern, whereas we use the terms, Modern and Ranch independently . For simplicity , we 
have included under Modern and Ranch catagories some buildings containing Neoeclectic 
stylistic details. However, we have used Neoeclectic where it seems to be appropriate. 

This confusion in terms reflects the homogenization of architectural style which is found 
often in recent decades . In the twenties and thirties, architectural styles were much more 
distinct. While sensitive architects still strive for clarity in their design vocabulary, after 
1945 it is much more common to find eclectic elements used in houses which are broadly 
Modern or Ranch Style. Thus, one can see Ranch Style houses with Modern floating 
cantilevered roofs and Spanish Colonial arched wall openings. 



HPS form 0M8 Approve No. 1024^19

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Section number Page

STYLES IN COLONIA SOLANA 

Spanish Colonial Revival Style

Residential buildings of Spanish influence built in the United States before 1920 are 
generally adaptations of the Mission Style, or are direct descendents of Spanish Colonial 
architecture or Sonoran style buildings found throughout the southwest. After the 1915 
Panama-California Exposition, designed by Bertram Goodhue, which had publicized more 
elaborate Spanish Colonial prototypes found throughout Latin America, fashionable 
architects began to develop the Spanish Colonial Revival style. They also looked to Spain 
itself for inspiration. During the 1920's and early 1930's the style reached its apex but fell 
from favor during the 1940's. Spanish Colonial Revival is most common in the Southwest 
and Florida. There are a total of twenty three contributing and nine non-contributing 
houses.

The style is characterized by a low pitched roof, usually with little or no eave overhang: a 
red tile roof surface; one or more arches placed above door or main window, or along a 
porch; wall surfaces usually of stucco; and a main facade normally asymmetrical. There 
are many variations using gable or hipped roofs, as well as flat roofs with parapeted walls, 
sometimes with shed roofs above porches or projecting windows. The style uses decorative 
details borrowed from the entire history of Spanish architecture, and these may be of 
Moorish, Byzantine, Gothic, or Renaissance inspiration. Two types of roof tile are used. 
Mission tile, which are shaped like half-cylinders, and Spanish tile, which are "S" curved in 
shape. Highly carved or many-panelled doors are typical and sometimes adjacent spiral 
columns, carved stonework, or patterned tiles are used. Secondary doors often are glazed. 
Decorative window grilles and balustrades, decorated chimney tops, brick or tile vents, 
fountains, arcaded walkways and round or square towers also are characteristic. Tucson, 
like Santa Barbara, California, during this period, built so many Spanish Colonial Revival 
style buildings that the city developed a distinct character. Unfortunately, many of the 
major Spanish Colonial Revival style public buildings in Tucson have been razed.

The design elaborations of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style are identified by Virginia and 
Lee McAlester and include the following traits which are represented in the Colonia Solana 
neighborhood;

Arches above doors and principal windows: The O'Dowd Home at 140 S. Avenida de 
Palmas (#3) displays arches over the windows on the second floor. These are simple 
small-scale openings with segmented glass panes. In contrast, the Smedley Home 
at 3490 E. Via Guadalupe (#87) has (3) large arched window openings which 
articulate the northeast facade and illuminate the master bedroom and office. The 
Martin Home (#18) has a unique arched focal window located off the living room, 
executed in a modified Palladian motif.

Balconies : Second floor balconies occur on most of the two-story houses. The
O'Dowd Home (#3) has both a semi-circular balcony with wrought iron balustrade 
over the entry and a second floor balcony with wood detailing. At the Martin Home
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Spanish Colonial Revival Style 

Residential buildings of Spanish influence built in the United States before 1920 are 
generally adaptations of the Mission Style , or are direct descendents of Spanish Colonial 
architecture or Sonoran style buildings found throughout the southwest. After the 1915 
Panama-California Exposition, designed by Bertram Goodhue, which had publicized more 
elaborate Spanish Colonial prototypes found throughout Latin America, fashionable 
architects began to develop the Spanish Colonial Revival style . They also looked to Spain 
itself for inspiration. During the 1920's and early 1930's the style reached its apex but fell 
from favor during the 1940's. Spanish Colonial Revival is most common in the Southwest 
and Florida. There are a total of twenty three contributing and nine non-contributing 
houses. 

The style is characterized by a low pitched roof, usually with little or no eave overhang; a 
red tile roof surface; one or more arches placed above door or main window , or along a 
porch ; wall surfaces usually of stucco ; and a main facade normally asymmetrical. There 
are many variations using gable or hipped roofs, as well as flat roofs with parapeted walls , 
sometimes with shed roofs above porches or projecting windows . The style uses decorative 
details borrowed from the entire history of Spanish architecture , and these may be of 
Moorish, Byzantine, Gothic, or Renaissance inspiration. Two types of roof tile are used. 
Mission tile , which are shaped like half-cylinders , and Spanish tile , which are "S" curved in 
shape . Highly carved or many-panelled doors are typical and sometimes adjacent spiral 
columns, carved stonework, or patterned tiles are used. Secondary doors often are glazed . 
Decorative window grilles and balustrades, decorated chimney tops, brick or tile vents, 
fountains , arcaded walkways and round or square towers also are characteristic . Tucson, 
like Santa Barbara, California, during this period , built so many Spanish Colonial Revival 
style buildings that the city developed a dis ti net character. Unfortunately, many of the 
major Spanish Colonial Revival style public buildings in Tucson have been razed . 

The design elaborations of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style are identified by Virginia and 
Lee McAlester and include the following traits which are represented in the Colonia Solana 
neighborhood: 

Arc!J..e..s....a.b,Qy.e....d.QQ.r.s, and prin~ii;w~i~.s. : The O'Dowd Home at 140 S. Avenida de 
Palmas (#3) displays arches over the windows on the second floor. These are simple 
small-scale openings with segmented glass panes. In contrast, the Smedley Home 
at 3490 E. Via Guadalupe (#87) has (3) large arched window openings which 
articulate the northeast facade and illuminate the master bedroom and office . The 
Martin Home (#18) has a unique arched focal window located off the living room , 
executed in a modified Palladian motif. 

B.a.[c.Q..O.[~_: Second floor balconies occur on most of the two-story houses . The 
O'Dowd Home (#3) has both a semi-circular balcony with wrought iron balustrade 
over the entry and a second floor balcony with wood detailing. At the Martin Home 
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(#18) the balcony is ornately executed in wrought iron. The Bilby Home (#17) and 
the Voorhees Home at 3488 E. Via Golondrina (#47) both have ground-level 
balconies with wrought iron detailing. Hoods over the windows are part of the 
Voorhees' ensemble.

Window Grilles: Window grilles typically are a modern addition added to secure the 
house. However, the Kibler Home at 300 S. Avenida de Palmas (#57) and the Van 
Atta Home at 155 S. Avenida de Palmas (#17) have window grilles which were part of 
the original design and include projecting sills and window hoods.

Elaborated door surrounds: The Tidmarsh Home at 340 S. Avenida de Palmas (#58) 
with its compound arch and tile surround typifies the detailing in the more elaborate 
houses in the neighborhood. Two divergent examples occur in the Bilby Home (#7) 
and the Mathews Home at 515 S. Avenida de Palmas (#84) which have Classical 
Revival detailing. In the Mathews Home, the pilaster is capped with a straight 
entablature.

Elaborated light fixtures: A few of the houses have ornate light fixtures expressive 
of the Spanish and Mexican origins of the Spanish Colonial Revival. The Kimball 
Home (#75) designed by Josias T. Joesler still retains an original fixture designed by 
the architect.

Elaborated chimney tops: Chimney tops or caps range in detail from simple 
pyramidal forms of the Mathews Home (#84) to the ornate clay tile detailing of the 
Martin Home (#18). However, those without any chimney top are most prevalent. 
Another feature of rooftop landscape in Colonia Soiana are the octagonal attic vents 
on the Foster Home at 3272 Via Palos Verdes (#33) and the Mack Home at 3294 E. 
Broadway (#14). These are stucco-sheathed and capped with red tile to match the 
roof of the main house. At the Mack Home, the vent is topped with a wrought iron 
weathervane.

Brick/tile vents: Vents occur at the gable ends of the low-pitched tiled roofs and in 
the parapet walis of flat-roof variants. Some are functional while others are purely 
decorative. Materials vary from simple pipe and mission roof tiles to structural clay 
tile. The gable vents in the Knapp Home at 335 S. Country Club (#54) are an 
example of fired brick detailing.

Another variation of the Spanish Colonial Revival is the "Sonoran Revival" or the Tucson 
version of the Spanish Colonial or Mexican Colonial architecture of the Arizona frontier.
The early houses are one story rectangular, or cubic in form, presenting high flat facades of 
exposed adobe on stone bases with parapet walls pierced by decorative drainpipes, or 
Canales. Doorways are recessed and window openings often are placed at random. Later, 
because of adobe deterioration, the walls were stuccoed and capped with a brick course.
The early Sonoran style was transformed gradually through Anglo influence. During the 
1880's, sioping or pyramidal roofs were added to provide better roof protection. Later still, 
the parapets and canales were eliminated, making the walls lower with changed

NP8Form1().to().a 
(MIi) 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number _ __,__ Page _ ...... J ...... 4'--

(#18) the balcony is ornately executed in wrought iron. The Bilby Home (#17) and 
the Voorhees Home at 3488 E. Via Golondrina (#47) both have ground-level 
balconies with wrought iron detailing . Hoods over the windows are part of the 
Voorhees' ensemble. 

Window GriH.as.: Window grilles typically are a modern addition added to secure the 
house. However, the Kibler Home at 300 S. Avenida de Palmas (#57) and the Van 
Atta Home at 155 S. Avenida de Palmas (#17) have window grilles which were part of 
the original design and include projecting sills and window hoods. 

E!.abQrated door surrounds: The Tidmarsh Home at 340 S. Avenida de Palmas (#58) 
with its compound arch and tile surround typifies the detailing in the more elaborate 
houses in the neighborhood. Two divergent examples occur in the Bilby Home (#7) 
and the Mathews Home at 515 S. Avenida de Palmas (#84) which have Classical 
Revival detailing. In the Mathews Home, the pilaster is capped with a straight 
entablature . 

.El.a.b.o.r.at.e.d.Jiaht.1iitw:.as. : A few of the houses have ornate light fixtures expressive 
of the Spanish and Mexican origins of the Spanish Colonial Revival. The Kimball 
Home (#75) designed by Josias T. Joesler still retains an original fixture designed by 
the architect. 

.El.a.b.o.ra.t.e.d__c_him~~: Chimney tops or caps range in detail from simple 
pyramidal forms of the Mathews Home (#84) to the ornate clay tile detailing of the 
Martin Home (#18) . However, those without any chimney top are most prevalent. 
Another feature of rooftop landscape in Colonia Solana are the octagonal attic vents 
on the Foster Home at 3272 Via Palos Verdes (#33) and the Mack Home at 3294 E. 
Broadway (#14). These are stucco-sheathed and capped with red tile to match the 
roof of the main house. At the Mack Home, the vent is topped with a wrought iron 
weathervane. 

Bri~ls.Ltil.e...yfilltS.: Vents occur at the gable ends of the low-pitched tiled roofs and in 
the parapet walls of flat-roof variants. Some are functional while others are purely 
decorative. Materials vary from simple pipe and mission roof tiles to structural clay 
tile . The gable vents in the Knapp Home at 335 S. Country Club (#54) are an 
example of fired brick detailing. 

Another variation of the Spanish Colonial Revival is the "Sonoran Revival" or the Tucson 
version of the Spanish Colonial or Mexican Colonial architecture of the Arizona frontier . 
The early houses are one story rectangular, or cubic in form, presenting high flat facades of 
exposed adobe on stone bases with parapet walls pierced by decorative drainpipes, or 
canales . Doorways are recessed and window openings often are placed at random. Later , 
because of adobe deterioration, the walls were stuccoed and capped with a brick course. 
The early Sonoran style was transformed gradually through Anglo influence. During the 
1880's, sloping or pyramidal roofs were added to provide better roof protection. Later still , 
the parapets and canal es were eliminated, making the walls lower with changed 
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proportions. Other Anglo aspects were introduced as the Territorial style developed. There 
are two historic and four non-historic examples of this genre in Colonia Solana. Of the 
former, the house at 155 Avenida de Palmas (#17) is a fine example of the earlier version 
of Sonoran Revival with the exposed adobe brick facades and parapet walls. The other 
example, the house at 300 Avenida de Palmas (#57), is best seen as an example of the 
later version of the Sonoran Revival in that it has stuccoed walls, decorative canales, and a 
recessed arched entry.

Pueblo Revival Style

The Pueblo Revival Style drew on local historical precedents and was inspired by flat 
roofed Sonoran Spanish Colonial and Native American pueblo prototypes. The earliest 
examples were built in California around the turn of the century. This style became popular 
in Arizona and New Mexico around 1910 where the original prototypes survive. It is 
especially common in Albuquerque and Santa Fe where it continues to be built in historic 
districts with special design controls and elsewhere since 1970 because of its 
appropriateness for use in passive solar energy applications. Examples occur throughout 
the southwestern states starting in the 1920's.

The style is typified by flat roofs with parapeted walls. The walls and roof parapet have 
rounded, irregular edges. The wall surfaces are usually earth-colored stucco and have 
projecting wooden roof beams (vigas) extending through them.

There are two historic examples of the Pueblo Revival Style found in the Colonia Solana 
Residential Historic District. One, found at 525 Via Guadalupe (#77), is an example of the 
flat, parapeted roof with stuccoed walls and vigas. This house also has exposed wooden 
lintels which add to the hand-built theme of this style. The second house, found at 3450 
Via Golondrina (#46), is also an example displaying the stuccoed exterior and irregular 
rounded corners. Although it does not feature the vigas, it does display another 
characteristic, absent from the previous example, which is the stepped-back roof line 
typical of the original pueblos.

Monterey Style

The Monterey Style was an outgrowth of the Anglo-influenced Spanish Colonial houses of 
northern California. These joined Spanish adobe construction with pitched-roof compact 
plan New England shapes brought to California. The revival version simply combined 
Spanish Colonial Revival and Colonial Revival details. At first, between 1925 and 1940, 
Spanish detailing was used. Between the 1940's and 1950's, English Colonial details 
prevailed.
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proportions. Other Anglo aspects were introduced as the Territorial style developed. There 
are two historic and four non-historic examples of this genre in Colonia Solana. Of the 
former, the house at 155 Avenida de Pal mas (#17) is a fine example of the earlier version 
of Sonoran Revival with the exposed adobe brick facades and parapet walls. The other 
example, the house at 300 Avenida de Palmas (#57), is best seen as an example of the 
later version of the Sonoran Revival in that it has stuccoed walls, decorative canales, and a 
recessed arched entry. 

Pueblo Revival Style 

The Pueblo Revival Style drew on local historical precedents and was inspired by flat 
roofed So no ran Spanish Colonial and Native American pueblo prototypes. The earliest 
examples were built in California around the turn of the century . This style became popular 
in Arizona and New Mexico around 191 O where the original prototypes survive. It is 
especially common in Albuquerque and Santa Fe where it continues to be built in historic 
districts with special design controls and elsewhere since 1970 because of its 
appropriateness for use in passive solar energy applications . Examples occur throughout 
the southwestern states starting in the 1920's. 

The style is typified by flat roofs with parapeted walls . The walls and roof parapet have 
rounded, irregular edges. The wall surfaces are usually earth-colored stucco and have 
projecting wooden roof beams (vigas) extending through them . 

There are two historic examples of the Pueblo Revival Style found in the Colonia Solana 
Residential Historic District. One, found at 525 Via Guadalupe (#77), is an example of the 
flat, parapeted roof with stuccoed walls and vigas . This house also has exposed wooden 
lintels which add to the hand-built theme of this style . The second house, found at 3450 
Via Golondrina (#46), is also an example displaying the stuccoed exterior and irregular 
rounded corners . Although it does not feature the vigas, it does display another 
characteristic , absent from the previous example , which is the stepped-back roof line 
typical of the original pueblos . 

Monterey Style 

The Monterey Style was an outgrowth of the Anglo-influenced Spanish Colonial houses of 
northern California . These joined Spanish adobe construction with pitched-roof compact 
plan New England shapes brought to California. The revival version simply combined 
Spanish Colonial Revival and Colonial Revival details. At first , between 1925 and 1940, 
Spanish detailing was used. Between the 1940's and 1950's, English Colonial details 
prevailed. 
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One particularly good example of this style exists in the Colonia Solana Residential Historic 
District. The historic house at 548 Via Golondrina (#61), designed by Josias T. Joesler, 
exhibits the use of a low hip roof sheathed with Spanish tile, along with the second story 
overhanging balcony/porch. The segmented arched entry skirted in Mexican ceramic tile, 
coupled with the painted brick face of the exterior, are additional characteristics typical of 
the Monterey style.

Ranch Style

The Ranch style originated in California in the 1930's and gained popularity in the 1940's to 
become the dominant style throughout the country during the I950's and '60’s. The 
popularity of spreading Ranch houses on large suburban lots was made possible by 
increased use of the automobile. An attached built-in garage further increased facade 
width. The style is based loosely on early Spanish Colonial precedents and modified by 
certain Craftsman and Prairie School early 20th century influences. It is also based partly 
on the forms of early indigenous west coast ranch and homestead architecture.

The style is expressed by one-story shapes with low-pitched roofs in hipped or gabled 
forms. Eave overhangs usually are generous, often with rafters exposed. Wood and brick 
wall surfaces with ribbon and picture windows, sometimes with shutters, are common, and 
sometimes touches of traditional Spanish or English Colonial inspired detailing are used. 
Decorative iron or wooden porch supports are typical, and private courtyards or rear patios 
are a common feature. In the southwest, the Sonoran style influence is recognizable.
Fired adobe walls with grouped windows under overhangs and blank walls facing the east 
or west solar exposure are frequently seen. There are four contributing and fifty nine non
contributing Ranch Style houses in Colonia Solana.

International Style

During the I930's, the International Style was brought from Europe to the United States. It 
was founded on intellectual premises which affected architectural planning, construction, 
and design. Also, it expressed contemporary artistic ideas about composition, space, and 
the use of color. The avant-garde versions of this style are rare and are found mostly in 
the northeastern United States and in California. Following World War II, the exterior 
elements of the style were softened and the planning and construction became more 
conventional.

The style is characterized by: flat roofs, usually without copings or parapets at roof line; 
windows (principally metal casements) set flush with outer walls and combined in horizontal 
bands, often wrapping around corners; smooth, plain wall surfaces (usually white) with no 
decorative detailing at doors and windows; and asymmetrically arranged facades - often, 
there are large, floor to ceiling plate glass windows or walls left as blank surfaces.
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One particularly good example of this style exists in the Colonia Solana Residential Historic 
District. The historic house at 548 Via Golondrina (#61), designed by Josias T. Joesler, 
exhibits the use of a low hip roof sheathed with Spanish tile, along with the second story 
overhanging balcony/porch. The segmented arched entry skirted in Mexican ceramic tile, 
coupled with the painted brick face of the exterior, are additional characteristics typical of 
the Monterey style . 

Ranch Style 

The Ranch style originated in California in the 1930's and gained popularity in the 1940's to 
become the dominant style throughout the country during the I950's and '60's. The 
popularity of spreading Ranch houses on large suburban lots was made possible by 
increased use of the automobile . An attached built-in garage further increased facade 
width . The style is based loosely on early Spanish Colonial precedents and modified by 
certain Craftsman and Prairie School early 20th century influences. It is also based partly 
on the forms of early indigenous west coast ranch and homestead architecture . 

The style is expressed by one-story shapes with low-pitched roofs in hipped or gabled 
forms . Eave overhangs usually are generous, often with rafters exposed. Wood and brick 
wall surfaces with ribbon and picture windows, sometimes with shutters, are common, and 
sometimes touches of traditional Spanish or English Colonial inspired detailing are used. 
Decorative iron or wooden porch supports are typical , and private courtyards or rear patios 
are a common feature . In the southwest, the Sonoran style influence is recognizable. 
Fired adobe walls with grouped windows under overhangs and blank walls facing the east 
or west solar exposure are frequently seen . There are four contributing and fifty nine non
contributing Ranch Style houses in Colonia Solana. 

International Style 

During the I930's , the International Style was brought from Europe to the United States. It 
was founded on intellectual premises which affected architectural planning, construction, 
and design. Also, it expressed contemporary artistic ideas about composition, space, and 
the use of color. The avant-garde versions of this style are rare and are found mostly in 
the northeastern United States and in California. Following World War II, the exterior 
elements of the style were softened and the planning and construction became more 
conventional . 

The style is characterized by: flat roofs, usually without copings or parapets at roof line ; 
windows (principally metal casements) set flush with outer walls and combined in horizontal 
bands, often wrapping around corners; smooth, plain wall surfaces (usually white) with no 
decorative detailing at doors and windows; and asymmetrically arranged facades - often, 
there are large, floor to ceiling plate glass windows or walls left as blank surfaces. 
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Cantilevered roofs, balconies, or second floors also are used. In the more avant-garde 
versions, roofs, non-bearing walls or building elements, and glass openings are articulated 
in solid-void arrangements to create spatial movement. Also, the house is viewed as a 
white sculptural object in contrast with the natural landscape. The Colonial Solana 
Residential Historic District contains only one non-contributing example of the International 
style, found on lot #78 . This residence has a flat roof structure, asymmetrical facades 
and windows that wrap around corners.

Modern Style

The Modern style developed during the late 1940's in the work of innovative architects and 
was most favored for custom designed houses built between 1950 and 1970 . This style 
evolved from the International style and the Craftsman and Prairie styles as well as from 
the traditional Japanese villa, rural Alpine and Scandinavian forms, and from the early 
indigenous western ranch architecture which also inspired the Ranch style. Like the 
International style, it is based on certain intellectual premises relating to design, 
construction, and the use of materials. There are 9 examples of the Modern style in the 
Colonia Solana Residential Historic District.

Modern houses with flat roofs (#59, #119 and #80) resemble the International style except 
that natural materials - particularly wood, brick and stone, frequently are used, (#93 & #95). 
Gable forms feature overhanging eaves and often exposed roof framing (#86). Usually, 
there is a horizontal emphasis with floating roofs and solid-void wall relationships arranged 
to create an indoor-outdoor spatial connection (#45). Also, there is an attempt to integrate 
the house into the landscape (#45) rather than contrast with it, as in the International style. 
There are eight non-contributing Modern style houses in Colonia Solana.

Neoeclectic

Although a few pre-1940 Eclectic traditional styles continued to be built into the 1950's, the 
period between 1950 and 1970 was dominated by Ranch and to a lesser extent. Modern 
styles. By the late 1960's, however, styles based on traditional precedent became 
increasingly popular, and during the 1970's, this trend continued. Unlike earlier styles, this 
one was first introduced by homebuilders, rather than architects, who wished to exploit the 
public's resurgent interest in traditional design. The Neoeclectic, or Neoclassical Revival 
style borrows forms and details from the preceding Revival style, but freely applies them to 
a variety of building forms with little concern for historically accurate detailing. There is 
one non-historic example of Neoeclectic architecture in the Colonia Solana district (#81). 
This particular example is probably best categorized as Neo-Mediterranean due to its low 
hip roof and use of natural materials.
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Cantilevered roofs , balconies, or second floors also are used. In the more avant-garde 
versions, roofs, non-bearing walls or building elements, and glass openings are articulated 
in solid-void arrangements to create spatial movement. Also, the house is viewed as a 
white sculptural object in contrast with the natural landscape. The Colonial Solana 
Residential Historic District contains only one non-contributing example of the International 
style, found on lot #78 . This residence has a flat roof structure , asymmetrical facades 
and windows that wrap around corners. 

Modern Style 

The Modern style developed during the late 1940's in the work of innovative architects and 
was most favored for custom designed houses built between 1950 and 1970 . This style 
evolved from the International style and the Craftsman and Prairie styles as well as from 
the traditional Japanese villa, rural Alpine and Scandinavian forms, and from the early 
indigenous western ranch architecture which also inspired the Ranch style . Like the 
International style, it is based on certain intellectual premises relating to design, 
construction , and the use of materials. There are 9 examples of the Modern style in the 
Colonia Solana Residential Historic District. 

Modern houses with flat roofs (#59, #119 and #80) resemble the International style except 
that natural materials - particularly wood, brick and stone, frequently are used, (#93 & #95) . 
Gable forms feature overhanging eaves and often exposed roof framing (#86). Usually, 
there is a horizontal emphasis with floating roofs and solid-void wall relationships arranged 
to create an indoor-outdoor spatial connection (#45). Also, there is an attempt to integrate 
the house into the landscape (#45) rather than contrast with it, as in the International style . 
There are eight non-contributing Modern style houses in Colonia Solana. 

Neoeclectic 

Although a few pre-1940 Eclectic traditional styles continued to be built into the 1950's, the 
period between 1950 and 1970 was dominated by Ranch and to a lesser extent, Modern 
styles. By the late 1960's, however, styles based on traditional precedent became 
increasingly popular, and during the 1970's, this trend continued . Unlike earlier styles, this 
one was first introduced by homebuilders, rather than architects, who wished to exploit the 
public's resurgent interest in traditional design. The Neoeclectic, or Neoclassical Revival 
style borrows forms and details from the preceding Revival style, but freely applies them to 
a variety of building forms with little concern for historically accurate detailing. There is 
one non-historic example of Neoeclectic architecture in the Colonia Solana district (#81) . 
This particular example is probably best categorized as Nao-Mediterranean due to its low 
hip roof and use of natural materials. 



,4 ?

NPSFonnlMO^ OMS AfififC¥ti Mo. foa^ra

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service t i

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Section number Page 18

MODIFICATIONS AND BUILDING CONDITION

Integrity in Colonia Solana

Of the houses that currently meet the age criteria (50 years old or more), only one has 
been altered to the extent that its integrity has been compromised. Severai have had major 
additions, but these have been carried out with sensitivity and restraint which do not 
detract from the original design. Most alterations have been done by registered architects, 
many of whom were the original designing architects. Thus, aiterations are of a high 
quality and have been done to harmonize with the original intent. This high quality also 
was partly due to the required review of any construction by the reviewing architect.

No major changes to the subdivision plan have been made. The circle in the southeast 
corner designed by Stephen Child was not built nor was the monument installed, but one 
quarter of the circle defined by Luna Linda remains. The Arroyo ends here, and the entire 
quarter circle contains desert vegetation. The Thomas Brown house in the northeast corner 
of the subdivision has been torn down and commercial buildings and apartments have been 
built on the property, but this parcei (actually three lots) never was a part of Colonia Solana 
and never was subject to the deed restrictions, although it was zoned R-1 like the rest of 
the subdivision. This zoning had to be changed to permit the construction of the 
commercial buildings and apartments which are there now. The streets were not paved 
with concrete and neither the drainage gutter nor the sidewalks were built as originally 
planned.

In Tucson during the last few years, desert landscaping has grown in popularity because of 
a shortage of water. Green iawns and ornamental plants are being replaced with desert 
vegetation. This reality makes Colonia Solana's desert environment even more appropriate 
today, and it also makes Stephen Child's original design decision to pursue desert 
landscaping especiaiiy visionary.

Conditions

All of the houses in Colonia Solana are in good to exceilent condition except for two which 
are in fair condition.

Yard maintenance in Colonia Solana is done either by the Owner or by a locai landscape 
service. The district iooks well-maintained. Since desert vegetation requires minimai 
maintenance, oniy a few large yards and many small patio gardens with green iawns and 
ornamentai plants and trees need high maintenance, and this is being done.

Archaeologicai

No archaeologicai survey has been conducted within the historic district. No known sites 
exist and no evidence is avaiiable that would show the presence of archaeological findings.

M'S Form 10,tDC),e 
(MIi 

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 

National Register of Historic Places 
Continuation Sheet 

Section number __ 7.___ Page 18 

MODIFICATIONS AND BUILDING CONDITION 

Integrity in Colonia Solana 

0M8 ~ No. ,_,. 

Of the houses that currently meet the age criteria (50 years old or more), only one has 
been altered to the extent that its integrity has been compromised . Several have had major 
additions , but these have been carried out with sensitivity and restraint which do not 
detract from the original design. Most alterations have been done by registered architects , 
many of whom were the original designing architects . Thus, alterations are of a high 
quality and have been done to harmonize with the original intent. This high quality also 
was partly due to the required review of any construction by the reviewing architect. 

No major changes to the subdivision plan have been made. The circle in the southeast 
corner designed by Stephen Child was not built nor was the monument installed , but one 
quarter of the circle defined by Luna Linda remains . The Arroyo ends here, and the entire 
quarter circle contains desert vegetation. The Thomas Brown house in the northeast corner 
of the subdivision has been torn down and commercial buildings and apartments have been 
built on the property , but this parcel (actually three lots) never was a part of Co Ionia Solana 
and never was subject to the deed restrictions, although it was zoned R-1 like the rest of 
the subdivision. This zoning had to be changed to permit the construction of the 
commercial buildings and apartments which are there now. The streets were not paved 
with concrete and neither the drainage gutter nor the sidewalks were built as originally 
planned. 

In Tucson during the last few years, desert landscaping has grown in popularity because of 
a shortage of water . Green lawns and ornamental plants are being replaced with desert 
vegetation . This reality makes Colonia Solana's desert environment even more appropriate 
today , and it also makes Stephen Child's original design decision to pursue desert 
landscaping espec ially visionary. 

Conditions 

All of the houses in Colonia Solana are in good to excellent condition except for two wh ich 
are in fair condition . 

Yard maintenance in Colonia Solana is done either by the Owner or by a local landscape 
service . The district looks well -maintained. Since desert vegetation requires minimal 
maintenance , only a few large yards and many small patio gardens with green lawns and 
ornamental plants and trees need high maintenance, and this is being done. 

Archaeological 

No archaeological survey has been conducted within the historic district. No known sites 
exist and no evidence is available that would show the presence of archaeological findings . 
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Methodology

Ralph Comey Architects was selected in 1987 by the Colonia Solana Homeowners 
Association to prepare a nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. In recent 
years, various ecological and planning studies of the area have been conducted. These 
include: a land use study and development plan prepared by Urban Engineering, a 
community attitude study by Robert Bechtel in 1978, a neighborhood planning study by 
Brooks & Associates in 1979, a wildlife study by Carol Beidlemen in 1985, a history of 
Colonia Solana by landscape architectural student Barbara Thomssen in 1987, a plant 
evaluation by Richard Barber, also in 1987, and a magazine article about Colonia Solana by 
Susan Day in Tucson Magazine, January 1988. For the past several years, members of the 
community have conducted on-going research in neighborhood history and have compiled 
files of photographs, clippings, title searches, old publications, oral histories and other 
data. This work has been done principally by Louise Hill, Eloise David, and Allan Malvick. 
Bill Barrow has done some helpful research, as well.

Fieldwork was done and Arizona State Historic Property Inventory Forms prepared by Ralph 
Comey Architects and Warren Hampton of the Architectural Laboratory of the University of 
Arizona during the spring of 1988. Conversations were held with Arthur T. Brown, the 
reviewing architect and Edward Herreras, the building inspector during much of the historic 
period.

Research material was gathered from the Arizona Historical Society in Tucson, the Special 
Collections at the University of Arizona Library, and the University of Arizona Science, Main 
and Architectural libraries. Blainey Korff, landscape architecture graduate student, did 
research at the Historical Society and Stanford University libraries and did a field study of 
plants in Arroyo Chico and the street parks.

We believe that the photographs attached to the forms are the best possible; several 
photos were taken more than once. However, many residences are visually obstructed by 
heavy vegetation and walls and some photos are not particularly descriptive. In such 
cases, we tried to include an especially good written description.

Historic occupants were determined from the Colonia Solana title records. Since in many 
cases both husband and wife were historically significant and the space on the forms is not 
large enough to include both names, only last names have been included on the inventory 
forms.

Definition of Contributing and Non-contributing Structures

Both visual inspection and historic documentation were used in determining contributing or 
non-contributing status of each building.

Contributing structures were defined as being: p) constructed within the period of 
significance (built before 1942); (2) sufficiently intact with only minor alterations or 
additions which do not compromise the architectural integrity of the structure; (3) of
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Ralph Corney Architects was selected in 1987 by the Colonia Solana Homeowners 
Assoc iation to prepare a nomination to the National Register of Historic Places . In recent 
years , various ecological and planning studies of the area have been conducted. These 
include: a land use study and development plan prepared by Urban Engineering , a 
community attitude study by Robert Bechtel in 1978, a neighborhood planning study by 
Brooks & Associates in 1979, a wildlife study by Carol Beidlemen in 1985, a history of 
Colonia Solana by landscape architectural student Barbara Thomssen in 1987, a plant 
evaluation by Richard Barber , also in 1987, and a magazine article about Colonia Solana by 
Susan Day in Tucson Magazine, January 1988. For the past several years, members of the 
community have conducted on-going research in neighborhood history and have compiled 
files of photographs, clippings , title searches , old publications , oral histories and other 
data. This work has been done principally by Louise Hill, Eloise David , and Allan Malvick . 
Bill Barrow has done some helpful research , as well . 

Fieldwork was done and Arizona State Historic Property Inventory Forms prepared by Ralph 
Corney Architects and Warren Hampton of the Architectural Laboratory of the University of 
Arizona during the spring of 1988. Conversations were held with Arthur T. Brown , the 
review ing architect and Edward Herreras , the building inspector during much of the historic 
period . 

Research material was gathered from the Arizona Historical Society in Tucson , the Special 
Collections at the University of Arizona Library, and the University of Arizona Science, Main 
and Architectural libraries . Blainey Korff, landscape architecture graduate student, did 
research at the Historical Society and Stanford Univers ity libraries and did a field study of 
plants in Arroyo Chico and the street parks . 

We believe that the photographs attached to the forms are the best possible ; several 
photos were taken more than once . However, many res idences are visually obstructed by 
heavy vegetation and walls and some photos are not particularly descriptive. In such 
cases , we tried to include an especially good written description . 

Historic occupants were determined from the Colonia Solana title records. Since in many 
cases both husband and wife were historically significant and the space on the forms is not 
large enough to inc lude both names , only last names have been included on the inventory 
forms . 

Definition of Contributing and Non-contributing Structures 

Both v isual inspection and historic documentation were used in determining contributing or 
non-contribut ing status of each build ing. 

Contributing structures were defined as being: (1) constructed within the period of 
significance (built before 1942); (2) sufficiently intact with only minor alterations or 
additions which do not compromise the architectural integrity of the structure ; (3) of 
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significant architectural value, including stylistic merit, and exhibiting unique or unusual 
design and/or craftsmanship quality: and (4) associated with a historically prominent 
resident or designing architect.

Alterations or additions were considered intrusive if they compromised the architectural 
integrity of the residence. Alterations were considered to have a negative impact on 
integrity if they included window replacement which was not in keeping with the original 
design character or intent, or had large incompatible additions which altered the original 
appearance of the structure. Also, a number of minor alterations were considered to have a 
negative impact. Houses with such alterations were considered non-contributing 
structures. Residences which meet the age criteria but which have been altered and 
considered to be non-contributing have been documented on State Historic Property 
Inventory Short Forms.

Thus, non-contributing structures were defined as residences which were 1) altered to such 
an extent that the original design intent or character was compromised: 2) built after the 
period of significance (constructed after 1941): 3) without outstanding architectural merit or 
were of an undistinguished style: and 4) without association with either historically 
significant resident or architect.

Suggested Future Addendums to the District Nomination

Non-contributing structures in Colonia Solana are the largest category of residences 
(71%), we have determined. Nineteen of these non-contributing houses are architecturally 
significant because they contribute to an understanding of the architectural development 
within the historic district, and when they reach the minimum age criteria, and if maintained 
in their present state, should be considered for future inclusion to the district nomination. 
These structures should be considered because they are examples of architecturally 
significant or historically significant structures within the Colonia Solana Residential 
Historic District. (For instance, the Brown house at 3464 Via Guadalupe (#86) is a Modern 
Style house which is believed to be the first passive solar designed house in Tucson).
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significant architectural value, including stylistic merit, and exhibiting unique or unusual 
design and/or craftsmanship quality; and (4) associated with a historically prominent 
resident or designing architect. 

Alterations or additions were considered intrusive if they compromised the architectural 
integrity of the residence. Alterations were considered to have a negative impact on 
integrity if they included window replacement which was not in keeping with the original 
design character or intent, or had large incompatible additions which altered the original 
appearance of the structure. Also, a number of minor alterations were considered to have a 
negative impact. Houses with such alterations were considered non-contributing 
structures. Residences which meet the age criteria but which have been altered and 
considered to be non-contributing have been documented on State Historic Property 
Inventory Short Forms. 

Thus, non-contributing structures were defined as residences which were 1) altered to such 
an extent that the original design intent or character was compromised; 2) built after the 
period of significance (constructed after 1941); 3) without outstanding architectural merit or 
were of an undistinguished style; and 4) without association with either historically 
significant resident or architect. 

Suggested Future Addendums to the District Nomination 

Non-contributing structures in Colonia Solana are the largest category of residences 
(71 %) , we have determined . Nineteen of these non-contributing houses are architecturally 
significant because they contribute to an understanding of the architectural development 
within the historic district, and when they re·ach the minimum age criteria, and if maintained 
in their present state, should be considered for future inclusion to the district nomination. 
These structures should be considered because they are examples of architecturally 
significant or historically significant structures within the Colonia Solana Residential 
Historic District. (For instance, the Brown house at 3464 Via Guadalupe (#86) is a Modern 
Style house which is believed to be the first passive solar designed house in Tucson). 
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Contributing Properties

No. Addrass
3
5
7
14
16
17
18
26,27,28
30
31
32
33
42
43
44
46
47
53
54
55
57
58 
61
70,71
75
77
84
87
91
99
105
113

140 Avenidade Palmas 
244 Avenidade Palmas 
315 S. Country Club Rd. 
3274 E. Broadway 
3233 Via Palos Verdes 
155 Avenidade Palmas 
147 Avenidade Palmas 
3325 Via Golondrina 
3236 Via Palos Verdes 
3248 Via Palos Verdes 
3260 Via Palos Verdes 
3272 Via Palos Verdes 
3346 Via Golondrina 
3352 Via Golondrina 
3380 Via Golondrina 
3450 Via Golondrina 
3488 Via Golondrina 
449 Avenidade Palmas 
335 S. Country Club Road 
3134 Via Palos Verdes 
300 Avenidade Palmas 
340 Avenidade Palmas 
548 Via Golondrina 
436 Avenidade Palmas 
575 Via Guadalupe 
525 Via Guadalupe 
515 Avenidade Palmas 
3490 Via Guadalupe 
545 Avenidade Palmas 
3150 Arroyo Chico 
3242 Arroyo Chico 
3346 Arroyo Chico

hli£laric.Nani£
O'Dowd Residence 
VanderVries Residence 
Bilby Residence 
Mack Residence 
Fulton Residence 
Van Atta Residence 
Martin Residence 
O'Donnell Residence (#27) 
Present Residence 
Monthan Residence 
Griffin Residence 
Foster Residence 
Gill Residence 
Erdman Residence 
Shearman Residence 
Feldman Residence 
Voorhees Residence 
Witz Residence 
Knapp Residence 
Joynt Residence 
Kibler Residence 
Tidmarsh Residence 
None
El Deseo Real 
Kimball Residence 
Schwerin Residence 
Matthews Residence 
Smedley Residence 
Quesnel Residence 
Crable Residence 
Conner Residence 
Diemes Residence
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3 
5 
7 
14 
16 
17 
18 
26,27,28 
30 
31 
32 
33 
42 
43 
44 
46 
47 
53 
54 
55 
57 
58 
61 
70, 71 
75 
77 
84 
87 
91 
99 
105 
113 

Ad.d.r.e.s..._ ___ _ 

140 Avenida de Palmas 
244 Avenida de Palmas 
315 S. Country Club Rd . 
3274 E. Broadway 
3233 Via Palos Verdes 
155 Avenida de Palmas 
147 Avenida de Palmas 
3325 Via Golondrina 
3236 Via Palos Verdes 
3248 Via Palos Verdes 
3260 Via Palos Verdes 
3272 Via Palos Verdes 
3346 Via Golondrina 
3352 Via Golondrina 
3380 Via Golondrina 
3450 Via Golondrina 
3488 Via Golondrina 
449 Avenida de Palmas 
335 S. Country Club Road 
3134 Via Palos Verdes 
300 Avenida de Palmas 
340 Avenida de Palmas 
548 Via Golondrina 
436 Avenida de Palmas 
575 Via Guadalupe 
525 Via Guadalupe 
515 Avenida de Palmas 
3490 Via Guadalupe 
545 Avenida de Palmas 
3150 Arroyo Chico 
3242 Arroyo Chico 
3346 Arroyo Chico 

OMS App,vwl Ho. 1024-0018 

O'Dowd Residence 
VanderVries Residence 
Bilby Residence 
Mack Residence 
Fu Ito n Reside nee 
Van Atta Residence 
Martin Residence 
O'Donnell Residence (#27) 
Present Residence 
Monthan Residence 
Griffin Residence 
Foster Residence 
Gill Residence 
Erdman Residence 
Shearman Residence 
Feldman Residence 
Voorhees Reside n c e 
Witz Residence 
Knapp Residence 
Joynt Residence 
Kibler Residence 
Tidmarsh Residence 
None 
El Deseo Real 
Kimball Residence 
Schwerin Residence 
Matthews Residence 
Smedley Residence 
Quesnel Residence 
Crable Reside nee 
Conner Residence 
Diemes Residence 
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Noncontributing Properties

No. Addrasa.
2
4
6
8
9
13
15
20
22
23
24
25 
29
37
38
39
40
41 
45
48
49
50
51
52 
56
59
60 
62
63
64
65
66
67
68 
69
72
73
74 
76

100 Avenidade Palmas 
150 Avenidade Palmas 
3135 Via Palos Verdes 
239 S. Country Club Road 
221 S. Country Club Road 
3252 E. Broadway Blvd. 
3259 Via Palos Verdes 
3332 E. Broadway Blvd.
142 Calle Chaparita 
190 Calle Chaparita 
3355 Via Golondrina 
3337 Via Golondrina 
3210 Via Palos Verdes 
190 S. Randolph Way 
3455 Via Golondrina 
185 Calle Chaparita 
125 Calle Chaparita 
3330 Via Golondrina 
3410 Via Golondrina 
3489 Via Guadalupe 
3455 Via Guadalupe 
3445 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Via Guadalupe 
3425 Via Guadalupe
3144 Via Palos Verdes 
450 Via Golondrina 
502 Via Golondrina
3145 Arroyo Chico
435 S. Country Club Road 
425 S. Country Club Road 
3201 Arroyo Chico 
505 Via Golondrina 
445 Via Golondrina 
345 Via Golondrina 
400 Avenidade Palmas 
550 Via Guadalupe 
560 Via Guadalupe 
3231 Arroyo Chico 
555 Via Guadalupe

Jdi£lflric.Nan]£
Norton Residence 
Richardson Residence 
Katcher Residence 
Killen Residence 
Biele Residence 
Virtue Residence 
None
Ganem Residence 
O'Dowd Residence 
Smith Residence 
Wood Residence 
Grant Residence 
Harris Residence 
Blixt Residence #2 
Sitterly Residence 
Manspeaker Residence 
Gotten Residence 
Mandel Residence 
Silverman Residence 
Paris Residence 
Kurtin Residence 
Reese Residence 
Hatcher Residence 
Bogard Residence 
Bloom Residence 
Laventhol Residence 
Laz Residence 
Price Residence 
Sulger Residence 
Hubbard Residence 
Schwerin Residence #2 
Garten Residence 
Pohle Residence 
Linter Residence 
Blixt Residence 
Becker Residence 
Downs Residence 
Bruce Residence 
Whitacre Residence
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2 
4 
6 
8 
9 
13 
15 
20 
22 
23 
24 
25 
29 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
45 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
56 
59 
60 
62 
63 
64 
65 
66 
67 
68 
69 
72 
73 
74 
76 

Ad.d.r.e..s..s. __ 

100 Avenida de Palmas 
150 Avenida de Palmas 
3135 Via Palos Verdes 
239 S . Country Club Road 
221 S . Country Club Road 
3252 E . Broadway Blvd . 
3259 Via Palos Verdes 
3332 E . Broadway Blvd . 
142 Calle Ch aparita 
190 Calle Chaparita 
3355 Via Golondrina 
3337 Via Golondrina 
321 O Via Palos Verdes 
190 S . Randolph Way 
3455 Via Golondrina 
185 Calle Ch aparita 
125 Calle Ch aparita 
3330 Via Golondrina 
3410 Via Golondrina 
3489 Via Guadalupe 
3455 Via Guadalupe 
3445 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Via Guadalupe 
3425 Via Guadalupe 
3144 Via Palos Verdes 
450 Via Golo nd rina 
502 Via Golo nd rina 
3145 Arroyo Chico 
435 S. Country Club Road 
425 S . Country Club Road 
3201 Arroyo Chico 
505 Via Golondrina 
445 Via Golondrina 
345 Via Golondrina 
400 Avenida de Palmas 
550 Via Guadalupe 
560 Via Guadalupe 
3231 Arroyo Chico 
555 Via Guadalupe 

.tii.S.1.Q.Ii.Ct_N.a m.e. 

Norton Residence 
Richardson Residence 
Katcher Residence 
Killen Residence 
Biele Residence 
Vi rt u e Reside n c e 
None 
Ganem Residence 
O'Dowd Residence 
Smith Residence 
Wood Residence 
Grant Residence 
Harris Residence 
Blixt Residence #2 
Sitterly Residence 
Manspeaker Residence 
Cotten Residence 
Mandel Residence 
Silverman Residence 
Paris Residence 
Kurtin Residence 
Reese Residence 
Hatcher Residence 
Bogard Residence 
Bloom Residence 
Laventhol Residence 
L az Res id e n c e 
Price Residence 
Sulger Residence 
Hubbard Residence 
Schwerin Residence #2 
Garten Residence 
Pohle Residence 
Linter Residence 
Blixt Residence 
Becker Residence 
Downs Residence 
Bruce Residence 
Whitacre Residence 
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78
79
80 
81 
82 
83
85
86 
88
89
90
92
93
94
95
96
97
98 
100 
101 
102
103
104 
106
107
108
109
110 
111 
112
114
115
116
117
118
119
120 
121 
122

Address

520 Avenidade Palmas 
550 Avenidade Palmas 
3385 Arroyo Chico 
3345 Arroyo Chico 
3333 Arroyo Chico 
3323 Arroyo Chico 
3440 Via Guadalupe 
3464 Via Guadalupe 
3489 Via Esperanza 
3455 Via Esperanza 
565 Via Palos Verdes 
3407 Arroyo Chico 
3448 Via Esperanza 
3480 Via Esperanza 
430 S. Randolph Way 
444 S. Randolph Way 
3435 Arroyo Chico 
3110 Arroyo Chico 
630 Via Golondrina 
3145 Camino Campestre 
575 S. Country Club Road 
555 S. Country Club Road 
3202 Arroyo Chico
3248 Arroyo Chico 
602 Via Guadalupe 
3255 Camino Campestre
3249 Camino Campestre 
3243 Camino Campestre 
645 Via Golondrina 
3312 Arroyo Chico 
3364 Arroyo Chico 
3380 Arroyo Chico 
3371 Camino Campestre 
3351 Camino Campestre 
3331 Camino Campestre 
3301 Camino Campestre 
501 Via Esperanza 
3435 Camino Campestre 
515 Via Esperanza

ldisiari£.NaiD
Adamson Residence 
lola Residence 
Cole Residence 
Lynch Residence 
Wilkison Residence 
Thomas Residence 
Myerson Residence 
Rosenberg Residence 
Lesemann Residence 
Dicicco Residence 
West Residence 
Wolfe Residence 
Wheeler Residence 
Fawcett Residence 
Gianas Residence 
Adamson Residence #2 
Little Residence 
Kinsock Residence 
Ferry Residence 
Horowitz Residence 
Krotenberg Residence 
Parkhill Residence 
McCann Residence 
Martin Residence #2 
Williams Residence 
Dengler Residence 
Hall Residence 
Dwyre Residence 
Ormes Residence 
Price Residence 
Scanland Residence 
Vance Residence 
Ormes Residence 
Wilde Residence 
Morrison Residence 
Nolen Residence 
Becker Residence 
Yrun Residence 
Ormes Residence #2
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78 
79 
80 
81 
82 
83 
85 
86 
88 
89 
90 
92 
93 
94 
95 
96 
97 
98 
100 
101 
102 
103 
104 
106 
107 
108 
109 
1 1 0 
1 1 1 
1 1 2 
114 
1 1 5 
1 1 6 
1 1 7 
1 1 8 
1 1 9 
120 
1 21 
122 

Ad.d.r.e..s..s. __________________ _ 

520 Avenida de Palmas 
550 Avenida de Palmas 
3385 Arroyo Chico 
3345 Arroyo Chico 
3333 Arroyo Chico 
3323 Arroyo Chico 
3440 Via Guadalupe 
3464 Via Guadalupe 
3489 Via Esperanza 
3455 Via Esperanza 
565 Via Palos Verdes 
3407 Arroyo Chico 
3448 Via Esperanza 
3480 Via Esperanza 
430 S . Randolph Way 
444 S . Randolph Way 
3435 Arroyo Chico 
3110 Arroyo Chico 
630 Via Golondrina 
3145 Camino Campestre 
575 S . Country Club Road 
555 S. Country Club Road 
3202 Arroyo Chico 
3248 Arroyo Chico 
602 Via Guadalupe 
3255 Camino Campe stre 
3249 Camino Campestre 
3243 Camino Campestre 
645 Via Golondrina 
3312 Arroyo Chico 
3364 Arroyo Chico 
3380 Arroyo Chico 
3371 Camino Campestre 
3351 Camino Campe stre 
3331 Camino Campe stre 
3301 Camino Campestre 
501 Via Esperanza 
3435 Camino Campestre 
515 Via Esperanza 

Adamson Residence 
Iola Residence 
Cole Residence 
Lynch Residence 
Wilkison Reside nee 
Thomas Residence 
Myerson Re side n ce 
Rosenberg Reside nee 
Lese man n Reside nee 
Dicicco Residence 
West Residence 
Wolfe Residence 
Wheeler Residence 
Fawcett Residence 
Gianas Residence 
Adamson Residence #2 
Little Residence 
Kinsock Residence 
Ferry Residence 
Horowitz Reside nee 
Krotenberg Residence 
Parkhill Residence 
Mccann Residence 
Martin Residence #2 
Williams Residence 
Dengler Residence 
Hall Residence 
Dwyre Residence 
Ormes Residence 
Price Residence 
Scanland Residence 
Vance Residence 
Ormes Residence 
Wilde Residence 
Morrison Residence 
Nolen Residence 
Becker Residence 
Yrun Residence 
Ormes Residence #2 
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No. Address Hisiari£.Nam£____ Elda.-E
2 100 S. Avenidade Palmas Norton Residence 1948
4 150 S. Avenidade Palmas Richardson Residence 1950
24 3355 Via Golondrina Wood Residence 1946
25 3337 Via Golondrina Grant Residence 1949
37 190 S. Randolph Blixt Residence #2 1952
38 3455 Via Golondrina Bitterly Residence 1949
52 3425 Via Guadalupe Bogard Residence 1951
65 3201 Arroyo Chico Schwerin Residence C.1957
67 445 Via Golondrina Pohle Residence 1949
68 345 Via Golondrina Linter Residence 1951
69 400 Ave de Palmas Blixt Residence 1951
74 3231 Arroyo Chico Bruce Residence 1948
81 3345 Arroyo Chico Lynch Residence 1949
86 3464 Via Guadalupe Rosenberg Residence 1947
90 565 S. Avenidade Palmas West Residence 1951
94 3480 Via Esperanza Fawcett Residence 1948
96 444 S. Randolph Adamson Residence C.1959
97 3435 Arroyo Chico Little Residence 1953
120 501 Via Esperanza Becker Residence C.1961
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2 100 S . Avenida de Palmas Norton Residence 
4 150 S. Avenida de Palmas Richardson Residence 
24 3355 Via Golondrina Wood Residence 
25 3337 Via Golondrina Grant Residence 
37 190 S. Randolph Blixt Residence #2 
38 3455 Via Golondrina Sitterly Residence 
52 3425 Via Guadalupe Bogard Residence 
65 3201 Arroyo Chico Schwerin Residence 
67 445 Via Golondrina Pohle Residence 
68 345 Via Golondrina Linter Residence 
69 400 Ave de Palmas Blixt Residence 
74 3231 Arroyo Chico Bruce Residence 
81 3345 Arroyo Chico Lynch Residence 
86 3464 Via Guadalupe Rosenberg Residence 
90 565 S. Avenida de Palmas West Residence 
94 3480 Via Esperanza Fawcett Residence 
96 444 S . Randolph Adamson Residence 
97 3435 Arroyo Chico Little Residence 
120 501 Via Esperanza Becker Residence 

.B.1.d g, ... JJat.e. 

1948 
1950 
1946 
1949 
1952 
1949 
1951 

c .1957 
1949 
1951 
1951 
1948 
1949 
1947 
1951 
1948 

c .1959 
1953 

c .1961 



8. Statement of Significance__________________________________________
Certifying officiai has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties:

I I nationally O statewide [K] locally

Applicable National Register Criteria 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions)

]b [I]c □□ 

1b He Hd

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
Community Planning and Development 
Landscape Architecture 
Architecture

]E Df

Period of Significance 
1928-1942

Significant Dates 
N/A

Cultural Affiliation 
N/A

Significant Person 
Multiple

Architect/Builder 
Child, Stephen

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above.

nn See continuation sheet

8. Statement of Significance 
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties: 

D nationally D statewide [X] locally 

Applicable National Register Criteria DA DB [X] C DD 

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) DA DB DC DD DE D F D G 

Areas of Significance (enter categories from instructions) 
Community Planning and Development 
Landscape Architecture 
Architecture 

Significant Person 
Multiple 

Period of Significance 
1928-1942 

Cultural Affiliation 
N A 

Architect/Builder 
Child, Stephen 

Significant Dates 
N/A 

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above. 

IX] See continuation sheet 



9. Major Bibliographical References

Previous documentation on file (NPS):
I I preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested
^ previously listed in the National Register 

previously determined eligible by the National Register 
]] designated a National Historic Landmark 
] recorded by Historic American Buildings 

Survey #
H recorded by Historic American Engineering

l~X1 See continuation sheet

Primary location of additional data:
] State historic preservation office 
] Other State agency 
] Federal agency 
] Local government 
] University 
] Other 

Specify repository:
Record #

10. Geographical Data
Acreage of property 1.RD ar.rp<;

UTM References
A Ili2l I5l0i6l9i8i0l 13i516i417i6i5I

Zone Easting Northing
C [iiiJ |5|0|7|7|7|0| |3|5|6|4|6,9,0|

B L1l2J I5l0i7l5i6i5l I 3i 5l 6i 4l 7i 6i 5l
Zone Easting Northing

D LliU |5|0|7|7i7i0| |3,5|6i3|9i7i0| 

fXl See continuation sheet

Verbal Boundary Description

See continuation sheet

Boundary Justification

See continuation sheet

11. Form Prepared By
name/title Ralph Comey, Project Manager
organization Ralph Comev Architects
street & number 2980 N. Campbell, Suite 150 
city or town Tucson_________________________

date 4/1/88
. telephone (602) 795-1191

State Arizona . zip code 85719

9. Major Bibliographical References 

Previous documentation on file (NPS): 
D preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 

has been requested 
D previously listed in the National Register 
D previously determined eligible by the National Register 
D designated a National Historic Landmark 
D recorded by Historic American Buildings 

Survey# _______________ _ 

D recorded by Historic American Engineering 
Record# _______________ _ 

10. Geographical Data 

UTM References 
A lL.ZJ 15 10161918101 

Zone Easting 

C lh£j 1510 171717101 

Verbal Boundary Description 

Boundary Justification 

11. Form Prepared By 
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Northing 
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[Kl See continuation sheet 

Primary location of additional data: 
D State historic preservation office 
D Other State agency 
D Federal agency 
D Local government 
D University 
Dother 
Specify repository: 

Bll.i1J 1510171516151 131516141716151 
Zone Easting Northing 

oll.i_g_j 15101717 17101 1315161319 17101 

[X] See continuation sheet 

[x] See continuation sheet 

[x] See continuation sheet 

name/title Ralph Corney. Project Manager 
organization Ralph Corney Architects date 4/1/88 
street&number 2980 N. Campbell, Suite 150 telephone (602) 795-1191 
city or town _T.....,u""c....,s...,o ..... n.,__ __________________ state Arizona zip code 85719 
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STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Summary

The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (1928-1941) is nominated to the National 
Register of Historic Places because of its general significance and under criteria of 
significance A and C. It has general significance because of its integrity of design, setting, 
materials and workmanship, feeling, and association. The neighborhood has changed little 
since it was first developed. The design is unique and was developed with only minor 
changes to the original concept. Since that time, the design has remained intact. Natural 
landscaping has been important to that concept and has grown up and changed slightly, 
due to natural causes, but the setting and feeling are still the same. The design, as well as 
the natural landscaping, contributes to the feeling of being in a community of fine houses in 
a natural setting which is away from the City. Colonia Solana still conveys strongly the 
feeling of being a cohesive neighborhood. This sense of association has existed 
throughout its history and is still felt by its present residents.

Under criterion A, Colonia Solana is nominated for its role in the historic development of 
community planning, architecture, and landscape architecture in Tucson. Colonia Solana 
was one of the first suburban communities in Tucson which was a part of the national 
suburban movement of the 1920's. It deviated in its physical layout from the usual 
residential development in Tucson with its curvilinear streets, its desert vegetation, and its 
strong neighborhood definition. Colonia Solana influenced the planning of other Tucson 
subdivisions such as San Clemente, Country Club Homesites, Catalina Foothills Estates, 
Terra DeConcini, Catalina Vista, and Winterhaven. Most later Tucson subdivisions 
adjacent to the City were developed with the conventional rectilinear grid. The values 
associated with preserving the desert and using desert vegetation became more widely 
appreciated in Tucson during the I970's with the recognition of the water shortage and the 
health hazards of high atmospheric pollen levels. The use of desert landscaping and low 
pollen desert plants became more widespread. Once again, Colonia Solana became an 
example for sensible development.

Under criterion C, Colonia Solana is a significant community design which represents the 
work of a master. Colonia Solana was created by Stephen Child towards the end of his 
practice and it reveals design values which he nurtured throughout his career and which 
were influenced, in part, by his early association with Frederick Law Olmsted and the ideas 
of the Parks movement. Colonia Solana was inspired by the nature of the Sonoran Desert 
and was intended to have a strong natural character. We do not know if this was Child's 
notion or Harry Bryant's, the developer, but the idea is consistent with Child's previous 
work. At the same time, Colonia Solana was intended to be a practical, successful 
suburban subdivision. The site of Colonia Solana was not spectacular, but Child utilized 
the terrain, the small arroyos, and the possibility of some axial vistas to create a masterful 
but basically simple, street layout. The streets followed the terrain and the natural 
drainage, and the acre-sized lots were formed efficiently. The narrow curving interior 
streets helped maintain an informal rural feeling as they directed views back at the 
properties rather than along the streets themselves. The desert was brought into the
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Summary 
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The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (1928-1941) is nominated to the National 
Register of Historic Places because of its general significance and under criteria of 
significance A and C. It has general significance because of its integrity of design, setting , 
materials and workmanship, feeling, and association. The neighborhood has changed little 
since it was first developed. The design is unique and was developed with only minor 
changes to the original concept. Since that time, the design has remained intact. Natural 
landscaping has been important to that concept and has grown up and changed slightly, 
due to natural causes, but the setting and feeling are still the same . The design, as well as 
the natural landscaping, contributes to the feeling of being in a community of fine houses in 
a natural setting which is away from the City. Colonia Solana still conveys strongly the 
feeling of being a cohesive neighborhood. This sense of association has existed 
throughout its history and is still felt by its present residents. 

Under criterion A, Colonia Solana is nominated for its role in the historic development of 
community planning, architecture, and landscape architecture in Tucson. Colonia Solana 
was one of the first suburban communities in Tucson which was a part of the national 
suburban movement of the 1920's . It deviated in its physical layout from the usual 
residential development in Tucson with its curvilinear streets, its desert vegetation, and its 
strong neighborhood definition. Colonia Solana influenced the planning of other Tucson 
subdivisions such as San Clemente, Country Club Homesites, Catalina Foothills Estates , 
Terra DeConcini, Catalina Vista, and Winterhaven . Most later Tucson subdivisions 
adjacent to the City were developed with the conventional rectilinear grid. The values 
associated with preserving the desert and using desert vegetation became more widely 
appreciated in Tucson during the I970's with the recognition of the water shortage and the 
health hazards of high atmospheric pollen levels . The use of desert landscaping and low 
pollen desert plants became more widespread . Once again, Colonia Solana became an 
example for sensible development. 

Under criterion C, Colonia Solana is a significant community design which represents the 
work of a master. Colonia Solana was created by Stephen Child towards the end of his 
practice and it reveals design values which he nurtured throughout his career and which 
were influenced, in part, by his early association with Frederick Law Olmsted and the ideas 
of the Parks movement. Colonia Solana was inspired by the nature of the Sonoran Desert 
and was intended to have a strong natural character. We do not know if this was Child's 
notion or Harry Bryant's, the developer, but the idea is consistent with Child's previous 
work . At the same time, Colonia Solana was intended to be a practical, successful 
suburban subdivision. The site of Colonia Solana was not spectacular, but Child utilized 
the terrain, the small arroyos, and the possibility of some axial vistas to create a masterful 
but basically simple , street layout. The streets followed the terrain and the natural 
drainage, and the acre-sized lots were formed efficiently . The narrow curving interior 
streets helped maintain an informal rural feeling as they directed views back at the 
properties rather than along the streets themselves . The desert was brought into the 
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subdivision in unbuildable places such as the mini-parks at street intersections and along 
the Arroyo Chico, as well as on the individual properties. The presence of nature is strong, 
and yet the subdivision is efficiently developed. Beauty and function are provided in equal 
measure. (See aerial landscape plan.)

Colonia Solana is a unique creation which expresses the desert, but there are interesting 
similarities to Riverside, Illinois, of 1869 and to Forest Hills Park, Long Island of 1909, 
designed by the Olmsteds, as well as to Child's Alum Rock Park, San Jose, California, of 
1912. These projects, like Colonia Solana, are responsive to their sites, preserve and 
enhance their natural setting, and combine functional and aesthetic values (See plans of 
related communities Appendix B). Thus, Colonia Solana is a creative southwestern work in 
the American romantic, naturalistic Parks tradition.

Additionally under criterion C, Colonia Solana is significant because of the fine quality and 
historic value of the revival style houses which were built during its historic period from 
1928 until 1941. There are twenty- five Spanish Colonial Revival style, one Monterey style, 
two Pueblo Revival style, and four Ranch style houses. These houses are handsome, well- 
designed examples of their period. They are sizable, well-built houses designed by 
prominent local architects, and they expressed the stylistic tastes of their owners and that 
of their era.

Under criterion C, Colonia Solana as a whole should be considered historically significant. 
Only thirty-two of the total 110 houses are historically significant now. Of the 78 non
contributing houses, at this time 19 are recommended for future inclusion on the National 
Register. While many of the individual houses are distinguished, the strength of the total 
body of housing is the most significant factor which reinforces the strong neighborhood 
character. The major importance of Colonia Solana is its consistent integrity as a unique 
neighborhood. The housing, the community design, and the pervading desert environment 
are mutually reinforcing and contribute to a unified whole.

PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE

The Period of Significance (1928-1941) was chosen because it defined an era beginning 
with the establishment of the Colonia Solana subdivision and ending with the beginning of 
World War II. In Tucson, as well as nationally, 1928 was almost the end of a prosperous 
decade in which the suburban movement began and in which the period revival styles 
became popular and flourished in these new bedroom communities. This steady pattern of 
building continued throughout the 1930's, in spite of the Depression, and was ended only by 
the start of World War II. Several houses a year (a high of six and a low of 2) were built in 
Colonia Solana during the 1930's but between 1941-1947, only two houses were built. After 
World War II, tastes changed and the Ranch style became the predominant style. The 
movement from revival styles to ranch styles after World War II occurred nationally as well 
as in Tucson. Thus, the 1930's defined a specific stylistic approach, historically, as well as 
a period of suburban development.
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subdivision in unbuildable places such as the mini-parks at street intersections and along 
the Arroyo Chico , as well as on the individual properties. The presence of nature is strong , 
and yet the subdivision is efficiently developed . Beauty and function are provided in equal 
measure. (See aerial landscape plan.) 

Colonia Solana is a unique creation which expresses the desert, but there are interesting 
similarities to Riverside , Illinois, of 1869 and to Forest Hills Park, Long Island of 1909, 
designed by the Olmsteds, as well as to Child's Alum Rock Park, San Jose, California, of 
1912. These projects, like Colonia Solana, are responsive to their sites, preserve and 
enhance their natural setting , and combine functional and aesthetic values (See plans of 
related communities Appendix B) . Thus , Colonia Solana is a creative southwestern work in 
the American romantic , naturalistic Parks tradition. 

Additionally under criterion C, Colonia Solana is significant because of the fine quality and 
historic value of the revival style houses which were built during its historic period from 
1928 until 1941. There are twenty- five Spanish Colonial Revival style, one Monterey style , 
two Pueblo Revival style, and four Ranch style houses. These houses are handsome , well 
designed examples of their period. They are sizable, well-built houses designed by 
prominent local architects , and they expressed the stylistic tastes of their owners and that 
of their era. 

Under criterion C, Colonia Solana as a whole should be considered historically significant. 
Only thirty-two of the total 11 O houses are historically significant now . Of the 78 non
contributing houses, at this time 19 are recommended for future inclusion on the National 
Register . While many of the individual houses are distinguished, the strength of the total 
body of housing is the most significant factor which reinforces the strong neighborhood 
character. The major importance of Colonia Solana is its consistent integrity as a unique 
neighborhood . The housing, the community design, and the pervading desert environment 
are mutually reinforcing and contribute to a unified whole. 

PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE 

The Period of Significance (1928-1941) was chosen because it defined an era beginning 
with the establishment of the Colonia Solana subdivision and ending with the beginning of 
World War II. In Tucson , as well as nationally, 1928 was almost the end of a prosperous 
decade in which the suburban movement began and in which the period revival styles 
became popular and flourished in these new bedroom communities . This steady pattern of 
building continued throughout the 1930's, in spite of the Depression , and was ended only by 
the start of World War II. Several houses a year (a high of six and a low of 2) were built in 
Colonia Solana during the 1930's but between 1941 -1947, only two houses were built. After 
World War II , tastes changed and the Ranch style became the predominant style . The 
movement from revival styles to ranch styles after World War II occurred nationally as well 
as in Tucson. Thus, the 1930's defined a specific stylistic approach , historically, as well as 
a period of suburban development. 
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HISTORIC CONTEXT 

Founding Colonia Solana

The 160 acres of land of Colonia Solana, which lie in the NW 1/4 of Section 16 Township 14 
South, Range 14 East, were acquired originally by Thomas Brown in 1907 from the Federai 
Government under the Homestead Act. Brown had wanted to buiid a small house to be near 
his wife who was being treated in a tuberculosis sanitarium across the road to the north.
But since the government did not wish to lease a small parcel to Brown, he took advantage 
of the modest leasing fee and acquired a quarter section of the sparsely vegetated desert 
land and built his house. In 1910 when his wife was finally cured. Brown sold his lease to 
Harry E. Heighton and his daughter Dorothy, and the Browns left town. (The remaining 
three quarter section was bought by Willis Barnum on behaif of the City of Tucson in 1925 
for a goif course and park). In 1916, Paul H. M. Brinton, a chemistry professor at the 
University of Arizona, acquired the iease for aii the Brown property except for the house 
and its two acres. In 1918, he bought the land outright for three dollars an acre, in spite of 
his friends' warnings that it was a poor business decision. They thought Tucson was 
growing to the south and west and could not expand east because the railroad tracks 
created a barrier, in 1926, Brinton sold his 158 acres to Harry E. Bryant's newiy formed 
Country Ciub Reaity Co. for $40,000. The Brown's house and two acres, stiii owned by 
Harry Heighton, was outside the area and did not become a part of the subdivision and its 
deed restrictions.

Harry Bryant wanted to deveiop a subdivision with distinctive features which would create 
interest, because the iand itseif was outside town on fiat, sparseiy vegetated desert, and he 
did not want to continue the gridiron pattern of development which was continuing west of 
Country Ciub. in 1928, he hired Stephen Child, a landscape architect from San Francisco 
who had been a winter visitor in Tucson, to create a new kind of project. Child was an 
experienced and sophisticated architect who had national, even international experience.
He knew about the significant community planning work of past decades and he was 
sympathetic to the principles of the naturalistic Parks movement. He proposed a 
harmonious desert concept and a practical scheme for community development which Harry 
Bryant iiked.

On March 16, 1928, Edward VanderVries presented Colonia Solana, as Stephen Child had 
named it, to over 100 invited guests at a dinner dance at Tucson Golf and Country Club. (It 
is possible that VanderVries had a financiai interest in Coionia Soiana). Chiid was the 
main speaker and described the new project in glowing terms. The location of Colonia 
Solana was ideal for an unusual, quality subdivision, since it was bounded by two main 
streets - Broadway and Country Club- and by Randolph (now Reid) Park on the other two 
sides. Across Broadway to the north was the new El Encanto Estates and El Conquistador 
Hotel. Colonia Soiana was planned , laid out, provided with deed restrictions, and a given 
minimum cost requirement of $10,000. It offered an interesting alternative to Ei Encanto, a 
more formal subdivision across Broadway to the north which was announced earlier that 
year.
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The 160 acres of land of Colonia Solana, which lie in the NW 1/4 of Section 16 Township 14 
South , Range 14 East, were acquired originally by Thomas Brown in 1907 from the Federal 
Government under the Homestead Act. Brown had wanted to build a small house to be near 
his wife who was being treated in a tuberculosis sanitarium across the road to the north. 
But since the government did not wish to lease a small parcel to Brown, he took advantage 
of the modest leasing fee and acquired a quarter section of the sparsely vegetated desert 
land and built his house. In 1910 when his wife was finally cured, Brown sold his lease to 
Harry E. Heighton and his daughter Dorothy, and the Browns left town. (The remaining 
three quarter section was bought by Willis Barnum on behalf of the City of Tucson in 1925 
for a golf course and park) . In 1916, Paul H. M. Brinton , a chemistry professor at the 
University of Arizona, acquired the lease for all the Brown property except for the house 
and its two acres . In 1918, he bought the land outright for three dollars an acre , in spite of 
his friends' warnings that it was a poor business decision. They thought Tucson was 
growing to the south and west and could not expand east because the railroad tracks 
created a barrier. In 1926, Brinton sold his 158 acres to Harry E. Bryant's newly formed 
Country Club Realty Co. for $40,000. The Brown's house and two acres, still owned by 
Harry Heighton, was outside the area and did not become a part of the subdivision and its 
deed restrictions. 

Harry Bryant wanted to develop a subdivision with distinctive features which would create 
interest, because the land itself was outside town on flat, sparsely vegetated desert, and he 
did not want to continue the gridiron pattern of development which was continuing west of 
Country Club. In 1928, he hired Stephen Child, a landscape architect from San Francisco 
who had been a winter visitor in Tucson, to create a new kind of project. Child was an 
experienced and sophisticated architect who had national, even international experience . 
He knew about the significant community planning work of past decades and he was 
sympathetic to the principles of the naturalistic Parks movement. He proposed a 
harmonious desert concept and a practical scheme for community development which Harry 
Bryant liked. 

On March 16, 1928, Edward VanderVries presented Colonia Solana, as Stephen Child had 
named it, to over 100 invited guests at a dinner dance at Tucson Golf and Country Club . (It 
is possible that VanderVries had a financial interest in Colonia Solana) . Child was the 
main speaker and described the new project in glowing terms. The location of Colonia 
Solana was ideal for an unusual, quality subdivision, since it was bounded by two main 
streets - Broadway and Country Club- and by Randolph (now Reid) Park on the other two 
sides . Across Broadway to the north was the new El Encanto Estates and El Conquistador 
Hotel. Co Ionia Solana was planned , laid out , provided with deed restrictions, and a given 
minimum cost requirement of $10,000. It offered an interesting alternative to El Encanto, a 
more formal subdivision across Broadway to the north which was announced earlier that 
year. 
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Bryant published an attractive descriptive brochure and started marketing the "Villa Sites". 
The first three houses were built for sale. Through 1928 and 1929, seven lots were sold 
and villas built ranging in cost from $11,400 to $34,900. One of the first builders was 
George Echols who constructed a large two story Spanish Colonial Revival mansion he 
called "El Deseo Real" (#70,#71), still the largest house in the neighborhood. The stock 
market crash of 1929 ended everything. Echols' house did not sell for a number of years. 
In May 1930, a home exposition was held to show additional homes for sale. One partially 
constructed house (the Voorhees home,#47) was displayed under a large tent where the 
workmanship and materials could be seen. Thousands of people came to see it.

Martin Schwerin, a mining engineer and former explorer and adventurer, bought most of the 
leases in the mid 1930's. He was an independent person who did not believe in restrictions 
or improvements, and he left Colonia Solana alone. Most of the palm trees planted by 
Harry Bryant died, but the desert landscaping flourished. Schwerin did, however, require 
architectural review, and the deed restrictions were kept in force.

John Murphey, a developer, bought a few lots in the mid thirties too, and he discovered that 
prospective buyers balked at living near the ugly El Conquistador water tower which was 
located on lot #36 of the old Brown land. Soon, the water tower was covered with a 
disguise which transformed it into a handsome Spanish Colonial Revival tower. The history 
of the design and construction of this new tower enclosure is clouded, but recently a Roy 
Place drawing of the tower has been discovered, which suggests that the tower design 
should be attributed to him rather than to Joesler. Little by little, lots were sold and houses 
built. From 1930 through 1939, 21 lots were sold and 17 houses built ranging in cost from 
$18,000 to $36,000. Between 1940 and 1949, 21 more lots were sold. Between 1940 
through 1942, 10 houses were built and the cost range was the same. After the War, 
between 1946 and 1949, 15 houses were built in the same price range. Between 1950 and 
1959, 44 houses were built. This was the most active buiiding period. Between 1960 and 
1969, five lots were sold and at least 12 houses built. 7 houses were built in the early 
I970's.

The continuity of residential use within the quarter section which contained Colonia Solana 
continued through the mid sixties. After Dorothy Heighton Munro died in 1965, the old 
Brown property was sold and the new owners won a lawsuit to change the zoning for 
commercial and higher density residential use. (The Colonia Solana deed restrictions 
never appiied to this property). Today, lots #34 and #35 along Broadway are commercial 
properties. Lot #36, which contains the water tower, also contains condominiums.

The original 158 acres which make up Colonia Solana are still the same residential 
properties today. All lots have houses on them with the exception of three located within 
the subdivision and four along Country Club and Broadway on the periphery of the 
subdivision. The fate of these frontage properties along Broadway fell into question as 
soon as the fifty year deed restrictions started to expire in 1978. Development proposals 
were brought forward which requested commerical development for several Broadway and 
Country Club lots. Together the Colonia Solana and El Encanto neighborhoods succeeded
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Bryant published an attractive descriptive brochure and started marketing the "Villa Sites" . 
The first three houses were built for sale . Through 1928 and 1929, seven lots were sold 
and villas built ranging in cost from $11,400 to $34,900. One of the first builders was 
George Echols who constructed a large two story Spanish Colonial Revival mansion he 
called "El Deseo Real" (#70,#71), still the largest house in the neighborhood. The stock 
market crash of 1929 ended everything . Echols' house did not·sell for a number of years . 
In May 1930, a home exposition was held to show additional homes for sale . One partially 
constructed house (the Voorhees home,#47) was displayed under a large tent where the 
workmanship and materials could be seen . Thousands of people came to see it. 

Martin Schwerin, a mining engineer and former explorer and adventurer, bought most of the 
leases in the mid 1930's . He was an independent person who did not believe in restrictions 
or improvements, and he left Colonia Solana alone. Most of the palm trees planted by 
Harry Bryant died, but the desert landscaping flourished. Schwerin did, however, require 
architectural review, and the deed restrictions were kept in force. 

John Murphey , a developer, bought a few lots in the mid thirties too , and he discovered that 
prospective buyers balked at living near the ugly El Conquistador water tower which was 
located on lot #36 of the old Brown land. Soon, the water tower was covered with a 
disguise which transformed it into a handsome Spanish Colonial Revival tower. The history 
of the design and construction of this new tower enclosure is clouded, but recently a Roy 
Place drawing of the tower has been discovered, which suggests that the tower design 
should be attributed to him rather than to Joesler. Little by little , lots were sold and houses 
built. From 1930 through 1939, 21 lots were sold and 17 houses built ranging in cost from 
$18,000 to $36,000 . Between 1940 and 1949, 21 more lots were sold. Between 1940 
through 1942, 10 houses were built and the cost range was the same. After the War, 
between 1946 and 1949, 15 houses were built in the same price range . Between 1950 and 
1959, 44 houses were built. This was the most active building period . Between 1960 and 
1969, five lots were sold and at least 12 houses built. 7 houses were built in the early 
I970's . 

The continuity of residential use within the quarter section which contained Colonia Solana 
continued through the mid sixties . After Dorothy Heighton Munro died in 1965, the old 
Brown property was sold and the new owners won a lawsuit to change the zoning for 
commercial and higher density residential use . (The Colonia Solana deed restrictions 
never applied to this property) . Today, lots #34 and #35 along Broadway are commercial 
properties. Lot #36, which contains the water tower, also contains condominiums. 

The original 158 acres which make up Colonia Solana are still the same residential 
properties today . All lots have houses on them with the exception of three located within 
the subdivision and four along Country Club and Broadway on the periphery of the 
subdivision . The fate of these frontage properties along Broadway fell into question as 
soon as the fifty year deed restrictions started to expire in 1978. Development proposals 
were brought forward which requested commerical development for several Broadway and 
Country Club lots . Together the Colonia Solana and El Encanto neighborhoods succeeded 
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in obtaining an ordinance from the City of Tucson for a joint land use plan. This plan has 
helped protect residential zoning in both neighborhoods although repeated attempts to 
break the plan continue both at the city level and in the courts.

Another threat to the integrity of Colonia Solana occurred several years ago when the City 
began to remove mesquite trees along Arroyo Chico in a "clean-up" campaign. An alert 
resident, Mario Yrun, was able to stop the work temporarily until neighborhood 
representatives could talk to the City.

The development of the Broadway Corridor project may impact Colonia Solana, but 
apparently, the increase in the right-of-way will occur on the northern side of Broadway, 
away from Colonia Solana. It would be desirable if the southern side would have a buffer 
strip added.

COMMUNITY PLAN SIGNIFICANCE

Colonia Solana is significant as a suburban community in Tucson which was a part of the 
American suburban movement of the early decades of this century. Colonia Solana was 
conceived by Harry Bryant and Stephen Child to be an attractive, well-designed suburban 
development which would offer an alternative to the prevailing pattern of gridiron 
expansion. It was intended to appeal to a homeowner seeking an interesting and beautiful 
community located in a rural and natural environment at the edge of town. Prospective 
buyers were further assured that the original plan of the development would be protected 
seemingly in perpetuity by the inclusion of fifty year deed restrictions- the strongest, if not 
the longest, legal safeguard available to any planned development at that time. In Tucson,
El Encanto Estates, the Williams Additions, Catalina Foothills Estates, and San Clemente 
were other such suburban developments. In some ways, Colonia Solana was like suburban 
communities being built at the same time outside other American cities such as Forest Hills 
Gardens and Bronxville, New York; the Country Club district, Kansas City; Bloomfield Hills, 
Michigan and Shaker Heights, Ohio. These suburbs were characterized by a rural location 
outside the city, generous sized lots, planned street layouts, restrictive covenants and 
zoning controls, house size or building cost requirements and architectural review boards. 
The suburbs thus maintained economic, racial, and architectural restrictions on home 
ownership which was intended to protect real estate value.

Some of the precepts of the City Beautiful era were transferred to the Suburban movement 
as the City Beautiful approach waned during the 1920's. On a more modest scale, these 
precepts were that a community should have: an attractive, cohesive quality, a planned 
system of circulation, a system of parks if possible, and attractive placement of buildings. 
Suburbs were planned for prosperous cities with a number of upper income families who 
were prospective home owners. The growing use of the automobile during the 1920’s made 
suburban living a practical life style. Tucson was such a thriving city during this period and 
contained a group of prosperous families who were prospective suburbanites. It was 
growing in population too, as well-to-do winter visitors, people with health problems, and 
retirees moved to the desert.
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in obtaining an ordinance from the City of Tucson for a joint land use plan . This plan has 
helped protect residential zoning in both neighborhoods although repeated attempts to 
break the plan continue both at the city level and in the courts. 

Another threat to the integrity of Colonia Solana occurred several years ago when the City 
began to remove mesquite trees along Arroyo Chico in a "clean-up" campaign . An alert 
resident , Mario Yrun, was able to stop the work temporarily until neighborhood 
representatives could talk to the City . 

The development of the Broadway Corridor project may impact Colonia Solana, but 
apparently, the increase in the right-of-way will occur on the northern side of Broadway, 
away from Colonia Solana. It would be desirable if the southern side would have a buffer 
strip added. 

COMMUNITY PLAN SIGNIFICANCE 

Colonia Solana is significant as a suburban community in Tucson which was a part of the 
American suburban movement of the early decades of this century . Colonia Solana was 
conce ived by Harry Bryant and Stephen Child to be an attractive, well-designed suburban 
development which would offer an alternative to the prevailing pattern of gridiron 
expansion. It was intended to appeal to a homeowner seeking an interesting and beautiful 
community located in a rural and natural environment at the edge of town . Prospective 
buyers were further assured that the original plan of the development would be protected 
seemingly in perpetuity by the inclusion of fifty year deed restrictions- the strongest, if not 
the longest, legal safeguard available to any planned development at that time . In Tucson , 
El Encanto Estates , the Williams Additions , Catalina Foothills Estates, and San Clemente 
were other such suburban developments. In some ways, Colonia Solana was like suburban 
communities being built at the same time outside other American cities such as Forest Hills 
Gardens and Bronxville , New York; the Country Club district, Kansas City; Bloomfield Hills , 
Michigan and Shaker Heights , Ohio . These suburbs were characterized by a rural location 
outside the city, generous sized lots, planned street layouts, restrictive covenants and 
zoning controls, house size or building cost requirements and architectural review boards . 
The suburbs thus maintained economic , racial, and architectural restrictions on home 
ownership which was intended to protect real estate value . 

Some of the precepts of the City Beautiful era were transferred to the Suburban movement 
as the City Beautiful approach waned during the 1920's . On a more modest scale , these 
precepts were that a community should have : an attractive, cohesive quality , a planned 
system of circulation , a system of parks if possible, and attractive placement of buildings . 
Suburbs were planned for prosperous cities with a number of upper income fami lies who 
were prospective home owners . The growing use of the automobile during the 1920's made 
suburban living a practical life style . Tucson was such a thriving c ity during this period and 
conta ined a group of prosperous families who were prospective suburbanites. It was 
growing in population too , as well-to -do winter visitors , people with health problems, and 
retirees moved to the desert. 
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Colonia Solana additionally is significant for being an unusual project which was an 
especially creative and innovative solution in the Park tradition which had influenced some 
of the new suburban development throughout the City Beautiful and new community 
periods. This tradition encouraged the use of natural land forms and preservation of native 
vegetation and wild life. Road systems and other man-made improvements were to be 
introduced with sensitivity to provide functional solutions without violating nature. Added 
landscaping should be native plant material or carefully selected vegetation which would be 
harmonious with the natural setting. Nature and the rural landscape were seen as positive 
values which would enrich human life. This planning tradition was influenced by the works 
of the 19th Century Romantic period such as the writings of Viollet-le-Duc and John Ruskin, 
the Gothic Revival, and the architecture of H. H. Richardson and Louis Sullivan. Between 
1875 and 1881, the crafts proponent William Morris and the architect Norman Shaw created 
the picturesque residential area Bedford Park outside London but linked to the City by rail, 
the first commuter suburb. Henry David Thoreau, James Audubon, the pioneer ecologist, 
George Perkins March, and other leading conservationists such as Carl Schurz, Theodore 
Roosevelt, John Wesley Powell, and John Muir also contributed to this movement.
Frederick Law Olmsted designed Central Park, New York, in 1859, the great first 
naturalistic park and other parks in San Francisco, Buffalo, Detroit, Chicago, Montreal and 
Boston. Other outstanding urban parks designers followed-notably Charles Elliot, who 
completed Olmsted's Boston park system, George Kessler, who planned the Kansas City 
park system, and Jens Jensen, who designed Chicago's park system.

Antecedents of Colonia Solana which were strongly in the Park tradition were the early 
suburban communities of Riverside, Illinois, of 1869; Roland Park, Baltimore, of 1891; and 
Forest Hills Gardens, New York, of 1909; all designed by the Olmsted firm. All three have 
curvilinear streets. Roland Park and Forest Hills Gardens have diagonal boulevards 
converging to a corner. Forest Hills Gardens has a community square as a corner focal 
point. Riverside is the most naturalistic with its park along the Des Plaines River, 
landscaped parkways, and triangular parks at street intersections. Its gently curving 
streets form tear drop shaped blocks and non-parallel lots and the entire community plan 
resembles a beautifully shaped organism. The influence of these communities on the 
design of Colonia Solana is obvious and some of the same devices can be seen in the 
Colonia Solana plan. Stephen Child was a sensitive and sophisticated designer familiar 
with a broad range of planning work but undoubtedly sympathetic to the Parks traditions. 
Colonia Solana, too, has non-parallel lots, curvilinear streets, triangular parks, and a lineal 
parkway which converges to a corner focus. The primary determinant of Colonia Solana is 
the natural landscape and its features, however. The planning details mentioned are 
vocabulary elements which develop appropriately from this natural form and are not 
imposed arbitrarily. (See Site Maps Appendix B)

Colonia Solana has had an influence on subsequent suburban development. Other 
developers appreciated the informal, residential scale created by the gently curving streets, 
and a few subdivisions introduced this device, such as Country Club Homesites, Terra De 
Concini, Catalina Vista, San Clemente and Winter Haven (See dated subdivision map 
Appendix C). Catalina Foothills Estates, which was established soon after Colonia Solana,
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Colonia Solana additionally is significant for being an unusual project which was an 
especially creative and innovative solution in the Park tradition which had influenced some 
of the new suburban development throughout the City Beautiful and new community 
periods. This tradition encouraged the use of natural land forms and preservation of native 
vegetation and wild life . Road systems and other man-made improvements were to be 
introduced with sensitivity to provide functional solutions without violating nature . Added 
landscaping should be native plant material or carefully selected vegetation which would be 
harmonious with the natural setting. Nature and the rural landscape were seen as positive 
values which would enrich human life . This planning tradition was influenced by the works 
of the 19th Century Romantic period such as the writings of Viollet-le-Duc and John Ruskin , 
the Gothic Revival, and the architecture of H. H. Richardson and Louis Sullivan. Between 
1875 and 1881, the crafts proponent William Morris and the architect Norman Shaw created 
the picturesque residential area Bedford Park outside London but linked to the City by rail, 
the first commuter suburb. Henry David Thoreau, James Audubon, the pioneer ecologist, 
George Perkins March, and other leading conservationists such as Carl Schurz, Theodore 
Roosevelt, John Wesley Powell, and John Muir also contributed to this movement. 
Frederick Law Olmsted designed Central Park, New York, in 1859, the great first 
naturalistic park and other parks in San Francisco, Buffalo, Detroit, Chicago, Montreal and 
Boston. Other outstanding urban parks designers followed-notably Charles Elliot, who 
completed Olmsted's Boston park system, George Kessler, who planned the Kansas City 
park system, and Jens Jensen, who designed Chicago's park system . 

Antecedents of Colonia Solana which were strongly in the Park tradition were the early 
suburban communities of Riverside, Illinois ,. of 1869; Roland Park, Baltimore, of 1891; and 
Forest Hills Gardens, New York, of 1909; all designed by the Olmsted firm . All three have 
curvilinear streets. Roland Park and Forest Hills Gardens have diagonal boulevards 
converging to a corner. Forest Hills Gardens has a community square as a corner focal 
point. Riverside is the most naturalistic with its park along the Des Plaines River, 
landscaped parkways, and triangular parks at street intersections . Its gently curving 
streets form tear drop shaped blocks and non-parallel lots and the entire community plan 
resembles a beautifully shaped organism . The influence of these communities on the 
design of Colonia Solana is obvious and some of the same devices can be seen in the 
Colonia Solana plan. Stephen Child was a sensitive and sophisticated designer familiar 
with a broad range of planning work but undoubtedly sympathetic to the Parks traditions . 
Colonia Solana, too, has non-parallel lots, curvilinear streets, triangular parks, and a lineal 
parkway which converges to a corner focus. The primary determinant of Colonia Solana is 
the natural landscape and its features , however. The planning details mentioned are 
vocabulary elements which develop appropriately from this natural form and are not 
imposed arbitrarily. (See Site Maps Appendix B) 

Colonia Solana has had an influence on subsequent suburban development. Other 
developers appreciated the informal, residential scale created by the gently curving streets , 
and a few subdivisions introduced this device, such as Country Club Homesites, Terra De 
Concini, Catalina Vista, San Clemente and Winter Haven (See dated subdivision map 
Appendix C). Catalina Foothills Estates, which was established soon after Colonia Solana, 
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shows the strongest influence. The street pattern and tree locations of the building sites 
there were developed in harmony with the topography and vegetation. There was abundant 
native growth in this area, so there was no need to add further plantings. Later low density 
subdivisions in the foothills were developed in a similar way. Throughout Tucson, however, 
gridiron expansion continued.

EARLY COMMUNITY PLANNING IN TUCSON

Comprehensive deed restrictions (covenants & conditions) were used in Tucson in 1920 
with the attachment of deed restrictions to the deeds of all lots in the University Manor 
Subdivision. Deed restrictions had been used earlier, but they applied to specific uses, 
such as water rights, rather than as comprehensive requirements for an entire subdivision. 
University Manor was plotted in the traditional gridiron land use pattern within the usual 
north/south, east/west Tucson orientation. The subdivision was located toward the center 
of the city and was similar to earlier subdivisions in the area, except for the addition of 
these comprehensive deed restrictions which proscribed site placement, minimum 
construction costs, residential use limitations, and racial restrictions.

The Colonia Solana deed restrictions which were formally filed in the Pima County 
Recorder's office on May 11,1928, specify some of the conditions of construction. (See 
Appendix A for copy of deed restrictions.)

The original subdivision plan created large lot sizes which ranged from .5 acres to 1.04 
acres and averaged about 1 acre in size. The deed restrictions permitted the purchase of 
several adjacent lots which would then be considered a single lot. Two properties in the 
subdivision are combined lots. The 158 acres of Colonia Solana were subdivided originally 
into 119 lots and currently are defined as 116 lots.

The deed restrictions required that the houses built must be of a minimum value of $10,000. 
The actual costs were higher. The price of the lot plus the additional cost of improvement 
was higher than comparative costs for other early Tucson subdivisions and amounted to a 
large sum of money in the late 1920’s. (The early lots were sold for $4,000 - $5,000 and 
the houses cost $12,000-$40,000.) As a practical matter, these high cost requirements 
served to restrict construction in the neighborhood to the more affluent home owners. 
Residential property values have remained high throughout the succeeding decades, 
bolstered to a large degree by the practical value of the environmental amenities. The 
property values, in turn, have restricted property ownership to people similar to the original 
owners.

Placement of the dwelling on the lot was controlled by the deed restrictions. Setbacks were 
required to be at least fifty feet from any street line and twenty five feet from adjoining 
property lines. (This was more restrictive than in El Encanto.) All buildings, fences, walls, 
building wall heights, or other structures were to be approved first by a reviewing architect. 
Between 1928 and 1939, however, when most of the contributing historic residences were 
built, this review was done informally, and no records have been found. (The original
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shows the strongest influence. The street pattern and tree locations of the building sites 
there were developed in harmony with the topography and vegetation . There was abundant 
native growth in this area, so there was no need to add further plantings. Later low density 
subdivisions in the foothills were developed in a similar way. Throughout Tucson, however , 
gridiron expansion continued . 

EARLY COMMUNITY PLANNING IN TUCSON 

Comprehensive deed restrictions (covenants & conditions) were used in Tucson in 1920 
with the attachment of deed restrictions to the deeds of all lots in the University Manor 
Subdivision . Deed restrictions had been used earlier , but they applied to specific uses , 
such as water rights, rather than as comprehensive requirements for an entire subdivision . 
University Manor was plotted in the traditional gridiron land use pattern within the usual 
north/south, east/west Tucson orientation. The subdivision was located toward the center 
of the city and was similar to earlier subdivisions in the area, except for the addition of 
these comprehensive deed restrictions which proscribed site placement, minimum 
construction costs , residential use limitations, and racial restrictions. 

The Colonia Solana deed restrictions which were formally filed in the Pima County 
Recorder's office on May 11 , 1928, specify some of the conditions of construction . (See 
Appendix A for copy of deed restrictions .) 

The original subdivision plan created large lot sizes which ranged from .5 acres to 1.04 
acres and averaged about 1 acre in size . The deed restrictions permitted the purchase of 
several adjacent lots which would then be considered a single lot. Two properties in the 
subdivision are combined lots. The 158 acres of Colonia Solana were subdivided originally 
into 119 lots and currently are defined as 116 lots. 

The deed restrictions required that the houses built must be of a minimum value of $10,000 . 
The actual costs were higher. The price of the lot plus the additional cost of improvement 
was higher than comparative costs for other early Tucson subdivisions and amounted to a 
large sum of money in the late 1920's . (The early lots were sold for $4,000 - $5 ,000 and 
the houses cost $12 ,000-$40 ,000.) As a practical matter, these high cost requ irements 
served to restrict construction in the neighborhood to the more affluent home owners. 
Residential property values have remained high throughout the succeeding decades, 
bolstered to a large degree by the practical value of the environmental amenities . The 
property values , in turn, have restricted property ownership to people similar to the original 
owners . 

Placement of the dwelling on the lot was controlled by the deed restr ictions . Setbacks were 
requ ired to be at least fifty feet from any street line and twenty five feet from adjoining 
property lines . (This was more restrictive than in El Encanto.) All buildings, fences, walls , 
building wall heights , or other structures were to be approved first by a reviewing architect. 
Between 1928 and 1939, however, when most of the contribut ing historic residences were 
built, this review was done informally , and no records have been found. (The original 
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subdivision descriptive pamphlet states that building restrictions would be enforced by an 
"art jury".) There was a deed restriction requirement, however, that all construction must 
conform to the Tucson Building Code, even though Colonia Solana originally was not within 
the city limits. This stipulation helped insure a higher quality of construction than often 
was typical. In general, the attempt to monitor design and construction quality in the late 
1920's was a new concept which was intended to enhance the distinctive, aesthetic 
cohesion of the neighborhood. This followed similar deed restriction requirements which 
were being established currently in new suburban subdivisions outside American cities in 
other parts of the country and was an effect of the "City Beautiful" movement.

It is believed that there were no requirements regarding architectural styles, which 
sometimes were stipulated in deed restrictions, but the styles of the houses built tended to 
follow a narrow range which mirrored those built in the city as a whole. After 1939, plans 
were reviewed by Arthur T. Brown, Architect, who checked conformance with deed 
restrictions, general design quality, and harmony with the existing neighborhood. He could 
reject non-conforming designs, and his decision was final. This requirement for review 
helped insure a consistent level of design. Colonia Solana, along with El Encanto, is one 
of the early Tucson subdivisions which controlled building construction and landscape 
planting through comprehensive deed restrictions. These latter also limited non-conforming 
uses, signs, etc., which often blight less restrictive neighborhoods.

Zoning in Pima County did not come into force until the 1950's for both incorporated and 
unincorporated areas. (Colonia Solana was annexed into the city on Sept. 8, 1942.) The 
implementation of comprehensive deed restrictions was an early attempt by private sector 
developers to monitor and control construction activities and property use within an entire 
subdivision. Deed restrictions (covenants & conditions) were established to uphold a 
standard of quality and to prevent undesirable change so as to assure a continuation of 
property values. While zoning and deed restrictions regulate many of the same concerns, 
zoning is under political jurisdiction and consequently is much less secure. Deed 
restrictions are legal controls which cannot be changed easily, if at all. The racial and 
religious restrictions which were included in some deed restrictions were contrary to 
broadly held American principles and were declared unconstitutional by the U. S. Supreme 
Court during the 1950's.

One of the first subdivisions east of town hoping to attract affluent home owners was the 
Williams Addition which was established in August, 1927. Located at Broadway and 
Kenyon (now Craycroft), this development had large lots for substantial homes and was 
protected by comprehensive deed restrictions. The subdivision layout provided a central 
circular park with four radiating streets superimposed on a traditional grid iron pattern. 
Although a few houses were built, the Williams Addition was never successful. High end 
development was never attracted to this area. When the deed restrictions expired, most of 
the land was sold, the zoning was changed, and today the Williams Addition has become 
the Williams Center, a fine commercial development.

A desire to attract affluent customers in a very competitive market led developers to try to 
create unique subdivisions with non-grid iron patterns which were protected by
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subdivision descriptive pamphlet states that building restrictions would be enforced by an 
"art jury".) There was a deed restriction requirement, however, that all°construction must 
conform to the Tucson Building Code , even though Colonia Solana originally was not within 
the city limits. This stipulation helped insure a higher quality of construction than often 
was typical. In general, the attempt to monitor design and construction quality in the late 
1920's was a new concept which was intended to enhance the distinctive, aesthetic 
cohesion of the neighborhood. This followed similar deed restriction requirements which 
were being established currently in new suburban subdivisions outside American cities in 
other parts of the country and was an effect of the "City Beautiful" movement. 

It is believed that there were no requirements regarding architectural styles , which 
sometimes were stipulated in deed restrictions, but the styles of the houses built tended to 
follow a narrow range which mirrored those built in the city as a whole. After 1939, plans 
were reviewed by Arthur T . Brown, Architect, who checked conformance with deed 
restrictions, general design quality, and harmony with the existing neighborhood. He could 
reject non-conforming designs, and his decision was final. This requirement for review 
helped insure a consistent level of design. Colonia Solana, along with El Encanto, is one 
of the early Tucson subdivisions which controlled building construction and landscape 
planting through comprehensive deed restrictions . These latter also limited non-conforming 
uses, signs , etc., which often blight less restrictive neighborhoods. 

Zoning in Pima County did not come into force until the 1950's for both incorporated and 
unincorporated areas. (Colonia Solana was annexed into the city on Sept. 8, 1942.) The 
implementation of comprehensive deed restrictions was an early attempt by private sector 
developers to monitor and control construction activities and property use within an entire 
subdivision. Deed restrictions (covenants & conditions) were established to uphold a 
standard of quality and to prevent undesirable change so as to assure a continuation of 
property values. While zoning and deed restrictions regulate many of the same concerns, 
zoning is under political jurisdiction and consequently is much less secure . Deed 
restrictions are legal controls which cannot be changed easily, if at all. The racial and 
religious restrictions which were included in some deed restrictions were contrary to 
broadly held American principles and were declared unconstitutional by the U. S. Supreme 
Court during the 1950's. 

One of the first subdivis ions east of town hoping to attract affluent home owners was the 
Williams Addition which was established in August, 1927. Located at Broadway and 
Kenyon (now Craycroft), this development had large lots for substantial homes and was 
protected by comprehensive deed restrictions. The subdivision layout provided a central 
circular park with four radiating streets superimposed on a traditional grid iron pattern . 
Although a few houses were built, the Williams Addition was never successful. High end 
development was never attracted to this area. When the deed restrictions expired, most of 
the land was sold, the zoning was changed, and today the Williams Addition has become 
the Williams Center, a fine commercial development. 

A desire to attract affluent customers in a very competitive market led developers to try to 
create unique subdivisions with non-grid iron patterns which were protected by 
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comprehensive deed restrictions. They hoped to provide home owners with privacy, 
individuality, and protection of property values in a prestige setting. The perception that 
design improvements and deed restrictions would help increase sales can be seen in the 
development of San Clemente. Originally plotted as Country Club Heights located on 
Broadway between Maple Blvd. (now Alvernon) and Thoreau (now Columbus), it was a 
traditional gridiron development. In 1930, influenced by Spanish Colonial Revival 
popularity and the success of Colonia Solana and El Encanto, the new owners (Tucson 
Realty and Trust) re-plotted portions of the Country Club Heights as San Clemente with 
winding street patterns similar to those in Colonia Solana and introduced renewable deed 
restrictions. Other non-gridiron plotted subdivisions included Country Club Homesite 
(1928), Catalina Foothills Estates (1930), Terra DeConcini (1937), Catalina Vista (1940), 
and Winter Haven (1948). (See dated subdivision map.)

Developers discovered that non-gridiron street patterns, southwestern architecture, and 
formally landscaped or desert landscaped lots with comprehensive deed restrictions 
appealed strongly to home buyers. These early subdivisions provided alternatives to the 
norm which helped create a sense of community. Both El Encanto Estates and Colonia 
Solana were prominent examples in this movement toward implementing comprehensive 
community planning in the City of Tucson. The developers of these two subdivisions 
approached community planning differently, however, and the planned, conspicuous 
formality of El Encanto differs strongly with the , informal, naturalistic character of Colonia 
Solana. Except for Catalina Foothills Estates which had a distinctive rural atmosphere, the 
other subdivisions were weaker statements of these themes.

After World War II, interest in the Spanish Colonial Revival had waned and a building boom 
started in earnest. Later subdivisions in the city followed the grid iron pattern and scraped 
and filled the desert to provide level building sites. Civil engineers, rather than landscape 
architects, designed these subdivisions and planning concerns were more utilitarian. 
Curving streets occasionally were used to accommodate property boundaries or a drainage 
wash. For the most part, these subdivisions were designed for middle income housing. 
Housing for the affluent continued to be built in the Foothills on smaller parcels as land 
values increased, and Catalina Foothills Estates continued to influence the planning of 
these areas.

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE SIGNIFICANCE

Colonia Solana is important historically because of the significance of its landscape 
architecture. The intentions of its design are drawn from the best traditions of American 
landscape architecture. The designer of this neighborhood, Stephen Child, was trained in 
these traditions and worked in them throughout his professional life. Their influence can be 
seen in Colonia Solana. Nature is treated here as something positive and important. It 
should be protected and enhanced, rather than destroyed. In the design process, the 
natural features of the site should become a part of the solution - the slope of the land, a 
water course, or a hill. Native vegetation should be preserved and used in the public 
areas. These traditions originated in the Parks movement. Functional planning is
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comprehensive deed restrictions . They hoped to provide home owners with privacy, 
individuality , and protection of property values in a prestige setting. The perception that 
design improvements and deed restrictions would help increase sales can be seen in the 
development of San Clemente . Originally plotted as Country Club Heights located on 
Broadway between Maple Blvd . (now Alvernon) and Thoreau (now Columbus), it was a 
traditional gridiron development. In 1930, influenced by Spanish Colonial Revival 
popularity and the success of Colonia Solana and El Encanto, the new owners (Tucson 
Realty and Trust) re-plotted portions of the Country Club Heights as San Clemente with 
winding street patterns similar to those in Colonia Solana and introduced renewable deed 
restrictions. Other non-gridiron plotted subdivisions included Country Club Homesite 
(1928), Catalina Foothills Estates (1930), Terra DeConcini (1937), Catalina Vista (1940), 
and Winter Haven (1948). (See dated subdivision map.) 

Developers discovered that non-gridiron street patterns, southwestern architecture, and 
formally landscaped or desert landscaped lots with comprehensive deed restrictions 
appealed strongly to home buyers . These early subdivisions provided alternatives to the 
norm which helped create a sense of community . Both El Encanto Estates and Colonia 
Solana were prominent examples in this movement toward implementing comprehensive 
community planning in the City of Tucson. The developers of these two subdivisions 
approached community planning differently , however, and the planned, conspicuous 
formality of El Encanto differs strongly with the , informal, naturalistic character of Colonia 
Solana. Except for Catalina Foothills Estates which had a distinctive rural atmosphere, the 
other subdivisions were weaker statements of these themes . 

After World War II , interest in the Spanish Colonial Revival had waned and a building boom 
started in earnest. Later subdivisions in the ·city followed the grid iron pattern and scraped 
and filled the desert to provide level building sites. Civil engineers, rather than landscape 
architects, designed these subdivisions and planning concerns were more utilitarian . 
Curving streets occasionally were used to accommodate property boundaries or a drainage 
wash . For the most part, these subdivisions were designed for middle income housing. 
Housing for the affluent continued to be built in the Foothills on smaller parcels as land 
values increased, and Catalina Foothills Estates continued to influence the planning of 
these areas . 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE SIGNIFICANCE 

Colonia Solana is important historically because of the significance of its landscape 
architecture. The intentions of its design are drawn from the best traditions of American 
landscape architecture. The designer of this neighborhood, Stephen Child, was trained in 
these traditions and worked in them throughout his professional life . Their influence can be 
seen in Colonia Solana. Nature is treated here as something positive and important. It 
should be protected and enhanced, rather than destroyed. In the design process , the 
natural features of the site should become a part of the solution - the slope of the land, a 
water course, or a hill. Native vegetation should be preserved and used in the public 
areas. These traditions originated in the Parks movement. Functional planning is 
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important,too, and a direct, simple circulation scheme should be developed, but aesthetic 
considerations should not be overlooked, such as placement of buildings on the site and 
creation of axial vistas and focal points. These latter traditions were emphasized in the 
City Beautiful era.

In the design of Colonia Solana, nature became the primary design determinant. Here, 
perhaps for the first time, was visualized a desert community. The features of the desert, 
such as the drainage patterns, the minor washes and the Arroyo Chico, were seen and 
utilized. The road system and its drainage conformed to this system. Mini-parks were 
added at the street intersections and the Arroyo Chico was treated as a parkway. These 
features, which could have been graded away, were used as points of interest. The natural 
desert in this area, which was rather sparse, was enhanced with additional plantings 
brought from the Foothills. The mini-parks and the Arroyo Chico became areas of the 
desert within the subdivision. Desert plants were added here and along the streets.
Colonia Solana seemed like a rural, desert community. Arroyo Chico became a rich desert 
habitat with several plant zones. The portion directly along the Arroyo became a riparian 
woodland, filled with plants and wildlife. The portions along the parkway became desert 
upland areas. Thus, the careful nurturing of the desert helped create a desert 
environmental context within the subdivision which could be experienced and enjoyed. Fifty 
years or more have passed since many of these plants were planted. Cactus and trees 
have matured and the numerous varieties of full grown specimens contribute to the 
landscape significance of Colonia Solana.

Although a few used desert landscaping, most individual yard and garden plantings used 
landscape themes which were foreign to the desert. These created the feeling of an oasis 
in the desert and used tropical or hardy non-desert plants. Such ideas were introduced by 
Tucson's newcomers throughout its history and were the prevalent ones until the 1970's 
when the water shortage caused a re-evaluation of desert and arid region plantings. Since 
that time, many yards have been converted to desert landscaping. Certain styles of 
landscaping prevailed during certain periods. Colonia Solana's non-desert landscaping of 
the historic period has reached maturity and, like its architecture, should be recognized 
and, in many cases, preserved as a significant historic record of the period.

Walled yards and courtyards are another significant feature of historic value in the 
landscape architecture of Colonia Solana. Almost all the houses have attached wall 
enclosures, a common design theme throughout Tucson's history but quite rare in the 
United States outside the Southwest. Today, these walled gardens suggest a sense of 
mystery and privacy and add to the special flavor of the houses in Colonia Solana.

Colonia Solana is significant in the historic development of landscape architecture in 
Tucson. During the 1920's, the predominant housing type was the California or Spanish 
Puebio Bungalow built on rectilinear lots in gridiron street subdivisions. Non-native plant 
materials were used in eastern foundation plantings and green lawns. Larger homes 
followed this theme. Colonia Solana represents a departure from other subdivisions of the 
period in that it was designed by a landscape architect. Stephen Child, who used native 
landscape materials as an integral component in the design concept. Tucson subdivisions
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important.too, and a direct, simple circulation scheme should be deve!oped , but aesthetic 
considerations should not be overlooked, such as placement of buildings on the site and 
creation of axial vistas and focal points . These latter traditions were emphasized in the 
City Beautiful era. 

In the design of Colonia Solana, nature became the primary design determinant. Here, 
perhaps for the first time, was visualized a desert community. The features of the desert, 
such as the drainage patterns, the minor washes and the Arroyo Chico, were seen and 
utilized. The road system and its drainage conformed to this system. Mini-parks were 
added at the street intersections and the Arroyo Chico was treated as a parkway. These 
features , which could have been graded away, were used as points of interest. The natural 
desert in this area, which was rather sparse, was enhanced with additional plantings 
brought from the Foothills . The mini-parks and the Arroyo Chico became areas of the 
desert within the subdivision. Desert plants were added here and along the streets. 
Colonia Solana seemed like a rural, desert community . Arroyo Chico became a rich desert 
habitat with several plant zones. The portion directly along the Arroyo became a riparian 
woodland, filled with plants and wildlife . The portions along the parkway became desert 
upland areas . Thus, the careful nurturing of the desert helped create a desert 
environmental context within the subdivision which could be experienced and enjoyed. Fifty 
years or more have passed since many of these plants were planted . Cactus and trees 
have matured and the numerous varieties of full grown specimens contribute to the 
landscape significance of Colonia Solana. 

Although a few used desert landscaping, most individual yard and garden plantings used 
landscape themes which were foreign to the desert. These created the feeling of an oasis 
in the desert and used tropical or hardy non-desert plants. Such ideas were introduced by 
Tucson's newcomers throughout its history and were the prevalent ones until the 1970's 
when the water shortage caused a re-evaluation of desert and arid region plantings. Since 
that time, many yards have been converted to desert landscaping . Certain styles of 
landscaping prevailed during certain periods. Colonia Solana's non-desert landscaping of 
the historic period has reached maturity and, like its architecture, should be recognized 
and, in many cases, preserved as a significant historic record of the period. 

Walled yards and courtyards are another significant feature of historic value in the 
landscape architecture of Colonia Solana. Almost all the houses have attached wall 
enclosures, a common design theme throughout Tucson's history but quite rare in the 
United States outside the Southwest. Today , these walled gardens suggest a sense of 
mystery and privacy and add to the special flavor of the houses in Colonia Solana. 

Colonia Solana is significant in the historic development of landscape architecture in 
Tucson . During the 1920's, the predominant housing type was the California or Spanish 
Pueblo Bungalow built on rectilinear lots in gridiron street subdivisions. Non-native plant 
materials were used in eastern foundation plantings and green lawns. Larger homes 
followed this theme . Colonia Solana represents a departure from other subdivisions of the 
period in that it was designed by a landscape architect. Stephen Child, who used native 
landscape materials as an integral component in the design concept. Tucson subdivisions 
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typically did not provide such amenities. At most, landscaping consisted of rows of street 
trees, as in the Sam Hughes neighborhood. El Encanto had palm-lined streets and used 
native vegetation in a circular park but did not carry it further in a consistent landscape 
theme. Catalina Foothills estates did not have added vegetation, although the building 
sites and the street layout were developed in harmony with the existing topography and 
desert growth. (See photos Appendix G).

Thus, with the development of Colonia Solana, desert vegetation was recognized as a 
positive value in landscape design, possibly for the first time in Tucson. There was 
sporadic interest in desert landscaping during the following decades, although the 
predominant theme in Tucson was to create an oasis in the desert through the use of non
desert plants. (One notable exception was the Sunset Magazine Demonstration Garden 
developed 1963-1971 at the Arizona Sonora Desert Museum). With the energy crisis and 
the water shortage of the 1970's, the importance of living in harmony with the desert 
became more widely understood, and practices changed. At last, Colonia Solana was 
recognized as being the visionary development that it always was.

Landscape Architect Association

Stephen Child (1866-1936), the designer of Colonia Solana, was born in Boston on April 16, 
1866. He received his early schooling in Newton, Mass., and in 1888, graduated from 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology with a degree in Civil Engineering. He worked for a 
few years in this field, but he became interested in landscape architecture and laid a 
foundation for his future career with nursery work and market gardening on Staten Island, 
New York. He then went to Harvard University as a special student in landscape 
architecture and city planning during the years 1902-03. (Frederick Law Olmsted, Jr., the 
son of the founder of the American Parks movement, was a professor at Harvard.) In 1903, 
Child started independent practice, doing projects in New England and in California. He 
later went abroad to study European planning practices.

During World War I in 1918-19, Stephen Child served as District Town Planner with the 
U. S. Housing Corporation which was headed by Olmsted. Child worked on the following 
projects: Indian Head and Aberdeen, Maryland: Dahlgren, Virginia: Nion, New York: and 
Stamford, Connecticut. Child and the other three District Town Planners have been praised 
for their work: "[their] technical skill, aesthetic sensitivity, and social consciousness was 
revealed in street systems following the contours of the land, the excellent spacing and 
placement of structures, the grouping of public and semi-public buildings, the preservation 
of attractive natural features, and the provision of recreation space wherever possible." *

* American City Planning Since 1890 by Mel Scott, University of California Press, Berkeley 
and Los Angeles, 1969.
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typically did not provide such amenities . At most, landscaping consisted of rows of street 
trees, as in the Sam Hughes neighborhood. El Encanto had palm-lined streets and used 
native vegetation in a circular park but did not carry it further in a consistent landscape 
theme. Catalina Foothills estates did not have added vegetation, although the building 
sites and the street layout were developed in harmony with the existing topography and 
desert growth. (See photos Appendix G). 

Thus, with the development of Colonia Solana, desert vegetation was recognized as a 
positive value in landscape design, possibly for the first time in Tucson. There was 
sporadic interest in desert landscaping during the following decades, although the 
predominant theme in Tucson was to create an oasis in the desert through the use of non
desert plants. (One notable exception was the Sunset Magazine Demonstration Garden 
developed 1963-1971 at the Arizona Sonora Desert Museum). With the energy crisis and 
the water shortage of the 1970's, the importance of living in harmony with the desert 
became more widely understood, and practices changed. At last, Colonia Solana was 
recognized as being the visionary development that it always was. 

Landscape Architect Association 

Stephen Child (1866-1936), the designer of Colonia Solana, was born in Boston on April 16, 
1866. He received his early schooling in Newton, Mass., and in 1888, graduated from 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology with a degree in Civil Engineering. He worked for a 
few years in this field, but he became interested in landscape architecture and laid a 
foundation for his future career with nursery _work and market gardening on Staten Island, 
New York. He then went to Harvard University as a special student in landscape 
architecture and city planning during the years 1902-03. (Frederick Law Olmsted, Jr., the 
son of the founder of the American Parks movement, was a professor at Harvard.) In 1903, 
Child started independent practice, doing projects in New England and in California. He 
later went abroad to study European planning practices. 

During World War I in 1918-19, Stephen Child served as District Town Planner with the 
U.S. Housing Corporation which was headed by Olmsted . Child worked on the following 
projects: Indian Head and Aberdeen, Maryland; Dahlgren, Virginia; Ilion, New York; and 
Stamford, Connecticut. Child and the other three District Town Planners have been praised 
for their work: "[their] technical skill, aesthetic sensitivity, and social consciousness was 
revealed in street systems following the contours of the land, the excellent spacing and 
placement of structures, the grouping of public and semi-public buildings, the preservation 
of attractive natural features, and the provision of recreation space wherever possible."* 

* AmfiliQ~i.b:..e.tfililling_Sj~e 1890 by Mel Scott, University of California Press, Berkeley 
and Los Angeles, 1969. 
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During the summers of 1920-22, Child assisted Belgium in reconstruction work and the 
organization of the International Center of Civic Documentation. His later city planning 
work included consulting services for the cities of Berkeley and Santa Barbara, California, 
and for Tucson and Flagstaff, Arizona.

Among Child's major projects in the east were the following Massachusetts examples: 
Woodland Park Hotel, Auburndale; Children's Hospital Grounds, Wellesley Hills; grounds of 
the West End Thread Company, Millbury; estate of Ivan Sjostron, Andover; and Stoneleigh 
Park Land Subdivision, Watertown. In the West, his work included the California projects of 
Alum Rock Park, San Jose, and Roeding Park, Fresno; and in Arizona he did the desert 
subdivision of Colonia Solana.

In addition to these projects, Stephen Child lectured widely and was the author of a long 
list of articles on city planning, housing, and landscape architecture in professional and 
more popular magazines. He understood how properly designed communities and home 
sites could benefit people, and he tried to educate the public concerning these matters. In

correspondence between landscape architect and client. In 1929, he published a 
monograph of his work entitled Landscape Architecture. Also in 1929, he wrote "Colonia 
Solana, A Subdivision on the Arizona Desert", which was a description of this community.

Stephen Child was active in his professional organizations. He became a member of the 
American Society of Landscape Architects in 1910 and was elected a Fellow in 1912. From 
1926 to 1931, he served as a trustee of the Society, and from 1925 to 1928, he was 
president of the Pacific Coast Chapter. He was a charter member of the American City 
Planning Institute (later the American Institute of Planners), which was founded in 1917.
He was a member of the British Town Planning Institute and the American Society of Civil 
Engineers.

Stephen Child, who had led an active, outdoor life, was forced to retire in 1929 due to a 
heart condition, and he moved to Painesville, Ohio, where he died in 1936 after a long 
illness.

Stephen Child was one of the leading landscape architects of his day. He was well 
educated and thoroughly knowledgeable in his field. He had a broad vision of his 
profession and saw the great potential for human benefit from good planning and landscape 
architecture.

Colonia Solana attests to his design skill and sensitivity. His appreciation of the desert 
here and his use of desert landscape themes was imaginative and unprecedented. Colonia 
Solana is most fortunate in having had such a designer.
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During the summers of 1920-22, Child assisted Belgium in reconstruction work and the 
organization of the International Center of Civic Documentation . His later city planning 
work included consulting services for the cities of Berkeley and Santa Barbara, California, 
and for Tucson and Flagstaff, Arizona. 

Among Child's major projects in the east were the following Massachusetts examples: 
Woodland Park Hotel, Auburndale; Children's Hospital Grounds , Wellesley Hills; grounds of 
the West End Thread Company , Millbury; estate of Ivan Sjostron , Andover ; and Stoneleigh 
Park Land Subdivision , Watertown. In the West, his work included the California projects of 
Alum Rock Park, San Jose, and Roeding Park, Fresno ; and in Arizona he did the desert 
subdivision of Colonia Solana. 

In addition to these projects, Stephen Child lectured widely and was the author of a long 
list of articles on city planning , housing , and landscape architecture in professional and 
more popular magazines . He understood how properly designed communities and home 
sites could benefit people , and he tried to educate the public concerning these matters . In 
1928, he wrote ~cape Archit.e..c.tu.re, a Seri.e.s of Letter.s.. which was a fictitious 
correspondence between landscape architect and client. In 1929, he published a 
monograph of his work entitled ~~ape ArQ~llJ.N- Also in 1929, he wrote "Colonia 
Solana, A Subdivision on the Arizona Desert", which was a description of this community . 

Stephen Child was active in his professional organizations . He became a member of the 
American Society of Landscape Architects in 1910 and was elected a Fellow in 1912. From 
1926 to 1931, he served as a trustee of the Society , and from 1925 to 1928, he was 
president of the Pacific Coast Chapter. He was a charter member of the American City 
Planning Institute (later the American Institute of Planners), which was founded in 1917. 
He was a member of the British Town Planning Institute and the American Society of Civil 
Engineers. 

Stephen Child , who had led an active , outdoor life , was forced to reti re in 1929 due to a 
heart condition , and he moved to Painesville , Ohio , where he died in 1936 after a long 
illness . 

Stephen Child was one of the leading landscape architects of his day . He was well 
educated and thoroughly knowledgeable in his field . He had a broad vision of his 
profession and saw the great potential for human benefit from good planning and landscape 
architecture . 

Colonia Solana attests to his design skill and sensitivity . His appreciation of the desert 
here and his use of desert landscape themes was imaginative and unprecedented. Colonia 
Solana is most fortunate in having had such a designer. 
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ARCHITECTURAL SIGNIFICANCE

The architecture of the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is significant because it 
contains a stock of important houses within a relatively small subdivision. The historic 
residences built during the I930's are a unique example of a southwestern, or Tucson, 
version of high quality American suburban architecture of the period. These houses differ 
from those built in suburban California or Florida during that decade, and they certainly 
differ from those built then in the suburbs of eastern American cities. Some of these 
houses are of a type which exist in this area only and nowhere else. But there are 
similarities among all this suburban architecture.

Many affluent people of the time wanted to live outside the city on large landscaped lots in 
planned and restricted communities in comfortable houses which reflected their status.
This movement had started a decade or more before, but the prosperity of the period and 
the development of the automobile accelerated the development of suburbs in the 1920’s. 
The depression temporarily dampened building, but the movement continued into the I930's 
and early I940's.

The houses constructed during this period were larger, more spread out, incorporated 
space for automobile storage, and generally were designed in various Colonial Revival 
styles and other Period Revival idioms of the early 20th century. The choice of this style 
reflected a nostalgia for what was perceived as a simpler, more comfortable age and 
suggested that one had social position and family background.

The houses built in Colonia Solana were local interpretations of this suburban movement, 
and the impulses involved were much the same. The Spanish Colonial Revival, first seen in 
California, was interpreted in a simpler and less ornate fashion. The precedent for these 
houses often was a truly Mexican version rather than a Spanish one. Additionally, a unique 
local style developed utilizing Spanish Colonial traditions of Sonora in northern Mexico.
Both these styles were used freely and imaginatively by prominent local architects, 
particularly by Josias Joesler, who designed several charming residences in Colonia 
Solana. The popularity of these houses revealed a similar nostalgia to that found in the 
larger suburban movement; but in Tucson, with its Indian as well as Mexican traditions, not 
always clearly understood by newcomers who built many homes here, there also was a 
fantasy about a romantic colonial southwest. There was a desire to invent a tradition.

The Spanish Colonial Revival style houses in Colonia Solana represent the earlier, simpler, 
version of style. Most of the houses are one story, simple in massing and with 
characteristic cross-gabled roofs and minimal, if any, ornamentation. There are some 
larger two story houses and one story houses with extended wings which are almost in the 
Ranch style. The houses at 315 S. Country Club (#7) and at 436 S. Avenida de Palmas 
(#70, #71) contain more classical ornamentation than the others. Two houses are Sonoran 
Revival variations of the Spanish Colonial Revival style. They recall early traditions of the 
Arizona frontier and reflect an architectural style found only in northern Mexico and in 
southern Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas. This revival style is quite rare. The house at 
155 Avenida de Palmas (#17) is a handsome early version and the house at 300 Avenida de
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The architecture of the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is significant because it 
contains a stock of important houses within a relatively small subdivision. The historic 
residences built during the I930's are a unique example of a southwestern , or Tucson, 
version of high quality American suburban architecture of the period . These houses differ 
from those built in suburban California or Florida during that decade, and they certainly 
differ from those built then in the suburbs of eastern American cities . Some of these 
houses are of a type which exist in this area only and nowhere else . But there are 
similarities among all this suburban architecture. 

Many affluent people of the time wanted to live outside the city on large landscaped lots in 
planned and restricted communities in comfortable houses which reflected their status . 
This movement had started a decade or more before, but the prosperity of the period and 
the development of the automobile accelerated the development of suburbs in the 1920's . 
The depression temporarily dampened building , but the movement continued into the I930's 
and early I940's. 

The houses constructed during this period were larger, more spread out , incorporated 
space for automobile storage , and generally were designed in various Colonial Revival 
styles and other Period Revival idioms of the early 20th century . The choice of this style 
reflected a nostalgia for what was perceived as a simpler, more comfortable age and 
suggested that one had social position and family background. 

The houses built in Colonia Solana were local interpretations of this suburban movement, 
and the impulses involved were much the same. The Spanish Colonial Revival , first seen in 
California, was interpreted in a simpler and less ornate fashion. The precedent for these 
houses often was a truly Mexican version rather than a Spanish one . Additionally, a unique 
local style developed utilizing Spanish Colonial traditions of Sonora in northern Mexico. 
Both these styles were used freely and imaginatively by prominent local architects , 
particularly by Josias Joesler, who designed several charming residences in Colonia 
Solana. The popularity of these houses revealed a similar nostalgia to that found in the 
larger suburban movement ; but in Tucson , with its Indian as well as Mexican traditions , not 
always clearly understood by newcomers who built many homes here, there also was a 
fantasy about a romantic colonial southwest. There was a desire to invent a tradition . 

The Spanish Colonial Revival style houses in Colonia Solana represent the earlier, simpler, 
version of style. Most of the houses are one story , simple in massing and with 
characteristic cross -gabled roofs and minimal, if any, ornamentation. There are some 
larger two story houses and one story houses with extended wings which are almost in the 
Ranch style. The houses at 315 S. Country Club (#7) and at 436 S. Avenida de Palmas 
(#70 , #71) contain more classical ornamentation than the others . Two houses are Sonoran 
Revival variations of the Spanish Colonial Revival style . They recall early trad itions of the 
Arizona frontier and reflect an architectural style found only in northern Mexico and in 
southern Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas . This revival style is quite rare. The house at 
155 Avenida de Palmas (#17) is a handsome early version and the house at 300 Avenida de 
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Palmas (#57) is a later version of this style. The single Monterey style house at 548 Via 
Golondrina (#61) is a handsome, well-designed example of this type which is quite rare in 
Arizona. It is similar in materials and feeling to the nearby Spanish Colonial Revival style 
houses and harmonizes well with them.

Contributing to the value of the historic buildings in Colonia Solana is the fact that four of 
them were designed by Josias Joesler, a master architect. Joesler is not yet widely known, 
but he ranks with Adison Mizner in his ability as an eclectic designer. Few architects of his 
period are his equal in utilizing form, materials, and scale in creating a poetic, expressive 
architecture. House #61 mentioned above is a strong, tactile design with the rugged 
character of this frontier style. The Sonoran style house at 155 S. Avenida de Palmas 
(#17) is an interesting example of Joesler's use of appropriate, if not entirely historic, 
details (here, the imaginative use of burnt adobe masonry) to lend added charm. Houses at 
575 Via Guadalupe (#75) and at 3242 Arroyo Chico (#105) are especially handsome, well- 
designed and detailed Spanish Colonial Revival style houses. Their strong massing is 
especially pleasing (See exemplary drawings of residences Appendix G).

Thus, a number of the historic houses in Colonia Solana are architecturally important.
They stand out as especially fine examples of their style, and it is fortunate that they are 
located together in this attractive, protected setting. Today, energy conservation is 
important and such Southwestern housing is appreciated for more than its aesthetic value. 
Modern designers realize that the thick walls, high ceilings and small window openings of 
these houses have a practical application.

In Colonia Solana, the suburban tradition and southwest nostalgia is well preserved. The 
original sound community planning, the controlling guidance of the long standing deed 
restrictions and architectural review, the excellent architectural design, and the competent 
construction, resulted in a cohesive group of consistently high quality historic houses 
located in an appropriate landscaped setting. These houses and their surroundings have 
been well-maintained and the neighborhood has changed remarkably little during the 
ensuing years. Also, it is unusual to find such a group of houses located in a naturalized 
desert environment, rather than in a formal, less natural, landscape.

In the late 1940's and during the following decades, other styles became popular in Colonia 
Solana. While not yet significant for National Register nomination, some of these 
residences are important historically as local versions of prevailing national suburban 
styles. There are some good examples of Ranch style and Modern houses, and also there 
are some interesting Eclectic examples of these styles. As with the older houses, Spanish 
Colonial influences sometimes are evident.

Colonia Solana is important in the historic development of architecture in Tucson. Because 
it is a development of fine homes governed by deed restrictions, it contains excellent 
examples of residential architecture in Tucson over a period of four decades. ( See early 
photos Appendix F.) The houses are well-maintained and little altered, and their 
neighborhood has not changed -both the houses and their setting look much the same as 
they did when they were built. (Unfortunately elsewhere in Tucson, many fine historic
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Palmas (#57) is a later version of this style. The single Monterey style house at 548 Via 
Golondrina (#61) is a handsome, well-designed example of this type which is quite rare in 
Arizona. It is similar in materials and feeling to the nearby Spanish Colonial Revival style 
houses and harmonizes well with them. 

Contributing to the value of the historic buildings in Colonia Solana is the fact that four of 
them were designed by Josias Joesler, a master architect. Joesler is not yet widely known , 
but he ranks with Adison Mizner in his ability as an eclectic designer. Few architects of his 
period are his equal in utilizing form, materials, and scale in creating a poetic, expressive 
architecture . House #61 mentioned above is a strong, tactile design with the rugged 
character of this frontier style . The Sonoran style house at 155 S. Avenida de Palmas 
(#17) is an interesting example of Joesler's use of appropriate, if not entirely historic, 
details (here , the imaginative use of burnt adobe masonry) to lend added charm. Houses at 
575 Via Guadalupe (#75) and at 3242 Arroyo Chico (#105) are especially handsome, well 
designed and detailed Spanish Colonial Revival style houses. Their strong massing is 
especially pleasing (See exemplary drawings of residences Appendix G). 

Thus , a number of the historic houses in Colonia Solana are architecturally important. 
They stand out as especially fine examples of the ir style, and it is fortunate that they are 
located together in this attractive, protected setting . Today, energy conservation is 
important and such Southwestern housing is appreciated for more than its aesthetic value . 
Modern designers realize that the thick walls, high ceilings and small window openings of 
these houses have a practical application. 

In Colonia Solana, the suburban tradition and southwest nostalgia is well preserved . The 
original sound community planning, the controlling guidance of the long standing deed 
restrictions and architectural review , the excellent architectural design, and the competent 
construction , resulted in a cohesive group of consistently high quality historic houses 
located in an appropriate landscaped setting . These houses and their surroundings have 
been well -maintained and the neighborhood has changed remarkably little during the 
ensuing years. Also, it is unusual to find such a group of houses located in a naturalized 
desert environment, rather than in a formal , less natural, landscape. 

In the late 1940's and during the following decades, other styles became popular in Colonia 
Solana. While not yet significant for National Register nomination , some of these 
residences are important historically as local versions of prevailing national suburban 
styles . There are some good examples of Ranch style and Modern houses, and also there 
are some interesting Eclectic examples of these styles . As with the older houses, Spanish 
Colonial influences sometimes are evident. 

Colonia Solana is important in the historic development of architecture in Tucson. Because 
it is a development of fine homes governed by deed restrictions, it contains excellent 
examples of residential architecture in Tucson over a period of four decades. ( See early 
photos Appendix F.) The houses are well-maintained and little altered , and their 
neighborhood has not changed -both the houses and their setting look much the same as 
they did when they were built. (Unfortunately elsewhere in Tucson, many fine historic 
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houses and other buildings have been torn down, altered, or have been located in 
neighborhoods which have changed.) Thirty two of these houses are contributing 
structures dating from 1928-1941. They represent Pueblo Revival, Monterey, Ranch, and 
Spanish Colonial Revival styles. Twenty six of the latter, the most popular style of the 
period, show a wide range of house types within the southwestern version of this style. 
Some of the later houses are of the same quality and show an interesting historic 
development of styles which are characteristic of Tucson, but these are not yet contributing 
structures.

Architect Association

Noteworthy architects in the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District include: Henry O. 
Jaastad; M. H. Starkweather; Roy Place; Josias Thomas Joesler; Arthur T. Brown, Colonia 
Solana's approving architect who designed five houses in Colonia Solana; Ann Rysdale, 
Tucson's first female architect who designed twenty-one houses in Colonia Solana; Gordon 
Luepke; Frederick P. Cole; Frederick O. Knipe; Russell Hastings; Richard Eastman; 
Bernard Friedman; and Terry Atkinson.

Although deed restrictions for Colonia Solana were established by Country Club Realty Co. 
in 1928 and required that a designated architect review and approve all drawings for 
construction, no official construction records from 1928 until 1939, when Arthur Brown 
became the architect representative, have survived. Probably no architect reviewed 
drawings during this period. After 1929 Country Club Realty Co., went out of business and 
its leases were acquired by Martin Schwerin. From 1939 until 1960, Mr. Brown kept 
records of construction dates and designing architects. During that first decade, it is 
thought that Bailey & McCoy designed and built many of the houses. A Mr. Hahn, who 
worked for them, was their designer. One elaborate house was built by George B. Echols, 
and it is thought that he built the first three houses in the neighborhood.

As in El Encanto, the majority of the architects for the houses in Colonia Solana are local 
architects or civil engineers. They were architects who did not always work in the same 
style and whose work had individual characteristics. Here in Colonia Solana, is an 
interesting historical record in one place of their varied responses to a similar environment.

Henrik Olsen Jaastad

"Henry" O. Jaastad (1872-1965), a noted early architect and public servant, was born in 
Ullenvang's Parish, Hardanger, Norway , one of seven children. The family immigrated to 
the United States in 1886 and settled in Marshfield, Michigan, where Henry received 
training in cabinet making. In 1901 he moved to Tucson and began work as a journeyman- 
carpenter. By 1908, he completed a correspondence course in architecture and soon
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houses and other buildings have been torn down, altered, or have been located in 
neighborhoods which have changed .) Thirty two of these houses are contributing 
structures dating from 1928-1941. They represent Pueblo Revival , Monterey, Ranch, and 
Spanish Colonial Revival styles. Twenty six of the latter, the most popular style of the 
period, show a wide range of house types within the southwestern version of th is style . 
Some of the later houses are of the same quality and show an interesting historic 
development of styles which are characteristic of Tucson , but these are not yet contributing 
structures . 

Architect Association 

Noteworthy architects in the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District include : Henry 0 . 
Jaastad; M. H. Starkweather; Roy Place; Josias Thomas Joesler; Arthur T . Brown, Colonia 
Solana's approving architect who designed five houses in Colonia Solana; Ann Rysdale , 
Tucson's first female architect who designed twenty-one houses in Colonia Solana; Gordon 
Luepke ; Frederick P. Cole ; Frederick 0 . Knipe; Russell Hastings ; Richard Eastman; 
Bernard Friedman ; and Terry Atkinson . 

Although deed restrictions for Colonia Solana were established by Country Club Realty Co . 
in 1928 and required that a designated architect review and approve all drawings for 
construction, no official construction records from 1928 until 1939, when Arthur Brown 
became the architect representative, have survived . Probably no architect reviewed 
drawings during this period . After 1929 Country Club Realty Co ., went out of business and 
its leases were acquired by Martin Schwerin . From 1939 until 1960, Mr. Brown kept 
records of construction dates and designing architects . During that first decade , it is 
thought that Bailey & McCoy designed and built many of the houses . A Mr. Hahn, who 
worked for them, was their designer. One elaborate house was built by George B. Echols , 
and it is thought that he built the first three houses in the neighborhood. 

As in El Encanto , the majority of the architects for the houses in Colonia Solana are local 
architects or civil engineers . They were architects who did not always work in the same 
style and whose work had individual characteristics . Here in Colonia Solana, is an 
interesting historical record in one place of their varied responses to a similar environment. 

Henrik Olsen Jaastad 

"Henry" 0 . Jaastad (1872-1965). a noted early architect and public servant , was born in 
Ullenvang's Parish , Hardanger, Norway , one of seven children . The family immigrated to 
the United States in 1886 and settled in Marshfield , Michigan, where Henry received 
training in cabinet making. In 1901 he moved to Tucson and began work as a journeyman
carpenter . By 1908, he completed a correspondence course in architecture and soon 
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enrolled at the University of Arizona. After graduation, he began private practice in 
architecture which consisted primarily of residential work. By 1912, Jaastad had expanded 
his practice to include commercial and public buildings throughout the Southwest. He 
designed over 50 schools and 40 churches. A major project during this period was the 
lovely Pima County Court House.

In 1924, Jaastad was elected to the City Council. In 1933, he was elected mayor and 
served seven consecutive terms for fourteen years. Tucson was expanding rapidly during 
this period and Jaastad was responsible for a large portion of the buildings. Jaastad died 
on December 20,1965 at the age of 93.

Jaastad designed three non-contributing houses in Colonia Solana as well as over one 
hundred homes in Tucson and the surrounding areas. He also designed thirty-five churches 
and fifty schools throughout Arizona. Typical buildings were: El Conquistador Resort Hotel 
(razed 1967), the Methodist-Episcopal Church (razed 1987) located at Euclid and 
University, Grace Lutheran Church at 830 N. First, Elizabeth Borton Elementary School, 
Safford Junior High School (NR 2/4/88), Nogales City Hall (NR 4/3/80), and the facade 
remodelling of Saint Augustine Cathedral on South Stone Avenue.

M. H. Starkweather

M. H. Starkweather (1891-1972), a prominent early architect, was born on November 10, 
1891 in Chicago and grew up in Oshkosh, Wisconsin. He learned woodworking from his 
father and never received formal architectural training. He gained experience in 
construction by working for engineering and construction companies in British Columbia, 
Washington, Oregon, and Los Angeles. He came to Tucson in 1915 and joined the office of 
William Bray, a pioneer architect and one of the organizers of the National American 
Institute of Architects. Starkweather eventually went into architectural practice and the 
blueprinting business. In 1917, he started the Tucson Blueprint Co., but sold it to enter 
World War I. On his return after the war in 1919, he bought the business back. He sold it 
again in 1947 so that he could devote himself solely to architecture. In 1945, Starkweather 
associated with Richard A. Morse under the firm name of Starkweather & Morse.

M. H. Starkweather was one of the founders of the Arizona Chapter of the AIA and in 1968 
was named a Fellow for public service. He was chairman of the City Zoning Commission 
for eleven years, president of the Board of Health in 1926, and in 1924 was elected to the 
City Council. He designed the first rodeo arena in Tucson and later became Rodeo 
chairman. Lilly Jettinghoff Starkweather, his wife, was a local conservationist who 
championed the use of desert planting for landscaping. Although she was not a landscape 
architect and had no formal training, she may have influenced indirectly the use of desert 
vegetation for landscaping found on individual lots in Colonia Solana.
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enrolled at the University of Arizona. After graduation, he began private practice in 
architecture which consisted primarily of residential work. By 1912, Jaastad had expanded 
his practice to include commercial and public buildings throughout the Southwest. He 
designed over 50 schools and 40 churches. A major project during this period was the 
lovely Pima County Court House. 

In 1924, Jaastad was elected to the City Council. In 1933, he was elected mayor and 
served seven consecutive terms for fourteen years. Tucson was expanding rapidly during 
this period and Jaastad was responsible for a large portion of the buildings. Jaastad died 
on December 20, 1965 at the age of 93. 

Jaastad designed three non-contributing houses in Colonia Solana as well as over one 
hundred homes in Tucson and the surrounding areas. He also designed thirty-five churches 
and fifty schools throughout Arizona. Typical buildings were: El Conquistador Resort Hotel 
(razed 1967), the Methodist-Episcopal Church (razed 1987) located at Euclid and 
University, Grace Lutheran Church at 830 N. First, Elizabeth Borton Elementary School, 
Safford Junior High School (NR 2/4/88), Nogales City Hall (NR 4/3/80), and the facade 
remodelling of Saint Augustine Cathedral on South Stone Avenue. 

M. H. Starkweather 

M. H. Starkweather (1891-1972), a prominent early architect, was born on November 10, 
1891 in Chicago and grew up in Oshkosh, Wisconsin. He learned woodworking from his 
father and never received formal architectural training. He gained experience in 
construction by working for engineering and construction companies in British Columbia, 
Washington , Oregon, and Los Angeles . He came to Tucson in 1915 and joined the office of 
William Bray, a pioneer architect and one of the organizers of the National American 
Institute of Architects. Starkweather eventually went into architectural practice and the 
blueprinting business . In 1917, he started the Tucson Blueprint Co., but sold it to enter 
World War I. On his return after the war in 1919, he bought the business back . He sold it 
again in 1947 so that he could devote himself solely to architecture . In 1945, Starkweather 
associated with Richard A. Morse under the firm name of Starkweather & Morse. 

M. H. Starkweather was one of the founders of the Arizona Chapter of the AIA and in 1968 
was named a Fellow for public service. He was chairman of the City Zoning Commission 
for eleven years, president of the Board of Health in 1926, and in 1924 was elected to the 
City Council. He designed the first rodeo arena in Tucson and later became Rodeo 
chairman. Lilly Jettinghoff Starkweather, his wife, was a local conservationist who 
championed the use of desert planting for landscaping. Although she was not a landscape 
architect and had no formal training, she may have influenced indirectly the use of desert 
vegetation for landscaping found on individual lots in Colonia Solana. 
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Starkweather designed numerous public buildings in Tucson.. He designed several public 
schools including Carrillo, Drachman, Bonillas, Doolen Junior High School, and the Tucson 
High School Stadium. In addition. Starkweather designed the charming Arizona Inn (listed 
in the National Register in 1988), the American Legion Club, additions to St. Mary's 
Hospital, and several houses in Tucson including five historic homes in Colonia Solana. He 
also designed the Women's Club in Safford, the Elks Lodge in Nogales, and the Casa 
Grande Hospital and buildings of the Amerind Foundation, in Dragoon.

Roy Place

Roy Place (1887-1950), a respected early architect, was born in San Diego in 1887. He did 
not attend college but received his architectural training in the California state engineering 
department and in Chicago, Boston, and Los Angeles firms. Place came to Tucson in 1917 
and started an architectural practice with Jack Lyman who left the firm in 1924. In 1940 his 
son Lew joined him. He designed most of the early buildings at the University of Arizona 
and many Tucson public and commercial buildings including the Tucson Post Office,
Pioneer Hotel, the handsome Veteran's Administration Hospital and Pima County 
Courthouse, Tucson Senior High School, and many buildings in the city school system.

Besides being an architect, Roy Place was also a cattleman. In the mid-30's, he bought 
two ranches south of Tucson. Place served as first president of the Arizona Chapter of the 
AIA, president of the Rotary Club, president of the Engineering Club, and a number of other 
organizations. He designed three houses in Colonia Solana, one contributing and two non
contributing.

Josias Thomas Joesler

Tucson's most famous architect, Josias Thomas Joesler (1895-1956), was born in Zurich, 
Switzerland, the son of an architect. He was an honors graduate in 1916 from the 
Technikum Bergdorf Center in Berne, Switzerland. After graduating and working briefly for 
his father, Joesler went to Heidelberg to study engineering. He then studied in Paris at the 
Sorbonne and later traveled in Italy, France, and South Africa before settling in Barcelona, 
Spain. After a few years, Joesler moved to Mexico City where he spent two years working 
for the city government designing buildings. Joesler then came to the United States where 
he worked in Los Angeles and then arrived in Tucson to design John W. and Helen 
Murphey's dream house (on the recommendation of George Washington Smith, a prominent 
Los Angeles architect).

Joesler began a long association with John Murphey. Joesler helped Murphey complete the 
Old World Addition, an early Tucson subdivision built between 1925 and 1929 but razed to 
make way for University of Arizona expansion. Then, in joint partnership with Murphey, he 
designed 230 projects, many located in the Catalina Foothills and Tucson Country Club 
Estates. During this period, they designed and built St. Phillip's in the Hills Church, the 
Murphey/Keith Offices, and Joesler's studio (originally the Catalina Foothills Estates sales
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Starkweather designed numerous public buildings in Tucson .. He designed several public 
schools including Carrillo, Drachman, Bonillas, Doolen Junior High School , and the Tucson 
High School Stadium. In addition, Starkweather designed the charming Arizona Inn (listed 
in the National Register in 1988), the American Legion Club, additions to St. Mary's 
Hospital , and several houses in Tucson including five historic homes in Colonia Solana. He 
also designed the Women's Club in Safford , the Elks Lodge in •Nogales, and the Casa 
Grande Hospital and buildings of the Amerind Foundation, in Dragoon. 

Roy Place 

Roy Place (1887-1950), a respected early architect, was born in San Diego in 1887. He did 
not attend college but received his architectural training in the California state engineering 
department and in Chicago, Boston, and Los Angeles firms. Place came to Tucson in 1917 
and started an architectural practice with Jack Lyman who left the firm in 1924. In 1940 his 
son Lew joined him. He designed most of the early buildings at the University of Arizona 
and many Tucson public and commercial buildings including the Tucson Post Office, 
Pioneer Hotel, the handsome Veteran's Administration Hospital and Pima County 
Courthouse, Tucson Senior High School, and many buildings in the city school system. 

Besides being an architect, Roy Place was also a cattleman. In the mid-30's , he bought 
two ranches south of Tucson . Place served as first president of the Arizona Chapter of the 
AIA, president of the Rotary Club , president of the Engineering Club , and a number of other 
organizations. He designed three houses in Colonia Solana, one contributing and two non
contributing . 

Josias Thomas Joesler 

Tucson's most famous architect, Josias Thomas Joesler ( 1895-1956), was born in Zurich , 
Switzerland, the son of an architect. He was an honors graduate in 1916 from the 
Technikum Bergdorf Center in Berne , Switzerland. After graduating and working briefly for 
his father, Joesler went to Heidelberg to study engineering. He then studied in Paris at the 
Sorbonne and later traveled in Italy, France, and South Africa before settling in Barcelona, 
Spain . After a few years, Joesler moved to Mexico City where he spent two years working 
for the city government designing buildings. Joesler then came to the United States where 
he worked in Los Angeles and then arrived in Tucson to design John W. and Helen 
Murphey's dream house (on the recommendation of George Washington Smith , a prominent 
Los Angeles architect). 

Joesler began a long association with John Murphey. Joesler helped Murphey complete the 
Old World Addition , an early Tucson subdivision built between 1925 and 1929 but razed to 
make way for University of Arizona expansion . Then , in joint partnership with Murphey, he 
designed 230 projects, many located in the Catalina Foothills and Tucson Country Club 
Estates . During this period, they designed and built St. Phillip's in the Hills Church, the 
Murphey/Keith Offices, and Joesler's studio (originally the Catalina Foothills Estates sales 
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office). Joesler also designed St. Michael and All Angeles Church, Broadway Village 
Shopping Center, the Broadway Branch of the Valley National Bank (subsequently razed), 
and the Arizona Historical Society. The El Conquistador Water Tower (now listed on the 
National Register) has been attributed to Joesler, but actually it was designed by Roy 
Place. His total career output was more than 400 projects.

All of Joesler's buildings have a certain charm and fascination. Murphey did the 
subdivision layouts and managed construction and Murphey with his other partner, Leo 
Keith, handled the real estate and construction business. Murphy also collected materials 
and building accessories from rural areas and from Mexico and South America. Mrs. 
Murphy often painted Mexican folk designs on shutters, beams, and kitchen cabinets. 
Joesler designed four contributing houses in Colonia Solana - #17,155 Avenue de Palmas, 
#61 548 Via Golondrina, #75, 575 Via Guadalupe, and #105, 3242 Arroyo Chico. Except for 
#61 which is an unusual two story Monterey style dwelling, these are beautiful Spanish 
Colonial Revival houses which add atmosphere and architectural significance to this 
neighborhood. While similar in appeal to the work of the more famous Adison Mizner of 
Palm Beach, Florida, who practiced during the same period, Joesler's buildings are more 
modest but also in some ways richer architecturally and more imaginative. While exhibiting 
superb professional skills drawn from his broad international background, his work reveals 
a poetic expressiveness, a romantic atmosphere of a Spanish/Mexican pre-industrial past. 
Few architects are capable of such cultural expression. His buildings have done much to 
give Tucson its unique Southwestern character. (See exemplary drawings of residences 
Appendix F)

Arthur Thomas Brown

Arthur T. Brown (1900-), was the reviewing architect for the subdivision from the 1930's to 
1960's. He is Tucson's pioneer contemporary architect. He was born in 1900 in Missouri 
and studied at Tarkio College where he earned a Bachelor of Architecture degree and the 
AIA school medal at Ohio State University in 1927. After graduation, he received a 
scholarship to study at the Lake Forest Foundation for Architecture and Landscape 
Architecture. He started work during the Depression and worked as an apprentice in five 
architectural offices, including the architectural department of the 1933 Chicago World's 
Fair. He moved to Tucson in 1936 to work for Richard Morse and in 1939 began an 
architectural practice which has continued to this day (now in partnership with his son 
Gordon).

Mr. Brown has designed more than 300 buildings in southern Arizona. He has been 
president of the Arizona Chapter AIA and has served on the AIA National School 
Committee. In 1961, he was named an AIA Fellow. Inventor as well as architect, Arthur 
Brown has several patents on various building related inventions, including a prototype 
modular house. From 1939 to 1960, he was approving architect for Colonia Solana. He 
has designed five houses in Colonia Solana, including an award winning solar house #86 at 
3464 Via Guadalupe (1947) and a charming Spanish Colonial Revival #65 at 3201 Arroyo 
Chico. #77 at 525 S. Guadalupe is a historic Pueblo Revival.
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office). Joesler also designed St. Michael and All Angeles Church, Broadway Village 
Shopping Center, the Broadway Branch of the Valley National Bank (subsequently razed), 
and the Arizona Historical Society. The El Conquistador Water Tower (now listed on the 
National Register) has been attributed to Joesler, but actually it was designed by Roy 
Place . His total career output was more than 400 projects. 

All of Joesler's buildings have a certain charm and fascination. Murphey did the 
subdivision layouts and managed construction and Murphey with his other partner, Leo 
Keith , handled the real estate and construction business . Murphy also collected materials 
and building accessories from rural areas and from Mexico and South America. Mrs . 
Murphy often painted Mexican folk designs on shutters , beams , and kitchen cabinets . 
Joesler designed four contributing houses in Colonia Solana - #17, 155 Avenue de Palmas, 
#61 548 Via Golondrina, #75, 575 Via Guadalupe, and #105 , 3242 Arroyo Chico. Except for 
#61 which is an unusual two story Monterey style dwelling, these are beautiful Spanish 
Colonial Revival houses which add atmosphere and architectural significance to this 
neighborhood. While similar in appeal to the work of the more famous Adison Mizner of 
Palm Beach, Florida, who practiced during the same period, Joesler's buildings are more 
modest but also in some ways richer architecturally and more imaginative. While exhibiting 
superb professional skills drawn from his broad international background , his work reveals 
a poetic expressiveness , a romantic atmosphere of a Spanish/Mexican pre-industrial past. 
Few architects are capable of such cultural expression . His buildings have done much to 
give Tucson its unique Southwestern character. (See exemplary drawings of residences 
Appendix F) 

Arthur Thomas Brown 

Arthur T . Brown (1900- ), was the reviewing architect for the subdivision from the 1930's to 
1960's. He is Tucson's pioneer contemporary architect. He was born in 1900 in Missouri 
and studied at Tarkio College where he earned a Bachelor of Architecture degree and the 
AIA school medal at Ohio State University in 1927. After graduation , he received a 
scholarship to study at the Lake Forest Foundation for Architecture and Landscape 
Architecture . He started work during the Depression and worked as an apprentice in five 
architectural offices, including the architectural department of the 1933 Chicago World 's 
Fair. He moved to Tucson in 1936 to work for Richard Morse and in 1939 began an 
architectural practice which has continued to this day (now in partnership with his son 
Gordon) . 

Mr. Brown has designed more than 300 buildings in southern Arizona. He has been 
president of the Arizona Chapter AIA and has served on the AIA National School 
Committee. In 1961, he was named an AIA Fellow. Inventor as well as architect , Arthur 
Brown has several patents on various building related inventions, including a prototype 
modular house. From 1939 to 1960, he was approving architect for Colonia Solana. He 
has designed five houses in Colonia Solana, including an award winning solar house #86 at 
3464 Via Guadalupe (1947) and a charming Spanish Colonial Revival #65 at 3201 Arroyo 
Chico . #77 at 525 S. Guadalupe is a historic Pueblo Revival. 
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Frederick A. Eastman

Frederick A. Eastman (1895-1978) was a capable Tucson architect who was the architect 
for the Tucson Mountain Park and who designed the first structures for what is now the 
Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum. In addition, he designed a number of houses in the 
Catalina Foothills Estates, in the Blenman-Elm neighborhood (located near the Arizona 
Inn), as well as the contributing Ralph Bilby residence at 315 S. Country Club (#7). 
Eastman also was responsible for the renovation of the Fish-Stevens house on N. Main 
Avenue, now on the grounds of the Tucson Museum of Art.

Several other architects and builders worked in Colonia Solana including: Frederick P. 
Cole, Frederick O. Knipe, Sr., Russell Hastings, Bernard J. Friedman, Terry Atkinson, Roy 
Echols, builder, and Bailey & McCoy, builders, who employed a designer, a Mr. Hahn.

These architects were the most talented of their time in Tucson. Their houses give Colonia 
Solana its unique architectural charm and vitality. Their significance also, lies in their 
contribution to the architectural development of Tucson as a whole. They designed many 
important public, commercial, and residential buildings throughout the city and southern 
Arizona between 1920 and 1970. Collectively, their buildings help give Tucson its 
distinctive architectural character.
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Frederick A. Eastman (1895-1978) was a capable Tucson architect who was the architect 
for the Tucson Mountain Park and who designed the first structures for what is now the 
Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum. In addition, he designed a number of houses in the 
Catalina Foothills Estates, in the Blenman-Elm neighborhood (located near the Arizona 
Inn), as well as the contributing Ralph Bilby residence at 315 S. Country Club (#7). 
Eastman also was responsible for the renovation of the Fish-Stevens house on N. Main 
Avenue, now on the grounds of the Tucson Museum of Art. 

Several other architects and builders worked in Colonia Solana including: Frederick P. 
Cole, Frederick 0. Knipe, Sr., Russell Hastings, Bernard J. Friedman, Terry Atkinson, Roy 
Echols, builder, and Bailey & McCoy, builders, who employed a designer, a Mr. Hahn. 

These architects were the most talented of their time in Tucson. Their houses give Colonia 
Solana its unique architectural charm and vitality . Their significance also, lies in their 
contribution to the architectural development of Tucson as a whole. They designed many 
important public, commercial, and residential buildings throughout the city and southern 
Arizona between 1920 and 1970. Collectively, their buildings help give Tucson its 
distinctive architectural character. 
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ASSOCIATION WITH SIGNIFICANT INDIVIDUALS

Early residents within the Colonia Solania Residential Historic District include persons 
significant in their time. Many of these residents contributed to the development, early 
settlement, and commerce in Tucson and the State of Arizona. Several early residents are 
historicaily significant for their contribution to education, public service, medicine, and 
community affairs.

In the late 1920's and 1930's, Colonia Solana, El Encanto, and the Catalina Foothills 
Estates were the three most desirable new subdivisons, and many prominent Tucsonans 
built homes there. Colonia Solana was unique because it offered desert living near the 
city, and it attracted a number of leading citizens. In a city of 30,000 people, which was 
Tucson's population in 1930, there were opportunities for leadership, and it is noteworthy 
that many Colonia Solana residents were not only successful in business or their 
professions, but they made important civic contributions, as well.

Martin Schwerin, a principal developer of Colonia Solana, was a mining engineer, explorer, 
and adventurer, and served on the Federal Reserve Board and Arizona Board of Regents.
Dr. Charles Kibler was a physician who was prominent locally and nationally in medical 
affairs. Francis Crable and William Kimball were attorneys who were active in politics and 
civic organizations. Francis Crable served as an assistant district attorney: William Kimball 
was instrumental in the development of the University of Arizona. Ralph Bilby was the 
founder of the oldest and one of the largest law firms in Arizona and also served as an 
assistant district attorney. He was active in civic affairs and was a supporter of the 
University of Arizona. Marguerite Bilby, his wife, was very active in civic affairs, and as 
chairperson of the City Parks Commission, helped establish a number of parks in Tucson. 
John J. O'Dowd was an important business and civic leader for over 50 years. He played a 
substantial role in the establishment of the Saguaro National Monument and then 
construction of the Mt. Lemmon Highway, an outstanding engineering achievement. Mrs. 
Edna O'Dowd was active in a number of community organizations and was a long-time Red 
Cross volunteer. William H. Fulton was important for his contribution in support of the 
Amerind Foundation, an unusual museum active in research and archaeology of prehistoric 
Indian cultures. Thomas Griffin was active in ranching in southern Arizona and did much to 
promote aviation in the southwest and the growth of aviation facilities in Phoenix, Tucson, 
Nogales, and Santa Monica, Calif. He was an enthusiastic sportsman and founded several 
clubs. George Tidmarsh helped develop an affordable residential cooling system. Mildred 
Loew was active in the Red Cross during World War II and was an early president of the 
Tucson Little Theater, the predecessor of the Arizona Theater Company. Adolphus Van 
Atta was the first queen of the Tucson Rodeo Parade and president of her college sorority. 
Later, she was active in other civic groups such as The Tucson Symphony and the Old 
Pueblo Club.

Later residents of Colonia Solana have been as prominent and individualistic as those from 
the historic period. Recent homeowners include a former mayor of Tucson, judges, 
lawyers, physicians, college professors, historians, architects, a museum director, a 
newscaster, business people and many civic activists.
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ASSOCIATION WITH SIGNIFICANT INDIVIDUALS 

Early residents within the Colonia Solania Residential Historic District include persons 
significant in their time. Many of these residents contributed to the development, early 
settlement, and commerce in Tucson and the State of Arizona. Several early residents are 
historically significant for their contribution to education, public service, medicine, and 
community affairs . 

In the late 1920's and 1930's, Colonia Solana, El Encanto, and the Catalina Foothills 
Estates were the three most desirable new subdivisons , and many prominent Tucsonans 
built homes there. Colonia Solana was unique because it offered desert living near the 
city, and it attracted a number of leading citizens . In a city of 30,000 people , which was 
Tucson's population in 1930, there were opportunities for leadership, and it is noteworthy 
that many Colonia Solana residents were not only successful in business or their 
professions, but they made important civic contributions, as well. 

Martin Schwerin, a principal developer of Colonia Solana, was a mining engineer, explorer , 
and adventurer, and served on the Federal Reserve Board and Arizona Board of Regents , 
Dr. Charles Kibler was a physician who was prominent locally and nationally in medical 
affairs. Francis Crable and William Kimball were attorneys who were active in politics and 
civic organizations . Francis Crable served as an assistant district attorney ; William Kimball 
was instrumental in the development of the University of Arizona . Ralph Bilby was the 
founder of the oldest and one of the largest law firms in Arizona and also served as an 
assistant district attorney . He was active in civic affairs and was a supporter of the 
University of Arizona. Marguerite Bilby, his wife , was very active in civic affairs, and as 
chairperson of the City Parks Commission, helped establish a number of parks in Tucson . 
John J . O'Dowd was an important business and civic leader for over 50 years. He played a 
substantial role in the establishment of the Saguaro National Monument and then 
construction of the Mt. Lemmon Highway, an outstanding engineering achievement. Mrs . 
Edna O'Dowd was active in a number of community organizations and was a long-time Red 
Cross volunteer . William H. Fulton was important for his contribution in support of the 
Amerind Foundation , an unusual museum active in research and archaeology of prehistoric 
Indian cultures. Thomas Griffin was active in ranching in southern Arizona and did much to 
promote aviation in the southwest and the growth of aviation facilities in Phoenix , Tucson, 
Nogales, and Santa Monica, Calif. He was an enthusiastic sportsman and founded several 
clubs . George Tidmarsh helped develop an affordable residential cooling system . Mildred 
Loew was active in the Red Cross during World War II and was an early president of the 
Tucson Little Theater, the predecessor of the Arizona Theater Company. Adolphus Van 
Atta was the first queen of the Tucson Rodeo Parade and president of her college sorority. 
Later , she was active in other civic groups such as The Tucson Symphony and the Old 
Pueblo Club. 

Later residents of Colonia Solana have been as prominent and individualistic as those from 
the historic period . Recent homeowners include a former mayor of Tucson , judges, 
lawyers , physicians, college professors , historians, architects, a museum director, a 
newscaster, business people and many civic activists . 
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Dr. Paul Brinton (original Brown lot)

Dr. Paul Brinton is significant for his national prominance in science and education. He 
was a noted chemist and university professor. He taught at several accredited universities - 
the University of Arizona, the University of Minnesota,and the University of Southern 
California.

Dr. Brinton was iisted in Who's Who in America, a Fellow of the American Institute of 
Chemists and of the American Chemical Association. He is believed to have lived at 3424 
E. Broadway Blvd., the original Brown house. Dr. Paul Brinton died in November, 1967, at 
the age of 84.

Francis Crable (#99)

Francis Crable was significant for his role in the legal and political systems at both the 
local and state levels from 1912 until the 1940's. Francis Crable, a native Arizonan, was a 
prominent figure in the U. S. legal system as both an attorney in private practice and as an 
assistant U. S. district attorney. As well as being a member of the American Bar 
Association, Crable had an established practice in Flagstaff from 1912 to 1920. In 1922, he 
moved to Phoenix and became the Assistant U. S. District Attorney. The next year he 
moved his practice to Prescott where he remained until his arrival in Tucson in 1938.
Crable also was very active in the State Republican party. In 1932, he was national 
committeeman from Arizona to the Republican National Convention in Chicago, and he also 
attended the 1936 convention in Cleveland.

Mr. Crable established a large practice throughout the southern part of the state and, 
consequently, handled some of Arizona's most important litigation. Since arriving in 
Tucson, the Crables resided at 3150 Arroyo Chico (#99) which they had built in 1940. At 
the time of his death, February 17,1948, Francis Crable was 63. His widow, Mable, lives in 
the house today.

Dr. Charles Samuel Kibler (#57)

Dr. Charles Samuel Kibler was significant for his prominance in the medical profession 
nationally and in Tucson. He came to Tucson in 1921 and was active in both the Pima 
County Medical Society and the Arizona State Medical Society. He was named president of 
the first medical staff of Tucson Medical Center in 1945 and was a Fellow of the American 
College of Physicians. Dr. Kibler was also a certified member of the American Board of 
Internal Medicine, a member of the American Medical Association and of the American 
College of Chest Physicians. Dr. Kibler specialized in the area of heart disease and he was 
a respected diagnostician. He and his family lived at 300 Avenida De Palmas in Colonia 
Solana.
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Dr. Paul Brinton (original Brown lot) 
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Dr. Paul Brinton is significant for his national prominance in science and education. He 
was a noted chemist and university professor. He taught at several accredited universities -
the University of Arizona , the University of Minnesota.and the University of Southern 
California. 

Dr. Brinton was listed in Who's Who in America, a Fellow of the American Institute of 
Chemists and of the American Chemical Association . He is believed to have lived at 3424 
E. Broadway Blvd. , the original Brown house. Dr. Paul Brinton died in November, 1967, at 
the age of 84. 

Francis Crable (#99) 

Franc is Crable was significant for his role in the legal and political systems at both the 
local and state levels from 1912 until the 1940's . Francis Crable , a native Arizonan , was a 
prominent figure in the U. S. legal system as both an attorney in private practice and as an 
assistant U. S. district attorney. As well as being a member of the American Bar 
Association , Crable had an established practice in Flagstaff from 1912 to 1920. In 1922, he 
moved to Phoenix and became the Assistant U. S. District Attorney . The next year he 
moved his practice to Prescott where he remained until his arrival in Tucson in 1938. 
Crable also was very active in the State Republican party. In 1932, he was national 
committeeman from Arizona to the Republican National Convention in Chicago , and he also 
attended the 1936 convention in Cleveland. 

Mr. Crable established a large practice throughout the southern part of the state and , 
consequently , handled some of Arizona's most important litigation . Since arriv ing in 
Tucson , the Crables resided at 3150 Arroyo Chico (#99) which they had built in 1940. At 
the time of his death, February 17, 1948, Francis Crable was 63. His widow , Mable, lives in 
the house today . 

Dr . Charles Samuel Kibler (#57) 

Dr . Charles Samuel Kibler was significant for his prominance in the medical profession 
nationally and in Tucson . He came to Tucson in 1921 and was active in both the Pima 
County Medical Society and the Arizona State Medical Society . He was named president of 
the first medical staff of Tucson Medical Center in 1945 and was a Fellow of the American 
College of Physicians . Dr. Kibler was also a certified member of the American Board of 
Internal Medicine , a member of the American Medical Association and of the American 
College of Chest Physicians. Dr. Kibler specialized in the area of heart disease and he was 
a respected diagnostician. He and his family lived at 300 Avenida De Palmas in Colonia 
Solana. 
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William F. Kimball (#75)

William F. Kimball is significant for his influence in state politics during the 1940's and 
1950's and for his role in the development of the University of Arizona. Kimball also can be 
remembered as the father of the state teachers' retirement fund and as an advocate for 
capitol outlay appropriations for Arizona's universities. During his 14 years in the State 
Senate he became the Legislature's most powerful man.

Kimball's interest in the University of Arizona as an alumnus, a president of the alumni 
association, as well as a booster of the university, coupled with his legislative influence, 
are primarily responsible for the heavy building and expansion program initiated by the U of 
A in the 1940's. He also began and conducted the first radio broadcasts of the U of A 
football games which he continued to broadcast for 25 years. He started his professional 
career in law with 4 years of private practice after which he ran for the State Senate and 
was elected. Upon completion of his seventh term as senator in 1954, he tried 
unsuccessfully for the Democratic nomination for governor. Kimball then resumed private 
practice and also served as city magistrate. He lived at 575 Via Guadalupe (#75). His 
house was built in 1930.

Mrs. Marguerite Mansfield Bilby (#7)

Mrs. Marguerite Mansfield Bilby Is significant for her civic accomplishments. She was also 
wife of Ralph W. Bilby. She had the distinction of being the first non-Indian woman to 
descend into the Grand Canyon.

In the late 1920's, she was instrumental in the establishment of the city parks throughout 
the Old Pueblo as chairperson of the City Parks Commission during the administration of 
Mayor William A. Julian. Mrs. Bilby lived at 315 S. Country Club Road.

Ralph W. Bilby (#7)

Ralph W. Bilby is significant for his contributions to the legal profession and to civic affairs 
in Arizona. He was the founder of the oldest and one of the largest law firms in southern 
Arizona.

Two years after graduation from law school, Bilby served as assistant U.S. attorney. In 
1922, Bilby gained his first partnership in the law firm of Mathews and Bilby. Sixteen years 
later, when Mathews decided to relocate to California, Bilby formed a partnership with a 
lawyer who had joined the firm some years earlier, Ted Shoenhair. Though the firm went 
through several mergers and name changes, it is this initial partnership which has been 
proven the most secure and as of 1984 the firm merely carries the name of Bilby & 
Shoenhair.
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William F. Kimball is significant for his influence in state politics during the 1940's and 
1950's and for his role in the development of the University of Arizona. Kimball also can be 
remembered as the father of the state teachers' retirement fund and as an advocate for 
capitol outlay appropriations for Arizona's universities . During his 14 years in the State 
Senate he became the Legislature's most powerful man. 

Kimball's interest in the University of Arizona as an alumnus, a president of the alumni 
association, as well as a booster of the university , coupled with his legislative influence, 
are primarily responsible for the heavy building and expansion program initiated by the U of 
A in the 1940's . He also began and conducted the first radio broadcasts of the U of A 
football games which he continued to broadcast for 25 years . He started his professional 
career in law with 4 years of private practice after which he ran for the State Senate and 
was elected. Upon completion of his seventh term as senator in 1954, he tried 
unsuccessfully for the Democratic nomination for governor. Kimball then resumed private 
practice and also served as city magistrate . He lived at 575 Via Guadalupe (#75) . His 
house was built in 1930. 

Mrs . Marquerite Mansfield Bilby (#7) 

Mrs . Marguerite Mansfield Bilby is significant for her civic accomplishments . She was also 
wife of Ralph W. Bilby . She had the distinction of being the first non- Indian woman to 
descend into the Grand Canyon. 

In the late 1920's , she was instrumental in the establishment of the city parks throughout 
the Old Pueblo as chairperson of the City Parks Commission during the administration of 
Mayor William A. Julian. Mrs . Bilby l ived at 315 S. Country Club Road. 

Ralph W. Bilby (#7) 

Ralph W. Bilby is significant for his contributions to the legal profession and to civic affairs 
in Arizona. He was the founder of the oldest and one of the largest law firms in southern 
Arizona. 

Two years after graduation from law school , Bilby served as assistant U.S. attorney . In 
1922, Bilby gained his first partnership in the law firm of Mathews and Bilby. Sixteen years 
later, when Mathews dec ided to relocate to California, Bilby formed a partnership with a 
lawyer who had joined the firm some years earlier , Ted Shoenhair. Though the firm went 
through several mergers and name changes , it is this initial partnership wh ich has been 
proven the most secure and as of 1984 the firm merely carries the name of Bilby & 
Shoenhair. 
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Bilby's many career achievements include: former president of State Bar of Arizona, the 
first president of the American Law College Association, two-term president of the UA 
Alumni Association and recipient of the UA's Distinguished Citizen Award and its Medallion 
of Merit. His proudest career achievement, however, was his election to the American 
College of Trial Lawyers. Ralph W. Bilby lived at 315 S. Country Club (#7).

Martin Schwerin (#65)

Martin Schwerin is significant for his adventurous early life, his work in the mining industry 
in Arizona, and his part in the development of Colonia Solana. Martin Schwerin was an 
adventurer, mining engineer, and explorer. Schwerin was born in Bern, North Carolina, on 
August 15,1873. At 17, he sailed to South Africa where he first worked as a mechanic and 
later attempted diamond mining on his own. He also did some exploring. He moved back 
to Michigan and accepted a job as explorer there for a close friend, Thomas Edison. 
Schwerin later went to Columbia University where he earned a degree in mining 
engineering. He then spent several years prospecting in Brazil and Columbia.

In the years following World War I, he purchased the Valley Mine in Arizona and studied 
law at the University of Arizona. In 1930, he established permanent residence in Tucson. 
For a time he became the principal developer of Colonia Solana. During this period he also 
operated a fluorspar mine in Illinois. He served as a member of the El Paso Federal 
Reserve Board and between 1934 and 1946 as a member of the University of Arizona Board 
of Regents. Schwerin's last residence was at 3201 Arroyo Chico (#65).

Jack B. Martin Sr. (#18)

Jack B. Martin Sr., was significant for his contribution to Arizona in commerce and 
education. He was a prominent local businessman and also served on the State Board of 
Regents.

In 1915, with a friend, he started the People's Fuel and Feed Company which used 
mesquite cut from a 100 acre property owned by his mother. Seven years later, he sold the 
business and started the Arizona Ice and Cold Storage Company. He later sold this 
company but remained as its manager until he retired in 1959. He also owned numerous 
rental properties. Martin served on the State Board of Regents and the board of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of El Paso from 1934 to 1946. Jack B. Martin Sr., lived at 147 
Avenida de Palmas (#18).
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Bilby's many career achievements include: former president of State Bar of Arizona, the 
first president of the American Law College Association, two-term president of the UA 
Alumni Association and recipient of the UA's Distinguished Citizen Award and its Medallion 
of Merit. His proudest career achievement, however, was his election to the American 
College of Trial Lawyers. Ralph W. Bilby lived at 315 S. Country Club (#7). 

Martin Schwerin (#65) 

Martin Schwerin is significant for his adventurous early life, his work in the mining industry 
in Arizona, and his part in the development of Colonia Solana. Martin Schwerin was an 
adventurer, mining engineer, and explorer. Schwerin was born in Bern, North Carolina, on 
August 15, 1873. At 17, he sailed to South Africa where he first worked as a mechanic and 
later attempted diamond mining on his own. He also did some exploring. He moved back 
to Michigan and accepted a job as explorer there for a close friend, Thomas Edison. 
Schwerin later went to Columbia University where he earned a degree in mining 
engineering. He then spent several years prospecting in Brazil and Columbia. 

In the years following World War I, he purchased the Valley Mine in Arizona and studied 
law at the University of Arizona. In 1930, he established permanent residence in Tucson. 
For a time he became the principal developer of Colonia Solana. During this period he also 
operated a fluorspar mine in Illinois. He served as a member of the El Paso Federal 
Reserve Board and between 1934 and 1946 as a member of the University of Arizona Board 
of Regents. Schwerin's last residence was at 3201 Arroyo Chico (#65). 

Jack B. Martin Sr. (#18) 

Jack B. Martin Sr., was significant for his contribution to Arizona in commerce and 
education. He was a prominent local businessman and also served on the State Board of 
Regents. 

In 1915, with a friend, he started the People's Fuel and Feed Company which used 
mesquite cut from a 100 acre property owned by his mother. Seven years later, he sold the 
business and started the Arizona Ice and Cold Storage Company . He later sold this 
company but remained as its manager until he retired in 1959. He also owned numerous 
rental properties. Martin served on the State Board of Regents and the board of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of El Paso from 1934 to 1946. Jack B. Martin Sr., lived at 147 
Avenida de Palm as (#18). 
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Thomas Griffin (#32)

Thomas Francis Griffin is significant for his contributions to cattle ranching in Southern 
Arizona , to community affairs in Tucson, and to the development of aviation in the 
Southwest. In 1929 he purchased the Yerba Buena ranch in Santa Cruz County, one of 
the oldest in Southern Arizona, for a reported amount of $85,000.00. His ranch was the 
home of the first herd of Santa Gertrudis cattle, and he soon had expanded into farming 
and ranching in Sahuarita, as well.

Griffin, in addition to his ranching activities, was interested in aviation. He was 
responsible for the growth of airport facilities in Phoenix, Tucson, Nogales and Santa 
Monica California. He is solely responsible for the establishment in Nogales of the second 
international airport in the U. S. He served in the Navy during WWII and by 1945 had risen 
to the rank of Commander. Griffin was an avid sportsman and the founder of several clubs, 
eluding the M.O. Club in Tucson and the Coronado Yacht Club in Coronado California. He 
lived at 3260 Via Palos Verdes (#32) in Colonia Solana while he was operating his ranches 
in Sahaurita and Nogales.

LOCAL LEVEL

John J. O'Dowd (#3)

John J. O'Dowd is significant for his accomplishments in Tucson both as business and a 
civic leader in the community for more than fifty years. In 1924 he was admitted to the 
Arizona State Bar. During the time he worked for a law firm, c.1920, O'Dowd founded the 
Tucson Title Insurance Company. By 1925, he had acquired all outstanding stock and had 
become the firm's president. He remained president of the firm until 1961 when he retired. 
The title company, (although now owned by a Los Angeles firm) is the oldest of its kind in 
Pima County.

As a civic leader, O'Dowd was a member of many noted organizations and served on a 
number of prestigious committees. He also played a substantial role in the establishment 
of Saguaro National Monument and encouraged the cooperation of county and federal 
authorities in allowing federal prisoners the use of county equipment for the construction of 
the Mt. Lemmon Highway. John J. O'Dowd lived at 140 S. Avenida De Palmas (#3) which 
was built in 1929.

Edna O'Dowd (#3)

Edna O'Dowd, wife of John J. O'Dowd, was significant for her long interest in community 
charity work. The dedication with which she served as a Red Cross volunteer was so 
unusual that when she earned her 35-year Red Cross service bar, it had to be specially 
made. She continued to be honored in 1966 for 50 years of service and finally in 1971 for 
55 years of service. She lived with her husband and four children at 140 Avenida De 
Palmas (#3) in Colonia Solana. .
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Thomas Francis Griffin is significant for his contributions to cattle ranching in Southern 
Arizona , to community affairs in Tucson , and to the development of aviation in the 
Southwest. In 1929 he purchased the Verba Buena ranch in Santa Cruz County , one of 
the oldest in Southern Arizona, for a reported amount of $85,000.00. His ranch was the 
home of the first herd of Santa Gertrudis cattle, and he soon had expanded into farming 
and ranching in Sahuarita, as well . 

Griffin, in addition to his ranching activities , was interested in aviation. He was 
responsible for the growth of airport facilities in Phoenix, Tucson, Nogales and Santa 
Monica California. He is solely responsible for the establishment in Nogales of the second 
international airport in the U.S. He served in the Navy during WWII and by 1945 had risen 
to the rank of Commander. Griffin was an avid sportsman and the founder of several clubs , 
eluding the M.O. Club in Tucson and the Coronado Yacht Club in Coronado California. He 
lived at 3260 Via Palos Verdes (#32) in Colonia Solana while he was operating his ranches 
in Sahaurita and Nogales . 

LOCAL LEVEL 

John J . O'Dowd (#3) 

John J . O'Dowd is significant for his accomplishments in Tucson both as business and a 
civic leader in the community for more than fifty years . In 1924 he was admitted to the 
Arizona State Bar. During the time he worked for a law firm, c .1920, O'Dowd founded the 
Tucson Title Insurance Company . By 1925, he had acquired all outstanding stock and had 
become the firm's president. He remained president of the firm until 1961 when he retired . 
The title company, (although now owned by a Los Angeles firm) is the oldest of its kind in 
Pima County . 

As a civic leader, O'Dowd was a member of many noted organizations and served on a 
number of prestigious committees . He also played a substantial role in the establishment 
of Saguaro National Monument and encouraged the cooperation of county and federal 
authorities in allowing federal prisoners the use of county equipment for the construction of 
the Mt. Lemmon Highway. John J. O'Dowd lived at 140 S. Avenida De Palmas (#3) which 
was built in 1929. 

Edna O'Dowd (#3) 

Edna O'Dowd, wife of John J . O'Dowd, was significant for her long interest in community 
charity work. The dedication with which she served as a Red Cross volunteer was so 
unusual that when she earned her 35-year Red Cross service bar, it had to be specially 
made . She continued to be honored in 1966 for 50 years of service and finally in 1971 for 
55 years of service. She lived with her husband and four children at 140 Avenida De 
Palmas (#3) in Colonia Solana .. 
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Edward J. VanderVries (#5)

Edward J. VanderVries was significant for his contributions to education, commerce, and 
civic affairs in Tucson. He came to Tucson in 1916 and was principal of Tucson High 
School for three years. He then left school administration and started his career in reai 
estate. He first worked in the real estate department of the Southern Arizona Bank and 
Trust Co. In 1933 this department became the Arizona Trust Co. In 1925, VanderVries 
joined the Tucson Realty and Trust Co., and, in 1928, he formed his own real estate firm, 
the VanderVries Realty and Mortgage Co. In 1938, this firm merged with the Arizona Trust 
Co., and VanderVries became the vice-president, a position he held for the next 20 years 
until his retirement. A year after his retirement, he received a lifetime membership on the 
Tucson Board of Realtors, an organization which he had co-founded in the early 1920's and 
had served as president for five terms from 1924 to 1943.

Mildred Zukor Loew (#70,71)

Mildred Zukor Loew was significant for her contributions to community affairs and the arts 
in Tucson. Mrs. Loew, the wife of the former MGM studio president, Arthur Loew, and 
daughter of Hollywood producer, Adolf Zukor, moved to Tucson with her two children in 
1934. Soon after her arrival in Tucson, Mrs. Loew became president of the Tucson Little 
Theater, the predecessor of the Arizona Theater Company. She lived at 436 Avenida De 
Palmas.

Adolphus E. Van Atta (#17)

Adolphus E. Van Atta was significant for her community activities. One honor was her 
selection in 1928 as the first queen of the Tucson Rodeo Parade. She lived at 155 
Avenida De Palmas (#17).

Harry E. Heighten (original Brown lot)

Harry E. Heighten was significant for his prominance in local commerce and civic affairs. 
In 1893 he opened the first Tucson office of the New York Life Insurance Company. A year 
later, he became a partner with A. M. Franklin in the Citizen Building and Loan Company. 
He lived at 3424 E. Broadway.
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Edward J. VanderVries was significant for his contributions to education, commerce, and 
civic affairs in Tucson. He came to Tucson in 1916 and was principal of Tucson High 
School for three years . He then left school administration and started his career in real 
estate . He first worked in the real estate department of the Southern Arizona Bank and 
Trust Co . In 1933 this department became the Arizona Trust Co . In 1925, VanderVries 
joined the Tucson Realty and Trust Co. , and , in 1928, he formed his own real estate firm , 
the VanderVries Realty and Mortgage Co. In 1938, this firm merged with the Arizona Trust 
Co., and VanderVries became the vice-president, a position he held for the next 20 years 
until his retirement. A year after his retirement, he received a lifetime membership on the 
Tucson Board of Realtors , an organization which he had co-founded in the early 1920's and 
had served as president for five terms from 1924 to 1943. 

Mildred Zukor Loew (#70 ,71) 

Mildred Zukor Loew was significant for her contributions to community affairs and the arts 
in Tucson. Mrs. Loew, the wife of the former MGM studio president, Arthur Loew , and 
daughter of Hollywood producer, Adolf Zukor , moved to Tucson with her two children in 
1934. Soon after her arrival in Tucson , Mrs. Loew became president of the Tucson Little 
Theater, the predecessor of the Arizona Theater Company. She lived at 436 Avenida De 
Pal mas. 

Adolphus E. Van Atta (#17) 

Adolphus E. Van Atta was significant for her community activities . One honor was her 
selection in 1928 as the first queen of the Tucson Rodeo Parade. She lived at 155 
Avenida De Palmas (#17) . 

Harry E. Heighton (original Brown lot) 

Harry E. Heighton was significant for his prominance in local commerce and civic affairs. 
In 1893 he opened the first Tucson office of the New York Life Insurance Company . A year 
later, he became a partner with A. M . Franklin in the Citizen Building and Loan Company . 
He lived at 3424 E. Broadway . 
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George Tidmarsh (#58)

George Tidmarsh was significant for his contributions to commerce in Southern Arizona.
He helped develop an affordable cooling system for residential use. Mr. Tidmarsh came to 
Tucson in 1928 for health reasons, and upon realizing the expense and inefficiency of 
current residential cooling systems, he and his brother Patrick designed a more efficient 
and affordable one. Their system consisted of pumping water, usually through a cooling 
tower on the roof into a radiator placed wherever it was most convenient. The benefits of 
this system were: a lower initial cost (nearly one tenth of the conventional system), a lower 
operating cost (only about thirty five dollars a month), and improved cooling without added 
humidity. This system also could double as a heating system merely by using hot water 
instead of cold. Thus, by providing an affordable and efficient home heating/cooling 
system, the Tidmarsh brothers helped make immigration to desert cities, such as Tucson, 
more appealing. George Tidmarsh lived at 340 Avenida de Palmas (#58).

Other Prominent Residents

There are several other significant figures who resided in the Colonia Solana Residential 
Historic District. They are: Jean Arthur, a film actress who rented 3236 Via Palos Verdes 
(#30) from Ruth Corbett, c. 1940; and Mrs. Ruth VanderVries, who lived at 244 Avenida de 
Palmas (#5),and helped start the Service Club which later became the Junior League of 
Tucson. She also played a part in the starting of a working library and in the establishing 
of the Temple of Music and Art and in the fund raising for its construction.
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George Tidmarsh (#58) 

George Tidmarsh was significant for his contributions to commerce in Southern Arizona. 
He helped develop an affordable cooling system for residential use. Mr. Tidmarsh came to 
Tucson in 1928 for health reasons, and upon realizing the expense and inefficiency of 
current residential cooling systems, he and his brother Patrick designed a more efficient 
and affordable one. Their system consisted of pumping water, usually through a cooling 
tower on the roof into a radiator placed wherever it was most convenient. The benefits of 
this system were: a lower initial cost (nearly one tenth of the conventional system), a lower 
operating cost (only about thirty five dollars a month), and improved cooling without added 
humidity. This system also could double as a heating system merely by using hot water 
instead of cold. Thus, by providing an affordable and efficient home heating/cooling 
system, the Tidmarsh brothers helped make immigration to desert cities, such as Tucson, 
more appealing . George Tidmarsh lived at 340 Avenida de Palmas (#58). 

Other Prominent Residents 

There are several other significant figures who resided in the Colonia Solana Residential 
Historic District. They are: Jean Arthur, a film actress who rented 3236 Via Palos Verdes 
(#30) from Ruth Corbett, c . 1940; and Mrs. Ruth VanderVries, who lived at 244 Avenida de 
Palmas (#5) ,and helped start the Service Club which later became the Junior League of 
Tucson. She also played a part in the starting of a working library and in the establishing 
of the Temple of Music and Art and in the fund raising for its construction. 
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The district boundaries (except for two northeast lots discussed in item 7, 
page 3) were chosen because they reflect the original and unchanged subdivision 
plat filed in 1928, and because the district remains an unchanged and clearly de
fined entity. Two major arterials bound the district on the north and west and 
effectively isolate it from nearby commercial and residential areas. On the east 
and south, two low traffic access streets separate the district from Reid Park.
Colonia Sol ana is a a rare wilderness within an urban landscape. El Encanto 
Estates to the north across Broadway is a low density but more formal planned 
subdivision. To the west across Country Club is a conventional Tucson residential 
neighborhood. To the east and south across Randolph Way and Camino Campestre 
stretches Reid Park, a green oasis designed for recreational use with a much 
different character.
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r
;< V 'DECUItATlOtl OF L JTADUSIWEHT 07 CONI)mONB AND WJSXlUOriONS V ( ..

' ■ ' c,' ‘ •’ jV" .
. : • . . COtONlA UQU^W SUDDIVISION ,^ > 1 ■ % 7 • ■ ■

. .. , " • ' ' ■

'know ALL MEN BY THESE'l RESENTS) . ' • - ' ,'V" ' f" ''
!; • ■ ■ ■■ .. ■ ■■, : V

; ' . That' Paul H. M. P. imiNTOll and MARY.RICE DRINTON, his Wl£o, bolng tho owners oI oil 
that certain reol property eltu.itcd In. tho County o£ Pima, State o£ Arisono, ond dcocribod ’ 
as £ollows! M . V,'-"’

All o£ Colonla Solana, boi iu o ro-nubdlvision o£ the Northwest quarter o£ Section 
16, TownsWp lA .South, Ruu);a lA r^uot, C> &• 8. U. B. £■ M., nccordins to tho autp o£ suld 
Colonla Solana, of record In th i office.of tlie County Rcco^^ler of Pima County, Ariwovi, 
,in Book 5 e£ Maps at pogo >.l thereof, SAVE AND EXCEPT lot^^of said Colonla Solana, 
which is not owt cd by them. ,

do'IIEREDY CEIVflFV AND DIJCI. UK that they li.ivo cstnlillshod and do horuby OBtubli,ah a . 
general plon for tlio linprovnirtom and dovclopiiiu>it of ould proparty, SAVE AND EXCEl’V Lutu 
35 and 36 of said Colonio Solon),, which asid throo lots are to be in no wise affected by 
this instrument, and do hereby establish the provisions, conditions, and restrictions, and 
covenants upon, and subject' to which all lots and portions of lots in said property (which 

ientire property is herein referred ti as "said Property") ,, chall btf improved or sole and 
'conveyed by them as 'such owners, ooc.i and all of which is, and are, for the bcne.*'it of each 
jowner of l.ind in said porperty or any Interest therein, and shall inure t> and pnss with 
leach and every parcel of said property, s.id ahull apply t ,, and bind, tho respective 
■successors In interest of the prnsent owi srs thereof, and are, and each thereof is, imposed 
;,upon said propatt.' as u fiervltudj in favor of each and every parcel of laud thoruin ua the 
I’doBlnant tenementii, as follows, to-wit)'

only I
Si id proparty and tho whole thereof shall be us.id for prlyate residence purposes

' Md'buBAiieiu of u.iy 'iidtii.u shall be wnducteil on’\ny/pai^t of said p,roporty, and no 
build .ng or structn.ro int.ended for or adopted t6 buolncr,'tipu.rposes, and no apartment hot-), 

idOubli house, flat'building, lodging lioure, rooming hou; i, hotel, hoopiti^l, sanitsriuta <r * 
ddetc:'s office, shall bn. erected, pieced, .permitted, oi niaint.-iincd on su,id property, or ’ 
any parctheroof, , ■ . ,

Wn bill boards or advertising oigim cf ny cl iractor shall be eroctud pln;od, porroittod, 
or raaiutnined on said pre perty, or any the) of, < tlier than reasonable sig is relative to the ’ 
sale or rent of sail pro| orty, or portions thorei.f. .

r •r-**''.— S'■ . '3. No derrick, or other structure designed for usr in lorin j fot ot), or natural gis,
'.shsll be erect 3d,' placed or permitted upon a ty p.irt of t old property, and no oil, ne ural 

gat,, pctrolcuici, asplialtum^ or byj^ro-carl'on produetn or oub.st.'iiun.; shall bi produced ■ r 
i .extracted tlicr.if ro:ii'. ' ■ , • . ' ’

4. Ho residence placed or erected on said .ropetty shall bo occupie in . ny mnne 
while inthe course of construe .ion, or .it any time prior to Its being fu ly cumpletcd ;s • 
herein required-. Ho garage or ither out--buiidini shall be place ;1, ore9'tc i, or maint.ilv.’.id 
up m any part of said property ixcopt for use in ;ontiention wit! a rcsidoi'cc alrc. .ly 

. oo\3 true ted, or under con? tructien at the timoi' tfit siith g.-ragn' irolli'cr ■ ut-uu'.Uling "s 
, pi .ced or erect'.d upon tl; 3 property.

5. Mo cat'.la, cheep, hogs horses, ralblto, poultry, or other liveati ck shall h-- 
kept or nialiuai'ied upon said pr party, cr oi y part thereof, ' his parog.rap'i shall not ha 
cons'trued, however, as prohibit ng or in any manner interferi ng wi h the 1: loping of 
ordinary domestic pet animils u; on said prop'.rj.y.

6. No part of said property shall be sold, cr ivcycd, r< nted or leased in w'ole i in
part, to any persdn cf African or Asiatic dooi;cnt, >r to any .’orson not o tho White or 
Caucasian race. l,!o part of said proj. .'.rty sha.'.l bo ised, or occupied, or p..'.rmitt.!d tr. b 
used or occupied, in \;hole. or in p.art, by any perse n of African or Ar.i.ntic descent, or y 
any person no of tlie Uhite or Caucasian race, cxci 'it such porn ms Sii i ly bo ci-.iployrd ; •„r(.\ 
as doi.mscic s. tvmitn by 11-■ ov! urn or' tenants of ui ' iot; in sa .‘d pvopo-ty.

■ ■•-'Ah

' I ' 
· • DROLAll/\1'1O11 OF L l'rADl,lSIU1EU'r o:,• CONH11'1ONfi /\NU RE~'ntIC'f.ll)NS ': ''<· ·, 

. (' / . '. f •-.' . :•. ti' ..... ,_ •• , , •• 

'cotONlA !JQLAHA SUDDlVISlON : ;,?!.'.•,: t · · .. ·• J: . · 
I ·' ·- . -, , ' .. I • ~-~\1! . i /,1 

!<NOW ALL HE); 'BY THEs t i ~E;;~;sr·•> . 1-,.,:·r::t:: , .. ·:..-::~.;'.:~,. 
~ j ;. • J ' ~, • : • • '~· ., '.· ,. 

·.· ~~-•' .. ,.:~~., . • :,·;r ..... ~-; __ ,:•!1//·:· · •;."I~~ 
.. 

/ _. -.lr•! 

That' Puul II, M, · p , nitlllTOll .md Ht\lW RICE DRIN'rON, .his wife, l:ioing .tho owncrc oC all 
that cartal.n rool pro1;0rty oitu:itc:d in, tho ... County·, of 1'11110, Stute of. Ar.bona,• nnd dcocrl.bed 
48 followa: .. ,\: ·~ t •fr.r.·~"':"·•······ , ,.,., ~,'"'q-1, · .. ·•"it:""''~-- ... , .... ~ \' _.•'."'-,'. 

• . " :: , .• :.. -~ ·. ,·', . ·,J . . 

. All of Colonia ' SolRnR 1 bol,u a ro-nuhdiviolon of the Northwoat quarter of Section 
16, Townolf;> ll1 .:,out:h, llt.:11t;o l/1 ·.1:uot, . G, b, S, ll, I\, r.. H., , nccordinB to the , mnp of 11.1id 
Colonio. Solana, of record _j.ri' i:.l, ·1 offic~ . of t:lio County llec~r etf l'imu County, Arbo n.:i, 

, in ·Book 5 cf Haps 11.t pogo Zl th ,1roof, SAVE AND EXCEJ.>l' lot~of said Col onia Solnno, 
which iD not owr ed by .them, ,, ·. •. · ,. · , ..... : ... _' ·!l, ,. , • ... : , . - , . .·· ,•.·, 

' . .. . . . ••' 
DO . lllml-:JJY c:Jm'l'lF\' Alm ngcr. wi tl11.1t they h:1vo CS t:nh linhcd un<l' do hcnuby Oil Cuh l ;_/lh 0 

general plan 1:01: t:ho i111pro'IC:111e111 und dovcloi,111u ,1t of otiid p\·opart:y, SAVe AND l::XCt-:l'·, Lutu 
' 35 and 36 -of uid Colonia !Jolu1111, \lh Leh a:iid tln·oo loto Ate to. be in no who Qf.foctod by 
thls insttument, ' and do hereby establish ~ho ·proviaions, condition~, and restrictions, and 

'. covenants upon, and oubjec~ to which ,11.ll lots 11.nd porti6ns of lots in suid )roperty (whi~h 
~.entire pror,orty is h,uein rcferr,ed t J as "said Property") , :. chnll bt! improved or sole an<l 
:: conveyed b.t thc1a as ·11uch owner:i, onc,1 and all of ·which is, and ·arc, for the bcneUt of ·each 
j·'?wner of Lmd in said pEE_pei:ty or any · int.irest . theroin, ,ar,d ehRll foure t, an<l' pass .with 
.. each and e·, ery parcel o! &R j,d pfo_perty," 11 .1d ahull apply t ,, and bil-.d, the respective 
j.succesnors ~n int_c'.re:it of the pr, ,scnt ow, ire thereof:, and arc, 1111<1 each thereof i.s, .. i.mposcd 
;.upon !l.iid pi·opctt: · no u 11crvituc:-J in favui: of 11ach nnd ovoi·y i>nrccl of lu111.l thoruin u:3 t:lic 
;·dominant tcne:mont i: , . as ,;ollows-, '• to-witl '. : ·•· .;•. ~-· '· · ... , .. ,, · 

·: , .. ' '. ,· ,t· 

, ,r,,r, l • . s, id property l\nd tho 11holo the roof a hull bo U!: -.:d for pril(OtC residence purpoPCS 
o~ly: . . : .. ·, , _-:,: · · . .. . 

,. , • ··•!, ~ > ... • • J ' ,• • • 

!, .· :·1~ · 1,utl.i.11.:::,tf uC .,.,y ·u~tu . ~ 11h11ll bc~m,l~ccoJ ,ell' ,;.ry ,~11qt · oJ: Bill.d i,xoporty, u;,d 1\(1 

.build.ng· or structure inl.cnded !or or• a4npl.od t6 ·buoincn,1 t pu.rp,,se11·, and no ·apartn1c11t hol"l 1 

I doubl I house, flat ·· bllildini, lodginn llou!:c, rn.ominc hou1 .1, hotel, hoopit~l, i111nit11d.u1n <.: • 
doctc : 1s office, lihilll u< : crcctud, · pl :, ced, ,i,ci·mittcd, o·, mo.intaincd on riu.id ('ro('crty, or -' 

:·an::; partthere:of, , ,, , : · · · ' 
I•\ ., . . . • ' ,, '· 's'·,,: r t. •• 

H11 Li.ll uoarLs or uc'.vertis1.nl!, oic11n cf: , ny cl. lr.il ctct· llhlll.l be rrcctud i,111 :cd, perm/ ttcd , 
,r mai11tuincd on cni.cl prc .perty, or any the;. ·· of, < 1:hcr than 1·~nll'om1hle si~ t!l relative tn th,~ 
s11lc or rent of 1rnH p1·01 crty, vr porc_iono . there,,£, . , . 

,..,"""':9 ~ -.-•-.....~•l~- --.. .. • - .,. ~-- •~ .--•- •••1t -~__,..,..,_, if __ ,.-.,..,..._.-•-:;~~f ... ,:"''1'°~-.-~••l,,,•,.., . ..,.., • .,. -.e- ••\• - I 

3, Ho d~ rrick, or other utn,cture <lcsl;lnCd .foi· 'list in ,orin; fol: oi.l, or natural Di!l , 
··sha ll ue erect 3<l,' .plnce<l or per.rnit:tcd u,·,on ll .1::; 1urt of l-Uid prope (t)', .ind no oi.l, lli'. ·uu. l 
I ~ .,. • • • 

. go.L, . pctroleuiu, uo1,lwltum~ ur hyl!_i: o•c:ir :, 011 p ~cHh1,:tr: or ,:;ubnt.•n<.:l:: uhall Ut 11ro<lur:rsd • 1: 
i ,extructl•µ th .::r ,, fn,ai . · . , .. • ·, .. •• ·. , .. · ,· • . . · · .... : 

::;: .. 
, ·· . • 4, No re:iidl;!nce placed or crocted on said :'· ropetty shall be occupie in . ny 1,, .. lme · 

' while in · the cou1:se _o! construe .ion, ' or ._ 1t any t jmc t•rio,: to its l>einr, fu ly cuml' le t ec.1 ; s 
herein i:cquircd ·, 1·:o garn::;e or ,thcr c,u't -• b11ildi111 - shall L,:.,. placc. :I, cn1e:tc 1, · or maint:1.i :: ,.! d 
up .;n any part: of sni<l property t :<cept . f.r.r us e in ·;onuef'.t~on_ wi1J a , re!lidc :• cc nlrc . . t:,• 

; C0':9truct~d, or U:\c!<H c6r:2 tructi-:>n llt t! :c "ti ~;,:f tl' "i t !;\l( 'h grrnr,r.' ,r ·o! lici· . ut- L .. ll '. ltli1\·.:; · ;;._ 
, pl . . ccd or ei.:cct id upon tl: 3 propc r::y. 
I .. • p 

5, No cn t :lu, i:li,:c:p, hc,~•.s hors1Jo, ru : bite ; poul.t:r·)'; or uth,~r. l i vc: t1t, -cl: :: hal. l I, . . 
kept or miliht:ii: 1:?cl ll1'0l1 said 1•r· port)', . c•r 01. y pa ,t thc::cof, ' •his pnrn ;·, nq,', sh.i !. l. n<)t k, 

; cons::rucd, ho11:::·1e:: 1 ll'J pro!1 ihil: r.;i or i1 ,. 11ny m.:mner interf:ed :,c 1-1i• h th:? I; :cping of 
. ordinary do~c:;~i c pet: nnimllO u;on suid prop ,rty, 

' , , 

, 6. ·• Ho p~i.t ·of 1a1i<l pi:opcrt::1 r;hnll. uo 11olcl 1 cc wc:,·cd, 1·, ntc<l en· leac;<'J in w' olc , · in 

1 part, to ~.ny pei:r.da cf: ·-/d:ric.:1:1 uc As1.:ltj,c <leti ccnt, ' 1r · tc, uny ,•c·roon not o the \•:i. it:c o,: 
1 C.iucn:;i:1:1 nice, l,!9 p.::rt 0f: ,.ad.cl pro1 .. ,rty nha1 .:. 1 uc rncd, or c,ccupir.d, or p,., rmitt .: d t r. b 

used or occ upl.c d, 1.n \:hole or tn p:1rt, hy :rny pc:.:ra, ,, of Afd.t:an or .i\r.i.,, tic dc:;oc:nt, ,.,r · y 
'. any rci:r,011 nu of: th e- \·;l1 it o m: C1111c:\i.;1.an rncc: , c>:c, :,c uud1 poi:r; ,n!l 11!1 1 ·1y 1.,u <·r:, ploy r d , • .. rt. .. 

o.:; tk•::::!oti.c r.. r v 11 11t:1 I,::; 11 · • m•1 ,, .r:1 or · tcnn11ts 0£ u!· , . l.ot: in c;:, :ti prop c ·ty. 



, -7. ‘.Ho ofrui'.turo whatever other than one first class, i.rlvate, one-fnmlly icsliende 
•with the customary out-bvlldin;;s, shall be erected, placed, or maintained on any lot In' 
.said property. An ownernhip or slnele holding comprising parts of two adjoining lotsj^or 
^all of one lot and part or parts of one o.' more lots adjacent thereto, shall, for the 
"purposes of this peragruph, bo doomed ns'constituting a single lot.

. ■ 8. No residence shall be placed or constructed upon said property, or any portion 
thereof, unless such residence shall be fairly worth, exclusive of out-buildings, the full, 
sum of Ten Thousand Dollars (810,000.00).

9. Before any building, fence, wall, coping or other structure is erected upon said 
property,■the pcrsohdeslring to erect phe came shall first submit the plans and drawings 
(therefor to an architect, to be appointed from time to time by Coundy Club Realty Company 
.or.'its Bucccssoru in interest, as its roprcsontotlvu for such purposes, and obtain the- 
i^rlttcn approval of sucli urchltuct thereto. . .. -n. > ■

.Such architect shall always be an architect practicing in Tucson, Arlsona. Any 
charge of'such architect for approving such plans and drawings shall be paid by Country 
Club Realty Company, or its succassors in interest. . .. . . • ' •

; 10. All oulldings erected upon said property, or any part thereof, shall'be erected
^according to the building Code of the City of Tucson, in offcct at the time such buildings
'^re erected.

, li. Any building erected or placed upon any part of said property, and every part 
l^thereof, except the fVont steps and roof projection at the caves thereof, shall be located 
■notcloser than fifty (50) feet to any street upon which the lot upon which the same is 
vplaced or constructed abuts, end o/>aU bo located not closor than twonty-fivo (25) foot to 

■ the adjoining, lots on either side thereof. In other words, all buildings upon any p.-xrt of 
^sald property shall bo sot back at least fifty (50) feet from the street (meaning thereby, 
|any street. Including side streets ns well as streets upon which the respective lots

and shall bs at least b)onty-five (25) feet distant from any adjoining lot or lots.|f ront)

, ■ 12. An easement upon and over the rear five feet of each and every lot in said property 
‘1^ reserved to the County Club Realty Company for use for polos, cross-arms, conduits and 
vires for-the transralsslor. of electrical energy,'tolupliuua, *iud elecLiic light, fo^ pipes 
Ifor gas, for pipes for watur, for sowers, and for’Installing,, ropoirlng, and maintaining the 
Jsame and.all thereof, and for such other purposes as may bo for the .benefit of the said 
'■property, or any part thereof.

Tne aforesaid condlt.ions and restrictions and each and all thereof shall continue and 
itfemaln in full force ond offect at all times as against any owner of any of the said property, 
.however^ hlsttltlo-thoroto may bo acquired until January I, 197$, on which date the said 
^conditions and restrictions and each and all thereof 4hall tennlnato and ond, and therafter 
'!,bo;of no further legal or equitable offect on the said property or any owner thereof, except 
j^hat the restrictions referring to persons of African or Asiatic descent and to persons 
^who are not of the White or Caucasian race, shall bo porpotuol.

; A breach of any of the' provisions, conditions, restrictions or covenants hereby 
established, and a continuance of such breach for a period of thirty days shall cause.the 
'real property upon which nuch breach occurs to revert to Paul H. M. P. Drinton and Mary 
Ri-ca Drinton, his wife, pr to, tholr aucccosora in interest, as owners of the reversionary ' 
rights heroin provided for,.and the owners of such reversionary rights ahall have the right 

<of,Immediate re-entry upon such real property in the event of any such breach and a con- 
itinuance of such broach for a period of thirty days, and as to each-lot owner in said 
■property the said provisions, conditions, restrictions and covenants shall be covenants 
running v)ith the land, and the breach of any thereof or the continuance of any such breach, 

■jmay be enjoined, abated or remedied by appropriate procoodlnga by the owners of thn revar- 
vslonary rights, or by the owners of any other lot or lots, but by no othor person.

A breach of any of the foregoing provisions, conditions, rostrlotlons or covenants, 
,or any re-entry by reason of ouch broach, shall not defeat or render invalid the lieu of 
any mortgage or dacd of tri'sc made in good faith for value as to any portion of said 
property, but said provisions, conditions, restrictions, and covenants shall bo binding 
.upon and effective against any such mortgagee or trustee or owner thereof whor/c title 
^'thereto or v.’hosc grantor's title thereto is or v;as acquired by foreclosure, trustee's 
;iale or othen^ioo.

_ No delay or o-ilfislon cn the part of Paul 11. II. p. Drinton and Mary Rice Brlnton, "
iHls wife, or their successors in Intoroot as owners of the reversionary rights herein

. ~1. \ No · otru e tu~o whntever ·othei than ono ; firs~ ' clh~s, -~~ivot~, ~ne-fu~ily ieol~enJ~ 
•with the customar.:, out-bt•ildin::s, shnll · bc erected, plnced, .or m:1intoi.ned ·_on .any lot in · 
;said property. i\n ownerr.hip o·e single holding cornprioing purts : ,,f two adjoining lots ; , or 

I. all of one lot 011d purt or parts of one o:: ri,ore lots adjocen~ thereto, sh11ll, for the , 
~p!Jrposes of thio parngruph, be doomed aa 'con11tituting a single' lot, · .. 

'• • ' ' • • •' t ' • I •. 1' : ~ • i -' • "' i" • 

:·: 8, No resiJence shuil be ' ~laced or constructed upon soi~ property, or any portion 
· the~eof, unless such residence ohull be fairly worth; exclu :1ive of out-buildings, the full 
sum of Ten 1housund Dol.lars ($10,000,00), ' •· 1 .~ , -. •• ' ... , •• , •• 

• I ',, , ' t;f!'~ Ii' ,_.•,• c 1 ''. '' •••.''.,fl~ • \ "· 

9. Before any building, fence, · wall, coping or other struct~re is erected upon ;aid 
p~oporty, · the persoh "desiring to erect the .oarue sh«ll first submit the plans and drawtngs 

(therefor -to on nrchicoct, to be appoint~d . from · time to tim.i by Couney Club Realty Company 
·~9_r , i -ts ouccessoru in interest, , us its ropresontativu for ,such purpoo·es, and obtnin tl.!_e .. 
1!~r_iften avr.rovul o! o"!ch urchitccC • the1·oto, , ,. , v<'· , 1 _. . ; ., :·• , • , · - · 

.. , Such architoct ■ hall alway, be an architect practicing •in Tucson, Arizona, 
cha~ge of ' such architect for approvin5 - 1uch plans and drawings shall be pnid ~y 

· Club Realty Company, or its &ucc~osoro in interest, -~· . •.,., ,,:·:-.·,·· • -: ,.. . •. 
I <4 I /I· • , 

1 

:. , • ' • 1 • , ', > r. .• ~ • • it:0.. f· .. ,~ 'I • ' 'I' • • • 

'. ~·· 10, All buildings erected upon said proporty, or any part thereof, sh~ll ' be 
1
accordinz.to · thc buil~ing Code 6f ' the City ' of Tucaqn, in effect at the time such 
,.~re erected. t. A , •• ,•:..t :..... ·-<~ ,. ,, " ~· ,~. 4'. , .... • ., • , .. , 

Any 
Country 

erected 
buildings 

• ,, 11.. Any building erected -~; pl~ced
1 

upon any part of i~id propo~~y, cind every pnrt 
lfth~reof, except the 4tont oteps· and roof projection at the caves thereof, shall be located 
~notcloscr than fifty (50) feet :to any 1treet upon _which tho lot upon which tho u1ne ii 
~'placed or conHructod obuto, and 0}1all bo locntod hot cloaor thon twonty•fivo (25) fo,, t to 
hthe adjoining, lots 'bn either aide thereof. .. In other words, · all buildings upon any p.\rt of 
t-uid -propert-y i:hall bo set ba~k at 'lenot fifty · (5Q) feet ~rom the otreet (meaning thereby, 
any _atreet, including side 1treet.1 na woll ao atroota upon which the respective lots 

l!ront) and ahall be a·t loaottw.1111tY•,f~v• , (2:i) · feot ~iotan_t ·from ·~ny acljoining· lot or lots, 
• J••~ '> • • r', I ,I\,• • I \ • I • • • 0 • • 

, · 12, · An eooe;uant upon arid over the rear five feet of oach and every lot in said proverty 
'!i,:reserved to tho County Club 1'Realty Company for u!le for poleo, cross-arms, conduits and 
'11"!'1."e:: _ fo= · the · tran:imi:i::io:. ::,f c.'lcetr.ic.r.l cnarcy, ·- tului,livuo, .•11u ' t:!l!uLd.c li~hL, · fo~ pipes 

i,,for·gas, for pipes for wotur, for eowero. and for'inotullint;,·• .ropoirini, on~ ru~in~1-1~ni11i; tho 
r,. ume 11nd . all thonof, and for 1uch othdr purpooos as niuy ,bo for tha bonofit of the a aid 
f proverty, or any pnrt t.:hc11:eof, ·, ,. ,\ '•i,,:· , _ .. . , ·.·:· · . . ,.. . . ··.. · . '.· ·•.· ._; , _ . · 
•""! ···;~ • • , ·, •?• • '1 il,1. ,_• ,, t' ,.! . ... i~''.·, ~~:~\ ~,.,,~ ~ · . . • ,r · ,. ,•< •• , .. \ ,t_.: . 
' .· Tno aforesaid condit:lono and rost.rictiono ' and oo.ch and ~11 thereof shall continua and 
ni~~ain in full forco und .uffcct nt all : timu as agRin11t any owner of any of the Enid property, 
:bowev~r~ -~ia:titlo ~thoreto mny be acquirod until Jo.nuury 1, 197~, on whic~ dute the so.id 
.t~onditions and r~otrictiono an.c\..eoch and all thereof lih:ill tarmii11tto and end, 11nd the1;after 
'i,bo ,; of no further legal .. or equi tnblc . ef_f ect on. the · so.id pr9pc.rty or 11n~ owner thereof, except 
,/ that the reotrictions referring to persons of Africn1i" or ·Aciatic descent 'Rnd !· to parsons · · , ..... 
(who are not: of cl;o 1-/hite or. Cu4cuoi1111 rnce, · ohqll bu porpot.uul. • l, • • • ' • · 

. : A breach of any · of the' provio,iono, . con di tiono ,· restrictions or covenants hereb'y 
~~stablished, and a continuance of such breach for a poriod of thirty do.ye .shall cauoe.the 
-'.real • propei·ty upon whic·h · nuch breach occuro to revert . to Paul H. !1, I?. Drinton and Nary 
fi~e Brinton, h~o wife, o: tQ Choir oucc~nsorn in intereot, ns ownerll 6f the .revursiunary 
_rights heroin provided for, und Cho o,-mers of such reversionary riches ohall h11ve tht\ ri~ht 

,(of.: immediate re-entry . upon such _ real ,yroperty in the event of a11y such breach and a con
!tinuance of such broach f,,r a period of thit·ty days, • ·and as to · each · fot owner 'in said 
-: property the oaid provis-!ons, condi.tiona, restrictions and covenants ohall be covenants 
-~running with the lond, and the broach of uny thereof or the continuance of nny such breach, 
~~ay be enjoinod, nbacod or rcm~dlod by o.pproprlato procoodinan by tho ownero of thn revnr• 
11ionary right,, or by thu ownora of nny othor · lot or lots, but by no othor paraon, ~ u • • .. ,. ' • • • . ' ' ' • 

_:{ •. A breach of any cif tha f oreuoS.ng pr~~i~ ions, · 
0

condi tiona, rell t 1·10 t:ions or covonnn ts, 
. or any ro-entry by rencon of ouch breach, shall not dafent or rondar invalid the lion of 
any l!l'JrtgaGo or daed of t.r1111t nu1dc in i;oocl faith for value 88 to any portion of snid 
prope ·.:ty, but i:aid provisiono, conditiono, rentt"ictions, and covenants shall be binding 

:upon nnd eHectivo egain:i: uny such mortgagee or trustee or owner thereof who:o:·e title 
~ hereto or whose Gt3n:or'c title thereto is or wus acquired by for~closure, trustee's 
,.snle or othernloo, · 

('" No dlllny or o:.,ir.oion -~n the pnr.t of Pnul ll, II, P. nrinton und 11ury Rice Br1.nton,· •. 
~ia '. wif~, or their succcoaor., in intorast as owners of tho raversionary right~ -hercin 



.'for,'or ,th« owners of other lots Iri'sald property,. in exercising any right, power . 
•or^r'diaVdy'^hereln provided for in the event of ony breach of the conditions, restrictions, 
'Covenants, or reservations heroin contolnod, shall be construed as a waiver thereof or 

acquiescence therein; and no'rlght of ajCtion shall accrue, rior shall any action bo brought 
or^tnaintainod by any one whomsoever against Paul H. M.l P. Brlnton and Mary Rico Brlnton, • 
hisrwife,i. or thoir. successors in interest for or on account of the failure or neglect of the 
sal'd'Paul'^H, M. P. Brlnton and Mary Rico Brlnton, hla wife, or their ouccoasors in interest,* 
toj'bxerclse any right, power or remedy heroin provided for in the event of any such breach 

'Of van'y of said provisions, conditions, rastriotions, covenants or reservations, or for, 
^imposing-rostrictions herein which may be unenforpible,

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Paul H. M. P. 'Brlnton and Mory Rice Brlnton, his wife, have' 
hereunto sot their hands on this 8 day of May, 1928.

PAUL H. M. P. BRINTON 
MA.RY RICE BRINTON .

(ACKNOWLEDGMENT)

COUNTRY CLUB REALTY COMPANY, a corporation organized and existing under and 
*by .virtue of the laws of the State of Arizona, with its principal place of business 
•in.'tho City of Tucson, Pimu County, Arizona, being the owner of a contract for the 
^purchase of the property onbrnced within the foregoing Declaration of Establishment 
';pf .Conditions end Restrictions, does hereby consent to and join in said declaration.

■ IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Country Club Realty Company, a corporation, has caused its 
iname to be signed hereunto by its, President and attested by its Secretary, both thereunto 
iduly authorized, and its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed, all on this lldiy 
^of May, 1928. 'V- 'v' . ,

L;.
?ATTEST: (CORPOPATE SEAL) ■; COUNTRY CLUB REALTY COMPANY
rj?{KruLtschnitt, Jr.

Secretary
1
' (ACKNOWLEDaiENT)

■ By Hurry F.' Bryant
President

..... - V fr^ ‘ ■

•Dated May 11, 1928, and recorded May II,.1923, in Book 32 of Miscellaneous Records, page 
J393.; File Nr. __ , ■ . . ; " ■

_:;r.rtv°'fcied'ii.f~r ... or thct owners ot" 'other :' Lciti i~i"aaid p;opor't'y,-. in excrciai~ a~y dght, power 
f·.Y.r!§fdY,\ ~e'rc~n 

1

p rovi4od for in , the event of any :breach • of , th,o .' cond~ ~iona ·, . restrictions, 
- c'&venants, or · reservntiono heroin contained, shall be construed as ·a wai~or thereof or 

1►. ~ ..... ,., . .. • . ~quiescence thcr11\ni and no rieht of a.eti.on ~hull accrue. ~·or ,ahnll any r.ction ba brouf,ht 
g_~'(ai11~nta.~nad ·by · any ono whomsoever IKAino.t PAuL : H, H,l l', ·, Brinton and Mary Rica Drinton, · 
liiai;-wife,1 .. or · thu1r 11ucco11ora 10· intaro1t for or , on account ol the failure · or neslact of tKo 

-. .i'gl'chPaul'·: H, · H·; P. Brinton and Mary Rico Brinton, hi• wifo, , or their oucco11or11 in intoraot, · 
'tc>9.'eiorciae any right, power or ren10dy horoin provided for in tho event of any ouch breach 

~of\.'an'y of 1aid provioions, condition■, · rutriotiona, covenants or roaervationa, or for. \ .. .. , . . 
,inipoling :·roatriction1 ho rein whic~ 111ay bo unenforpible, . 'H.: 

~ .. , t 1 • \ ' ' I' ' ,1., •l' , .. .. ,,,, • I i 

:"i~' ~iiTNESS WHEREOF, P11ul H, H, P:•'Brin~on ~nd .i-fary Rica Brinton, hil wife, have· 
her~unto' sot th_eir hands _ on this 8 d11y _of · Nay 1 · 1928, · , . ', 

'( -\CKNOWLEDCMENT) 
I 1• • 

PAUL H, H, P, BRINTON 
MARY RICE . BRINTON 

• . I . 
COUNTRY ·cr.uB IU::AL'£Y CONPANY, a corporation ornanizod and eds ting under :and 

l~y;jirtue of tho lftws of tho State of Arizona, with its principal place of b~siness 
•in , tho . CHy of Tuc11on, Pimu Cc,unty, 1\rizom1, bainc the owncn· of 11 contract for the 
rpurchase of tho property onbrncud within the foregoinz · D~clnration of Establishment 
:~of .. Conditions and Res Cric tions; doc:i hereby conoent. to ·and join in· iaid declaration. 

,~• : • ' -. .. : , ' { : \ • • ' 1• , " • •~4 j ' · I • • ' ' • • • • • , I : : • • , , • • ' , • • 

·· rn WITNESS WHEREOF, Country Club Realty Company, · a corporation, has criused its -
( rtami t~ be siencd ~orcunto by its

1
Prosident and attes~ed by its Secretary, both thereunto 

~duly author~zEd, 11bd its corporate son~ tu be hereunto affixed, 1111 on this ll~1y 
, ~~ · May, 1_928, .... , .... · .,....... ., ... -· , . . 
I • •, 

;'ATTEST: 
1· . .. (CORPOP~\'rn SEi\I.) 

; • . I .-"I ~""' ' . '. '. J:•. Krultschnitt, Jr. 
' .• ,. · : .. · Sacrotury 
1 
' (AC.~~O;•/LEDGM!'.:HT) 

', . . _ .. , .,. 

.. ,. •· 

·. , .... ~ COUN'£Ri CLUD REALTY COMPANY 
·, ,. ,. . ,. 

, . Dy Harry F; Bryant · . 
· • .· ... ,.- .' -, ·· :.. . :-·:: President : . J. ,..... . 

, Datod Hay ll, 19.28, and "l':lconlod Moy' LL, 19213 1 

J3~:\'. Filo t)<', .:.__.__· _ ,. . .. . 

. ' 

Records, page 
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Early drawing, Colonia Solana 

Plan superimposed on topo,
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Early drawing, Colonia Sol~n~ 
Plan superimposed on topo, 
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Aerial view of Colonia Solana looking north. 
Early scheme.
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Early 1940's aerial view of Colonia Solana looking south. 
(El Encanto in foreground.)
Early 1940's aerial view of Colonia Solana looking south. (El Encanto in foreground.) 
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Olmsted, Vaux & Co., Landscape Architects,
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Olmsted Brothers, Landscape Architects.

Plan of Roland Park, Illinois 1891 
Olmsted, Vaux & Co., Landscape Architects, 

Plan of Forest Hills Gardens, New York 1909 
Olmsted Brothers, Landscape Architects. 
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Alum Rock Park 
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W. I_ Prussia. President 
W. U Chsisman. Secretary 
V. A Hancock 
S WESTER Samson 
E. J. Ware, Asst. Sec'y.
E. C Mdnn, Sapt

AHT TALLET OR CANTON RARE OF THIS SORT SBOUIO INCLUDE THE SUMMITS OF THE SURROUNDING HILLS

Plan of Alum Rock Park, San Jose, CA., 1912 

Stephen Child, Landscape Architect.
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Plan of Alum Rock Park, San Jose, CA., 1912 

Stephen Child, Landscape Architect. 
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Early Subdivision Development
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Dated subdivisiori map 

Early Subdivision Development 
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early subdivision development
Tucson, Arizona

CATALINA VISTA, etc

SAN CLEMENTE CATALINA FOOTHILLS ESTATES
EL ENCANTO ESTATES

COLONIA SOLANA

Other Subdivisions

(symmetrical/geometric)

(asymmetrical/wandering)

WILLIAMS ADDITION

COUNTRY CLUB HEIGHTS
(geometric/gridiron)

1920 • UNIVERSITY MANOR

(covenents, conditions, restrictions)

Pre-Existing Subdivisions

1940 

1930 

1929 
1928 

SAN CLEMENTE 

\ 
\ 
\ 

I Other Subdivisions I \ 

1927 

\ 
\ 
.\ 

EARLY SUBDIVISION DEVELOPMENT 

Tucson, Arizona 

CATALINA FrOTHILLS ESTAfES 

COLONIA SOLANA 

CATAL/VISTA, etc 

EL ENC~NTO ESTATES 

(symmetrical/geometric) 

(asy1T111etrical/wander1ng) / 

WILLIAMS ADDITION 

1923 COUNTRY CLUB HEIGHTS / 
1920 . 

\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 
\ 

(geometric/gridiron) 

/ . 
UNIVERSIIY "MANOR 

(covenents, conditions, restrictions) 

Pre-Existing Subdivisions 
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Style Sort for Long and Short Forms 



* V T ■

No.

61
46 
77
31
42 
55 
99
17
57 
3 
5 
7
14
16
18 
27 
30
32
33
43
44
47
53
54
58 
70 
75 
84 
87 
91 
105 
113

& 71

Contributing Structures - sorted by styie

Address

548 Via Goiondrina 
3450 Via Goiondrina 
525 Via Guadalupe 
3248 Via Palos Verdes 
3346 Via Goiondrina 
3134 Via Palos Verdes 
3150 Arroyo Chico 
155 Avenidade Palmas 
300 Avenidade Palmas 
140 Avenida de Palmas 
244 Avenidade Palmas 
315 Country Club Road 
3294 Broadway 
3233 Via Palos Verdes 
147 Avenidade Palmas 
3325 Via Goiondrina 
3236 Via Palos Verdes 
3260 Via Palos Verdes 
3272 Via Palos Verdes 
3352 Via Goiondrina 
3380 Via Goiondrina 
3488 Via Goiondrina 
449 Avenidade Palmas 
335 Country Club Road 
340 Avenidade Palmas 
436 Avenida de Palmas 
575 Via Guadalupe 
515 Avenidade Palmas 
3490 Via Guadalupe 
545 Avenidade Palmas 
3242 Arroyo Chico 
3346 Arroyo Chico

Style

Monterey 
Pueblo Revival
Pueblo Revival 
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Sonoran Revival 
Sonoran Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival

No . 

61 
46 
77 
31 
42 
55 
99 
17 
57 
3 
5 
7 
14 
1 6 
18 
27 
30 
32 
33 
43 
44 
47 
53 
54 
58 
70 & 71 
75 
84 
87 
91 
105 
1 1 3 

Contributing Structures - sorted by style 

Address 

548 Via Golondrina 
3450 Via Golondrina 
525 Via Guadalupe 
3248 Via Palos Verdes 
3346 Via Golondrina 
3134 Via Palos Verdes 
3150 Arroyo Chico 
155 Avenida de Palmas 
300 Avenida de Palmas 
140 Avenida de Palmas 
244 Avenida de Palmas 
315 Country Club Road 
3294 Broadway 
3233 Via Palos Verdes 
147 Avenida de Palmas 
3325 Via Golondrina 
3236 Via Palos Verdes 
3260 Via Palos Verdes 
3272 Via Palos Verdes 
3352 Via Golondrina 
3380 Via Golondrina 
3488 Via Golondrina 
449 Avenida de Palmas 
335 Country Club Road 
340 Avenida de Palmas 
436 Avenida de Palmas 
575 Via Guadalupe 
515 Avenidade Palmas 
3490 Via Guadalupe 
545 Avenida de Palmas 
3242 Arroyo Chico 
3346 Arroyo Chico 

Style 

Monterey 
Pueblo Revival 
Pueblo-Revival 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Sonoran Revival 
Sonoran Revival 
Spanish Co lo n ial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Co lo n ial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Co lo n ial Revival 

· Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Co lo n ial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Co lo n ial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 



Non-contributing Structures - sorted by style

No,

78
45
59 
76 
80 
86 
93 
95 
119 
81
2
6
8
9
13
15
20
22
23
24
25 
29 
37
39
40
41
48
49
50
51
52 
56
60 
62
63
64 
66
67
68

Address

520 Avenidade Paimas 
3410 ViaGoiondrina 
450 Via Golondrina 
555 Via Guadaiupe 
3385 Arroyo Chico 
3464 Via Guadaiupe 
3448 Via Esperanza 
430 Randoiph Way 
3301 Camino Campestre 
3345 Arroyo Chico 
1 00 Avenida de Paimas 
3135 Via Paios Verdes 
239 Country Ciub Road 
221 Country Club Road 
3252 Broadway Blvd. 
3259 Via Palos Verdes 
3332 Broadway Blvd.
142 Calle Chaparita 
190 Calle Chaparita 
3355 Via Golondrina 
3337 Via Golondrina 
3210 Via Palos Verdes 
190 Randolph Way 
185 Calle Chaparita 
125 Calle Chaparita 
3330 Via Golondrina 
3489 Via Guadalupe 
3455 Via Guadalupe 
3445 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Via Guadalupe 
3425 Via Guadalupe
3144 Via Palos Verdes 
502 Via Golondrina
3145 Arroyo Chico 
435 Country Club Road 
425 Country Club Road 
505 Via Golondrina 
445 Via Golondrina 
345 Via Golondrina

Style

International
Modern
Modern
Modern
Modern
Modern
Modern
Modern
Modern
Neo-Classical Revival
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch
Ranch

No . 

78 
45 
59 
76 
80 
86 
93 
95 
119 
81 
2 
6 
8 
9 
13 
15 
20 
22 
23 
24 
25 
29 
37 
39 
40 
41 
48 
49 
50 
51 
52 
56 
60 
62 
63 
64 
66 
67 
68 

Non-contributing Structures - sorted by style 

Address 

520 Avenida de Palmas 
341 0 Via Golondrina 
450 Via Golondrina 
555 Via Guadalupe 
3385 Arroyo Chico 
3464 Via Guadalupe 
3448 Via Esperanza 
430 Randolph Way 
3301 Camino Campestre 
3345 Arroyo Chico 
100 Avenida de Palmas 
3135 Via Palos Verdes 
239 Country Club Road 
221 Country Club Road 
3252 Broadway Blvd. 
3259 Via Palos Verdes 
3332 Broadway Blvd. 
142 Calle Chaparlta 
190 Calle Chaparlta 
3355 Via Golondrina 
3337 Via Golondrlna 
3210 Via Palos Verdes 
190 Randolph Way 
185 Calle Ch aparita 
125 Calle Ch aparita 
3330 Via Golondrina 
3489 Via Guadalupe 
3455 Via Guadalupe 
3445 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Via Guadalupe 
3425 Via Guadalupe 
3144 Via Palos Verdes 
502 Via Go lo nd rina 
3145 Arroyo Chico 
435 Country Club Road 
425 Country Club Road 
505 Via Golondrina 
445 Via Golondrina 
345 Via Golondrlna 

Style 

International 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Modern 
Nao-Classical Revival 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 



Noncontributing Structures - sorted by style (Cont’d)

No. Address Style

69 400 Avenidade Palmas Ranch
72 550 Via Guadalupe Ranch
73 560 Via Guadalupe Ranch
74 3231 Arroyo Chico Ranch
82 3333 Arroyo Chico Ranch
85 3440 Via Guadalupe Ranch
88 3489 Via Esperanza Ranch
92 3407 Arroyo Chico Ranch
94 3480 Via Esperanza Ranch
97 3435 Arroyo Chico Ranch
98 3110 Arroyo Chico Ranch
100 630 Via Golondrina Ranch
101 3145 Camino Campestre Ranch
102 575 Country Club Road Ranch
103 555 Country Club Road Ranch
104 3202 Arroyo Chico Ranch
106 3248 Arroyo Chico Ranch
107 602 Via Guadalupe Ranch
108 3255 Camino Campestre Ranch
109 3249 Camino Campestre Ranch
110 3243 Camino Campestre Ranch
111 645 Via Golondrina Ranch
112 3312 Arroyo Chico Ranch
114 3364 Arroyo Chico Ranch
115 3380 Arroyo Chico Ranch
116 3371 Camino Campestre Ranch
117 3351 Camino Campestre Ranch
118 3331 Camino Campestre Ranch
121 3435 Camino Campestre Ranch
122 515 Via Esperanza Ranch
4 150 Avenidade Palmas Spanish Colonial Revival
38 3455 Via Golondrina Spanish Colonial Revival
65 3201 Arroyo Chico Spanish Colonial Revival
79 550 Avenidade Palmas Spanish Colonial Revival
83 3323 Arroyo Chico Spanish Colonial Revival
89 3455 Via Esperanza Spanish Colonial Revival
90 565 Via Palos Verdes Spanish Colonial Revival
96 444 Randolph Way Spanish Colonial Revival
120 501 Via Esperanza Spanish Colonial Revival

No . 

69 
72 
73 
74 
82 
85 
88 
92 
94 
97 
98 
100 
1 0 1 
102 
103 
104 
106 
107 
108 
109 
1 1 0 
111 
1 1 2 
11 4 
1 1 5 
1 1 6 
1 1 7 
1 1 8 
1 21 
122 
4 
38 
65 
79 
83 
89 
90 
96 
120 

Noncontributing Structures - sorted by style (Cont'd) 

Address 

400 Avenida de Palmas 
550 Via Guadalupe 
560 Via Guadalupe 
3231 Arroyo Chico 
3333 Arroyo Chico 
3440 Via Guadalupe 
3489 Via Esperanza 
3407 Arroyo Chico 
3480 Via Esperanza 
3435 Arroyo Chico 
311 0 Arroyo Chico 
630 Via Golondrina 
3145 Camino Campestre 
575 Country Club Road 
555 Country Club Road 
3202 Arroyo Chico 
3248 Arroyo Chico 
602 Via Guadalupe 
3255 Camino Campestre 
3249 Camino Campestre 
3243 Camino Campestre 
645 Via Golondrina 
3312 Arroyo Chico 
3364 Arroyo Chico 
3380 Arroyo Chico 
33 71 Camino Campe stre 
3351 Camino Campestre 
3331 Camino Campe stre 
3435 Camino Campe stre 
515 Via Esperanza 
150 Avenida de Palmas 
3455 Via Golondrina 
3201 Arroyo Chico 
550 Avenida de Palmas 
3323 Arroyo Chico 
3455 Via Esperanza 
565 Via Palos Verdes 
444 Randolph Way 
501 Via Esperanza 

Style 

Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Ranch 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival 



APPENDIX E
Date Sort for Contributing and 
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APPENDIX E 

Date Sort for Contributing and 
Noncontributing Properties 
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Contributing Properties - sorted by date

No. Address Date

70-71 436 Via Guadaiupe 1928
3 140 Avenida de Paimas 1929
18 147 Avenida de Palmas 1929
47 3488 Via Golondrina 1929
58 340 Avenida de Palmas 1929
84 515 Avenida de Palmas 1929
32 3260 Via Palos Verdes 1930
26,27,28 3325 Via Golondrina 1930
57 300 Avenida de Palmas 1930
75 575 Via Guadalupe 1930
61 548 Via Golondrina 1930
91 545 Avenida de Palmas 1930
7 315 S. Country Club Road 1932
46 3450 Via Golondrina 1932
105 3242 Arroyo Chico 1935
53 449 Avenida de Palmas 1935
44 3380 Via Golondrina 193 6
5 244 Avenida de Palmas 1936
113 3346 Arroyo Chico 1937
87 3490 Via Guadalupe 1937
30 3236 Via Palos Verdes 1936-38
54 335 S. Country Club Road 1936-39
77 525 Via Guadalupe 1939
14 3294 E. Broadway 1940
43 3352 Via Golondrina 1941
99 31 50 Arroyo Chico 1940
42 3346 Via Golondrina 1940
55 3134 Via Palos Verdes 1940
16 3233 Via Palos Verdes 1941
33 3272 Via Palos Verdes 1941
31 3248 Via Palos Verdes 1941
17 155 Avenida de Palmas 1941

No . 

70-71 
3 
18 
47 
58 
84 
32 
26,27,28 
57 
75 
61 
91 
7 
46 
105 
53 
44 
5 
113 
87 
30 
54 
77 
14 
43 
99 
42 
55 
1 6 
33 
31 
1 7 

Contributing Properties - sorted by date 

Address 

436 Via Guadalupe 
140 Avenida de Palmas 
147 Avenida de Palmas 
3488 Via Golondrina 
340 Avenida de Palmas 
515 Avenida de Palmas 
3260 Via Palos Verdes 
3325 Via Golondrina 
300 Avenida de Palmas 
575 Via Guadalupe 
548 Via Golondrina 
545 Avenida de Palmas 
315 S . Country Club Road 
3450 Via Golondrina 
3242 Arroyo Chico 
449 Avenida de Palmas 
3380 Via Golondrlna 
244 Avenida de Palmas 
3346 Arroyo Chico 
3490 Via Guadalupe 
3236 Via Palos Verdes 
335 S. Country Club Road 
525 Via Guadalupe 
3294 E. Broadway 
3352 Via Golondrina 
3150 Arroyo Chico 
3346 Via Golondrina 
3134 Via Palos Verdes 
3233 Via Palos Verdes 
3272 Via Palos Verdes 
3248 Via Palos Verdes 
155 Avenida de Palmas 

Date 

1928 
1929 
1929 
1929 
1929 
1929 
1930 
1930 
1930 
1930 
1930 
1930 
1932 
1932 
1935 
1935 
-1936 
1936 
1937 
1937 
1936 -38 
193 6 -39 
1939 
1940 
1941 
1940 
1940 
1940 
1941 
1941 
1941 
1941 



Noncontributing Properties - sorted by date

Na._ Address Data
79 550 Avenidade Palmas 1941
110 3243 E. Camino Campestre 1942
24 3355 Via Golondrina 1946
8 239 S. Country Club 1946
86 3464 Via Guadalupe 1947
78 520 Avenidade Palmas 1947
74 3231 Arroyo Chico C.1948
48 3489 Via Guadalupe 1948
93 3448 Via Esperanza 1948
2 100 Avenidade Palmas 1948
94 3480 Via Esperanza 1948
76 555 Via Guadalupe 1949
38 3455 Via Golondrina 1949
25 3337 Via Golondrina 1949
9 221 S. Country Club 1949
67 445 Via Golondrina 1949
81 3345 Arroyo Chico 1949
88 3489 Via Esperanza 1950
104 3202 Arroyo Chico 1950
64 425 S. Country Club Road 1950
41 3330 Via Golondrina 1950
23 190 Calle Chaparita 1950
4 150 Avenidade Palmas 1950
90 565 Avenidade Palmas 1951
22 142 Calle Chaparita 1951
52 3425 Via Guadalupe 1951
82 3333 Arroyo Chico 1951
66 505 Via Golondrina 1951
68 345 Via Golondrina 1951
107 602 Via Golondrina C.1951
15 3259 Via Palos Verdes C.1951
69 400 Avenidade Palmas 1951
29 3210 E. Via Palos Verdes 1951
40 1 25 Calle Chaparita 1952
62 3145 Arroyo Chico 1952
39 185 Calle Chaparita 1952
37 190 S. Randolph Way 1952
6 3135 Via Palos Verdes 1952
13 3252 E. Broadway Blvd. 1952
112 3312 E. Arroyo Chico 1952

Noncontributing Properties - sorted by date 

NQ. .. _ Ad.d.r.e..s..s. Qat~ 

79 550 Avenida de Palmas 1941 
1 1 0 3243 E. Camino Campestre 1942 
24 3355 Via Golondrina 1946 
8 2 3 9 S . Co u n try CI u b 1946 
86 3464 Via Guadalupe 1947 
78 520 Avenida de Palmas 1947 
74 3231 Arroyo Chico c.1948 
48 3489 Via Guadalupe 1948 
93 3448 Via Esperanza 1948 
2 100 Avenida de Palmas 1948 
94 3480 Via Esperanza 1948 
76 555 Via Guadalupe 1949 
38 3455 Via Golondrina 1949 
25 3337 Via Golondrina 1949 
9 221 S . Country Club 1949 
67 445 Via Golondrina 1949 
81 3345 Arroyo Chico 1949 
88 3489 Via Esperanza 1950 
104 3202 Arroyo Chico 1950 
64 425 S. Country Club Road 1950 
41 3330 Via Golondrina 1950 
23 190 Calle Chaparita 1950 
4 150 Avenida de Palmas 1950 
90 565 Avenida de Palmas 1951 
22 142 Calle Chaparita 1951 
52 3425 Via Guadalupe 1951 
82 3333 Arroyo Chico 1951 
66 505 Via Golondrina 1951 
68 345 Via Go lo nd rina 1951 
107 602 Via Golondrina c.1951 
15 3259 Via Palos Verdes c .1951 
69 400 Avenida de Palmas 1951 
29 3210 E. Via Palos Verdes 1951 
40 125 Calle Ch aparita 1952 
62 3145 Arroyo Chico 1952 
39 185 Calle Ch aparita 1952 
37 190 S . Randolph Way 1952 
6 3135 Via Palos Verdes 1952 
13 3252 E. Broadway Blvd. 1952 
1 1 2 3312 E. Arroyo Cr,ico 1952 



Noncontributing Properties - sorted by date (Cont'd)

Add ress
114 
106 
45 
63
72
97
73 
118 
20 
85 
60
49
115 
108 
111 
65 
80
98
50
51 
56 
96 
117 
122 
101
116 
109 
100 
120 
92 
103 
121 
102 
95 
83 
89 
59 
119

3364 E. Arroyo Chico
3248 E. Arroyo Chico 
3410 ViaGolondrina
435 S. Country Club Road 
550 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Arroyo Chico 
560 Via Guadalupe
3331 Camino Campestre
3332 E. Broadway 
3440 Via Guadalupe 
502 Via Golondrina 
3455 Via Guadalupe 
3380 Arroyo Chico 
3255 Camino Campestre 
645 Via Golondrina 
3201 Arroyo Chico 
3385 Arroyo Chico 
3110 Arroyo Chico 
3445 Via Guadalupe 
3435 Via Guadalupe
3144 Via Palos Verdes 
444 S. Randolph Way 
3351 Camino Campestre 
515 Via Esperanza
3145 Camino Campestre 
3371 Camino Campestre
3249 Camino Campestre 
630 Via Golondrina
501 Via Esperanza 
3407 Arroyo Chico 
555 Country Club 
3435 Camino Campestre 
575 S. Country Club Road 
430 S. Randolph Way 
3323 Arroyo Chico 
3455 Via Esperanza 
450 Via Golondrina 
3301 Camino Campestre

1953
1953
1953
1953
1953
1953
1953
1954 
1954
1954
1955
1955
1956 

C.1956
1957
1957
1958 
1958 
1958
1958
1959 
1959 
1959
1959 
1959-65
1960 
1960 
1960

C.1961
C.1961

1962
1962
1964
1966
1967 
1971 
1974 
1974

Noncontributing Properties - sorted by date (Cont'd) 

t::/.Q..,_ ____ Ad.d.r.e.~~ .!Jal~ 

114 3364 E. Arroyo Chico 1953 
106 3248 E. Arroyo Chico 1953 
45 341 0 Via Golondrina 1953 
63 435 S. Country Club Road 1953 
72 550 Via Guadalupe 1953 
97 3435 Arroyo Chico 1953 
73 560 Via Guadalupe 1953 
11 8 3331 Camino Campe stre 1954 
20 3332 E. Broadway 1954 
85 3440 Via Guadalupe 1954 
60 502 Via Golondrina 1955 
49 3455 Via Guadalupe 1955 
115 3380 Arroyo Chico 1956 
108 3255 Camino Campestre c.1956 
111 645 Via Golondrina 1957 
65 3201 Arroyo Chico 1957 
80 3385 Arroyo Chico 1958 
98 311 0 Arroyo Chico 1958 
50 3445 Via Guadalupe 1958 
51 3435 Via Guadalupe 1958 
56 3144 Via Palos Verdes 1959 
96 444 S . Randolph Way 1959 
117 3351 Camino Campe stre 1959 
122 515 Via Esperanza 1959 
101 3145 Camino Campe stre 1959-65 
116 3371 Camino Carnpestre 1960 
109 3249 Camino Campe stre 1960 
100 630 Via Golondrina 1960 
120 501 Via Esperanza c .1961 
92 3407 Arroyo Chico c.1961 
103 555 Country Club 1962 
1 21 3435 Camino Campestre 1962 
102 575 S. Country Club Road 1964 
95 430 S . Randolph Way 1966 
83 3323 Arroyo Chico 1967 
89 3455 Via Esperanza 1971 
59 450 Via Golondrina 1974 
119 3301 Camino Campe stre 1974 
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Early Photographs 
Exemplary Drawings of Residences 
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Early aerial photo of Colonia Solana.
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Early aerial photo of Colonia Solana. 
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Early photo of Colonia Solana showing triangular 
park and sparse original desert vegetation.
Early photo of Colonia Solana showing triangular 
park and sparse original desert vegetation. 
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Early photo
O'Dowd Home 140 S. Ave. de Palmas (Lot #3)
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Early photo 

O'Dowd Home 140 S. Ave. de Palmas (Lot #3) 
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Early photo

El Deseo Real 436 S. Ave de Palmas (Lot #70,71)
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Early photo 
El Deseo Real 436 S. Ave de Palmas (Lot #70,71) 
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Early photo
Voorhees Home 3488 Via Golondrina (Lot #47)
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Early photo
Kimball Residence 575 Via Guadalupe (Lot #75)
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Early photo
Tidmarsh Home 340 S. Avenida De Palmas (Lot #58)
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Early Photo
Feldman Residence 3450 E. Via Golondrina (Lot #46)
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Early photo
Kibler Residence 300 S, Avenida de Palmas (Lot #57)
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Plan drawings by Josias Joesler 
548 S. Via Golondrina (Lot #61)
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Rendered elevation drawing by Josias Joesler 
548 S. Via Golondrina (Lot #61)
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Plan drawing by Josias Joesler
Kimball Residence 575 Via Guadalupe (Lot #75)
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Rendered elevation drawing by Josias Joesler 
Kimball Residence 575 Via Guadalupe (Lot #75)
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Construction photo
Kibler Residence 300 S. Avenida de Palmas (Lot #57)
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Logo from original subdivision pamphlet 1928.
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Sketch of Water Tower by Prof. Kirby Lockard
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1986 view showing landscaping
El Deseo Real 436 S. Ave de Palmas (lot 70 & 71)
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Recent Photos
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This form is for use in nominating or requesting determinations for individual properties and districts. See 
instructions in How to Complete the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form (National Register 
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1. Name of Property
= = = =;=: = = = = = = = = = =: = =: = = = = = = = = = = = = = =:=: = = =: = = = =: = = = = = =:=:=z = = = z; = =: = =: = =; = = =: = = = = = = ;=
historic name Colonia Solana Historic District Amendment (reclassification of resources) 

other names/site number____________________________________________

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
2. Location
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
Street & number Broadway. Country Ciub. Camino Campestre. & Randolph Wav not for publication 
city or town Tucson vicinity 
state Arizona codeAZ county Pima code 019 zip code 85711
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
3. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1986, as amended, I hereby certify 
that this X nominationrequest for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards 
for registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and 
professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property X meetsdoes 
not meet the National Register Criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant 
nationallystatewide X locally. (____ See continuation sheet for additional comments.)

A
Signature of certiT^ng official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

In my opinion, the property______ meets _
continuation sheet for additional comments.)

does not meet the National Register criteria. (___ See

Signature of commenting or other official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau
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4. National Park Service Certification
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
I, hereby certify that this property is:

entered in the National Register
___See continuation sheet.

determined eligible for the 
National Register

See continuation sheet, 
d^ermined not eligible for the 

/National Register
removed from the National Register

other (explain): _________________

/tjMtttnnfti Documentation Accepted
Signature of Keeper Date of Action

5. Classification

Ownership of Property (Check as many boxes as apply) 
X private 
X public-local

____ public-State
____ public-Federal

Category of Property (Check only one box)
____ building(s)

X district

site
____ structure
____object

: = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =: = = :

Number of Resources within Property 
Contributing Noncontributing

47 63 buildings
1 ______ sites
1  structures
1 ______ objects

50 63 Total

Number of contributing resources previously listed in the National Register 35

Name of related multiple property listing (Enter “N/A” if property is not part of a multiple property 
listing.)
_____________N/A__________________

MM ■■■ mmm MM MM MM MM IMB WB MM MM SIM MM MM MM ^M ^M 
^M MM MM MM MM IMS MM ^M ^M ^M ^M ^M ^M ^M MM MM MM MM

6. Function or Use
^M MM MM MM MM MM ^M MM ^M MM ^M ^M ^M ^M MM MM MM MM MM ^M MM MM ^M ^M MM MM ^M M* MM MM MM MM ^M MM MM MM MM MM MM ^M ^M ^M ^M MM MM ^M
MM MM MM MM MM MM «M> MM MM ^M ^M MM MM MM MM MM MM ^M MM MM MM MM MM MM MM ^M ^M MM ^M ^M ^M MM MM MM MM ^M ^M ^M MM MM MM ^M ^M ^M MM

Historic Functions (Enter categories from instructions)
Cat: Domestic Sub: Sinale-Dwellina

= r= = = =; = = = = = =; = = = = = = s



Current Functions (Enter categories from instructions)
Cat: Domestic Sub: Sinale-Dwellina

: = = = = = = = = = = =

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 
7. Description
= = = = = = = = = =: = = = = =:=:=: = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =: = = = = =: = = = = = =: = :
Architecturai Ciassification (Enter categories from instructions)

Classical Revival 
Spanish Colonial Revival
Ranch Style

Materials (Enter categories from instructions)
foundation Brick. Concrete__________
roof________ Wood____________________
walls Brick

other

Narrative Description (Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more 
continuation sheets.)

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
8. Statement of Significance

Applicable National Register Criteria (Mark “x” in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the 
property for National Register listing)

____ A. Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history.

____ B. Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

X C. Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual distinction.

____ D. Property has yielded, or is likely to yield information important in prehistory or history.

Criteria Considerations (Mark “X” in all the boxes that apply.)

____ A. owned by a religious institution or used for religious purposes.

____ B. removed from its original location.

____ C. a birthplace or a grave.

____ D. a cemetery.

____ E. a reconstructed building, object,or structure.

____ F. a commemorative property.

____ G. less than 50 years of age or achieved significance within the past 50 years.



Areas of Significance (Enter categories from instructions)
Architecture

Period of Significance 1928-1949

Significant Dates N/A

Significant Person (Complete only if Criterion B is marked above)

Cultural Affiliation N/A

Architect/Builder N/A

Narrative Statement of Significance (Explain the significance of the property on one or more 
continuation sheets.)

= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =:=: = = = = =: = = = := = = = = = = = =: = = =: = = = = -;: =.= =: 
9. Major Bibliographical References
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =: = = =: = = = = = =: = = = = = = = = = = =:: 
Bibliography (Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more 
continuation sheets.)

Previous documentation on file (NPS)
___ preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) has been requested.
_^ previously listed in the National Register
___ previously determined eligible by the National Register
___ designated a National Historic Landmark

recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey #
recorded by Historic American Engineering Record #

Primary Location of Additional Data: 
)C_ State Historic Preservation Office

___ Other State agency
___Federal agency
___ Local government
___ University
___ Other
Name of repository:
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The purpose of this amendment to the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is to submit 15 
additional houses for nomination as contributing buildings. These houses are now at least 50 
years old and have become eligible since Colonia Solana became a residential historic district in 
1988.

Colonia Solana was proposed for nomination to the National Register because it is a very unique 
historic neighborhood. Although located within the city of Tucson, Colonia Solona was designed 
to provide an informal desert setting for 111 houses. An existing arroyo formed the basis for a 
curvilinear street pattern with narrow landscaped right of ways and numerous mini parks. Native 
desert vegetation was planted liberally along the streets and the arroyo. Distinctive period 
revival and contemporary style residences were built in Colonia Solana and they have been 
well-maintained through the years. The community plan, the landscape architecture, and the 
quality residences together form a cohesive and unusual neighborhood. Colonia Solona is a 
unique local example of the national suburban movement which began during the 1920s.

Colonia Solana has changed only slightly during the past ten years. The special features of the 
original neighborhood street pattern, the vegetation, the mini parks, the Arroyo Chico park, and 
the Arizona “dips" essentially are unchanged. Most of the houses are unchanged too.

The City of Tucson developed recently a new drainage system along the east side of Colonia 
Solana. It is well-engineered, but conventional in design and does not harmonize with the 
Colonia Solona landscaping concept. Fortunately, it is limited in size.

Some additions, alterations, and other maintenance improvements have been made to the houses 
in Colonia Solana during the past ten years. These changes do not detract from the overall 
integrity of the district. Recently, a new house in the Neoeclectic Santa Fe Style was built on Lot 
21 at the corner of Broadway and Calle Chaparitos. (There are seven other vacant lots 
remaining.) Colonia Solana’s residents have cherished the unique naturalized environment 
through the years and have worked together to protect it. No doubt their efforts have helped 
preserve Colonia Solana as it is today.

In 1988, when Colonia Solana was placed on the National Register, there were 35 contributing 
structures and 78 non-contributing. Since that time, 10 non-contributing houses built in or before 
1948 have become eligible for submission in 1998, and 5 more will be eligible in 1999 for a total of 
15 houses. One additional house, the Adamson house on Lot 78, was built in 1947, but 2 large 
two story wings were added in 1988. In ground area, the wings comprise about 70% of the total 
house, so the house cannot be considered 50 years old.
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In July 1998, Ralph Comey Architects, visually inspected and photographed the 15 non-contributing 
houses to determine their status. Contributing structures must be; (1 constructed within the period of 
significance (built before 1949); (2) sufficiently intact with only minor a terations or additions which do not 
compromise the architectural integrity of the structure; (3) of significant architectural value, including 
stylistic merit, and exhibiting unique or unusual design and/or craftsmanship quality; and (4) associated 
with a historically prominent resident or designing architect. In the 1988 district nomination, 19 of the non
contributing houses were recommended for future inclusion as contributing structures, because they 
contribute to an understanding of the architectural development within the district and because they are 
architecturally significant or historically significant structures. Nine of these recommended houses have 
come of age at this time.

This year (1998), however, in reviewing the non-contributing structures, we believe that we were 
too restrictive in the 1988 nomination. Many of the non-contributing houses are essentially not less 
worthy. Therefore, we are proposing 6 more beyond the original 9, for a total of 15 houses as 
nominees. Thus in 1988 there were:

35 contributing (built before 1942)
78 non-contributing

113 total structures

In 1999 there are:

35
10
5

50
64

old contributing
new contributing (eligible in 1998) 
new contributing (eligible in 1999)

total contributing
remain non-contributing (includes 1 new house)

114 total structures

Among these newer houses built during the early post World War II period, the following 
architectural styles are represented:

Ranch Style 10 houses
Modern Style 3 houses
Neo Classical Revival Style 1 house
Spanish Colonial Revival Style 1 house

The following is a brief description of the styles.
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Neoeclectic

Although a few pre-1940 Eclectic traditional styles continued to be built into the 1950’s, the period 
between 1950 and 1970 was dominated by Ranch and to a lesser extent, Modern styles. By 
the late 1960’s, however, styles based on traditional precedent became increasingly popular, and 
during the 1970’s this trend continued. Unlike earlier styles, this one was first introduced by 
homebuilders, rather than architects, who wished to exploit the public’s resurgent interest in 
traditional design. The Neoeclectic, or Neoclassical Revival Style borrows forms and details from 
the preceding Revival Style, but freely applies them to a variety of building forms with little 
concern for historically accurate detailing. There is at least one example of Neoeclectic architecture 
in the Colonia Solana district (#81). This particular example is probably best categorized as 
Neo-French due to its low hip roof and use of natural materials.

Spanish Colonial Revival

The Spanish Colonial Revival Style was described in detail in the 1988 Nomination form. A local 
variation of this style is the “Sonoran Revival” or the Tucson version of the Spanish Colonial or 
Mexican Colonial architecture of the Arizona frontier. The early houses are one story, rectangular, 
or cubic in form, presenting high flat facades of exposed adobe on stone bases with parapet 
walls pierced by decorative drainpipes, or canales. Doonvays are recessed and window 
openings often are placed at random. Later, because of adobe deterioration, the walls were 
stuccoed and capped with a brick course. The early Sonoran style was transformed gradually 
through Euro-American influence. #38 is an example of this style, but constructed of brick on 
concrete foundations. It could have been characterized as Neoeclectic or Neo Spanish Colonial 
Revival.

Ranch Style

The Ranch Style originated in California in the 1930’s and gained popularity in the 1940’s to 
become the dominant style throughout the country during the 1950’s and ‘60's. Likewise, it was 
popular in Tucson. The popularity of the spreading Ranch Style houses on large suburban lots 
was made possible by increased use of the automobile. An attached built-in garage further 
increased facade width. The style is based loosely on early Spanish Colonial precedents and 
modified by certain Craftsman and Prairie School early 20th century influences. It is also based 
partly on the forms of early indigenous west coast ranch and homestead architecture.

The style is expressed by one-story buildings with low-pitched roofs in hipped or gabled forms. 
Eave overhangs usually are generous, often with rafters exposed. Wood and brick wall surfaces 
with ribbon and picture windows, sometimes with shutters, are common, and sometimes touches 
of traditional Spanish or English Colonial inspired detailing are used. Decorative iron or wooden 
porch supports are typical, and private courtyards or rear patios are a common feature. In the 
southwest, the Sonoran style influence is recognizable. Fired adobe brick walls, sometimes 
stucco walls, with grouped windows under overhangs and blank walls facing the east or west 
solar exposure are frequently seen. There are 59 Ranch Style houses in Colonia Solana.
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Modern Style

The Modern Style developed during the late 1940’s in the work of innovative architects and was 
most favored for custom designed houses built between 1950 and 1970. There are a few 
examples in Tucson. This style evolved from the International Style and the Craftsman and 
Prairie styles as well as from the traditional Japanese villa, rural Alpine and Scandinavian forms, 
and from the early indigenous western ranch architecture which also inspired the Ranch Style.
Like the International Style, it is based on certain intellectual premises relating to design, 
construction, and the use of materials.

Modern houses with flat roofs resemble the International Style except that natural materials- 
particularly wood, brick, and stone, frequently are used, (#93). Gable forms feature overhanging 
eaves and often exposed roof framing (#86). Usually, there is a horizontal emphasis with floating 
roofs and solid-void wall relationships arranged to create an indoor-outdoor spatial connection. 
Also, there is an attempt to integrate the house into the landscape rather than contrast with it, as 
in the International Style. There are 9 Modern Style houses in Colonia Solana.



NPSform 10-900-a 
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior 
Nationai Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET

OMB No. 1024-0018

Section, Page, Colonia Solana
name of property 
Pima County, AiArizona
county and State

View iooking south 
along Randolf way 
Photo 1

11



NPSform 10-900-a 
(8-86)

OMB No. 1024-0018

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET

Section__ 7 Page. Colonia Solana
name of property 
Pima County, Arizona
county and State

1

4 ^ *

View looking southwest 
across Randolf Way 
towards Arroyo Chico 
Photo 2

View of bank protection 
at Arroyo Chico discharge 
from Randolf Park 
Photo 3

m



NPS form 10-900-a 
(8-86)

United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
CONTINUATION SHEET

OMB No. 1024-0018

Section__ 8 Page. Colonia Solana
name of property 
Pima County, Arizona
county and State

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (1928-1941) was nominated to the National 
Register of Historic Places because of its general significance and under criteria of significance A 
and C. One part of criteria C deals with architecture. Colonia Solana is significant because of the 
fine quality and historic value of many of the Revival Style houses which were built during its 
historic period. Additionally, Colonia Solana as a whole is considered historically significant.
While many of the individual houses are distinguished, the strength of the total body of housing is 
the most significant factor which reinforces the strong neighborhood character.

The new houses which are being nominated were constructed during the post World War II 
period (1945-49). After the war, tastes changed and the Ranch Style became the prominent 
style. The movement from revival styles to ranch styles after World War II occurred nationally as 
well as in Tucson.

In Colonia Solana, there are some good examples of Ranch Style and Modern houses, and also 
there are some interesting Eclectic examples of these styles. As with the older houses, Spanish 
Colonial influences sometimes are evident.

Colonia Solana is important in the historic development of architecture in Tucson. Because it is a 
development of fine homes governed by deed restrictions, it contains excellent examples of 
residential architecture in Tucson over a period of four decades. The houses are well-maintained 
and little altered, and their neighborhood has not changed. Both the houses and their setting look 
much the same as they did when they were built. (Unfortunately, elsewhere in Tucson many fine 
historic houses and other buildings have been torn down, altered, or have been located in 
neighborhoods which have changed.)

The following houses are being nominated to be included as contributing structures in Colonia 
Solana because they contribute to an understanding of the architectural development within the 
historic district, as well as in Tucson. Also, they are architecturally significant as being 
representative examples of their styles or having unusual design quality or features.
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Lot:
Location; 
Historic Name: 
Date;

No. 2
100 S. Ave. De Palmas 
Norton Residence 
1948

Ranch Style

This house is a good example of the Ranch Style with a southwestern influence. The 
Spanish tile roof and the ornamental brick chimney cap are regional elements.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 8
239 S. Country Club 
Killen Residence 
1946

Ranch Style

This house is a representative example of the Ranch Style with a southwestern 
influence. (The white brick walls look like stucco.)

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 9
221 S. Country Club 
Biele Residence 
1949

Ranch Style

This house with its Spanish tile roof, is a representative example of the Ranch style with 
a southwestern influence.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 24
3355 Via Golondrina 
Wood Residence 
1946

Ranch Style

This house is a good example of the southwestern Ranch style with its stucco-like 
painted brick walls and generous roof overhangs.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 25
3337 Via Golondrina 
Grant Residence 
1949

Ranch Style

This house is a typical example of the southwestern Ranch style recalling early 
homestead architecture with its broad porch, tile roof, and brick and board and batten 
walls.
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Lot:
Location; 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 38
3455 Via Golondrina 
Sitterly Residence 
1949

Spanish Colonial Revival 
Style

This is a simplified version of the Spanish Coloniai Revival Style, almost 
Neoeclectic.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 48
3489 Via Guadaiupe 
Paris Residence 
1948

Ranch Style

This house is a representative example of the southwestern Ranch Style with its stucco 
walls and generous roof overhangs.

Lot;
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 67
445 Via Golondrina 
Pohle Residence 
1949

Ranch Style

This well-designed house is a good example of the southwestern Ranch Style with its 
brick walls and open-framed gable roof with overhangs.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date;

No. 74
3231 Arroyo Chico 
Bruce Residence 
1948

Ranch Style

This house is a good example of the southwestern Ranch Style. Painted brick walls, 
open framed gable roof with overhangs, window grilles, and door and window folk art 
decorations are representative features.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 76
555 Via Guadalupe 
Whitacre Residence 
1949

Modern Style

This well designed Modern Style house has a horizontally floating flat roof and other 
features typical of the style.
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Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 81
3345 Arroyo Chico 
LynchRes dence 
1948

Neo Classical Revival Style

This French inspired Neo Classical Revival house with its mortar-washed brick walls, 
hipped roofs and other features, is an interesting example of this style.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 86
3464 Via Guadalupe 
Rosenberg Residence 
1947

Modern Style

Designed by prominent local architect Arthur Brown, this interesting modern house is the 
first passive solar design in Tucson.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 93
3448 Via Esperanza 
Wheeler Residence 
1948

Modern Style

This interesting Modern Style house shows International Style influences- for example, 
smooth wall surfaces, a cubic form, and a rythmic solid-void patterning of windows and 
porch framing.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 94
3480 Via Esperanza 
Fawcett Residence 
1948

Ranch Style

This modest house with its simple form and prominent side porch is a good example of the 
southwestern Ranch Style, reminiscient of early homestead architecture.

Lot:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 110
3243 Camino Campestre 
Robinson Residence 
1947

Ranch Style

This house is a typical example of the southwestern Ranch Style with its rambling form, 
low-pitched overhanging gabled roofs, stucco walls, and grouped casement windows.
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10. Geographical Data 
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = := = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =:- = = ____ 
Acreage of Property N/A

UTM References (Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet)

Zone Easting Northing Zone Easting Northing
13___
24___

____ See continuation sheet.

============

: = = = =

Verbal Boundary Description (Describe the boundaries of the property on a continuation sheet.)

Boundary Justification (Explain why the boundaries were selected on a continuation sheet.)

==============================================================-____
11. Form Prepared By
= = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = === = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = — — — — — 3--__

name/title

organization Ralph Comey Architects
. date_ 8/25/98

street & number S«an Rd., Suite 111

city or town_____Tucson_______________ _

telephone (520) 795-1191 

. state 2jp code 85711

===============================================================___.
Additional Documentation
================================================================_=:
Submit the following items with the completed form:

Continuation Sheets

Maps
A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location.
A sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources.

Photographs
Representative black and white photographs of the property.

Additional items (Check with the SHPO or FPO for any additional items)

====================================================_______
Property Owner
=======================================================__=_
(Complete this item at the request of the SHPO or FPO.) 
name___________________________________

= = = = =: = =::

========

street & number, 

city or town____

. telephone.

. statezip code.
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1. Name of Property

historic name Cnionia Solana Residential Historic District (Amendment) 

other names/site number same---------------------------------------------------------

2. Location

street & number Bounded bv Broadway. Country Club. Camino Campestre, Randolph Way. □ not for publication N/A 

city or town Tucson __________________________________________________  □ vicinity

state Arizona code 04 county Pima code 019 zip code 85716
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srmination of eligibility meets the dexjumentation standards for registering properties in the National Register of
1 meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property 
not meet the National Register criteria. 1 recommend that this property be considered significant 

latewide D locally. (□ See continuation sheet for additional comments.)
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State'of Federal agency and bureau '

In my opinion, the property □ meets D does not meet the National Register criteria. (D See continuation sheet for additional 
comments.)

Signature of certifying officialH’ltle Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

4. National Park Service Certification
I hereby certify that the property is:

D entered in the National Register.
D See continuation sheet. 

□ determined eligible for the 
National Register 

□ See continuation sheet.
n determined not eligible for the 

N^onal Register.
D r^oved from the National 

'Register

'other, (explain:)-----------------------

AiWitionfliDoCTuaentattonAoeepted

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action



Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (Amendments
Name of Property

Pima County. Arizona
County and St^e

5. Classification

Ownership of Property Category of Property
(check as many as apply) (check as many as apply)

_x_ private
___  public-local
___  public-State
___  public-Federal

building(s)
district
site
structure
object

Name of related multiple property listing
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple properly listing.)

N/A

Number of Resources within Property
(Do not include previously listed resources in the count)

Contributing
76

Noncontributing
35 building(s) 

 site
 stmcture 
 object 

35 Total

Number of contributing resources previously listed in the 
National Register 
51

6. Function or Use

Historic Functions
(Enter categories from instructions)

Domestic/single dwelling

Current Functions
(Enter categories from instructions)

Domestic/single dwelling

7. Description

Architectural ClassiHcation
(Enter categories from instructions)

Materials
(Enter categories frtHn instructions)

Late 19“’ & early 20“' Century Revivals/Spanish Colonial 
Revival
Modem Movement/Ranch

foundation

walls

roof

other

concrete

Masonry, wood

Asphalt shingle

Narrative Description (Describe the historic and current condition of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)
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The purpose of this amendment to the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is to submit 32 
additional houses for nomination as contributing buildings. These houses have become eligible since 
the previous amendment of 1998. 23 of these houses are now at least 50 years old, and 6 houses in 
2003, 2 houses in 2004, and 3 houses in 2005 will be 50 years old.

Colonia Solana was proposed for nomination to the National Register because it is a very unique 
historic neighborhood. Although located within the city of Tucson, Colonia Solana was designed to 
provide an informal desert setting for 111 houses. An existing arroyo formed the basis for a 
curvilinear street pattern with narrow landscaped right of ways and several mini-parks. Native desert 
vegetation was planted liberally along the streets and the arroyo. Distinctive period revival and 
contemporary style residences were built in Colonia Solana and they have been well maintained 
through the years. Within the neighborhood, there is a strong sense of place and a feeling of unity. 
The community plan, the landscape architecture, and the quality residences together form a cohesive 
and unusual neighborhood. Colonia Solana is a unique local example of the national suburban 
movement which began during the 1920s, and thus, has an interesting historical relationship with that 
period.

Colonia Solana has changed only slightly during the past 4 years. The special features of the original 
neighborhood street pattern, the vegetation, the mini-parks, the Arroyo Chico park, and the “Arizona 
dips” essentially are unchanged. (See photos.)

The City of Tucson drainage improvements along the southeast edge of Colonia Solana, noted in the 
1998 amendment, are less obvious now, since the landscaping has matured. (See photo.)

During 2001, a commercial building was completed at the northwest comer of Colonia Solana, at the 
intersection of Broadway and Country Club. This building of stucco and brick is in the Neoeclectic 
style with southwestern features, and it has been sited on the front setback lines to help mitigate its 
impact on Colonia Solana. It makes a contextural relationship with the historic Spanish Colonial 
Revival Style Joesler-designed Broadway Village Shopping Center across Country Club to the west.

Most of the houses in Colonia Solana have remained unaltered. A few non-obtrusive additions, 
alterations, and other maintenance improvements to some of the houses have been made during the 
past 4 years. Three potential contributors in the current group of houses (#72, #106, #107)) are now 
non-contributors because of extensive or obtrusive exterior alterations. An original contributor (#91) 
will become a non-contributor because of an assertive front alteration. Two contributors nominated in 
1998 (#74, #76) will become non-contributors because of extensive fa9ade alterations now underway. 
But these are the exceptions. Colonia Solana’s residents have cherished the unique naturalized 
environment through the years and have worked together to protect it. No doubt, their efforts have 
helped preserve Colonia Solana as it is today.
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In 1988, when Colonia Solana was placed on the National Register, there were 35 contributing 
structures and 78 non-contributing. Since that time, 15 non-contributing houses built in or before 1949 
became, or soon would become, eligible in 1999. (One additional house (#78) built in 1947 was a 
non-contributor due to extensive additions.)

In July 2002, Ralph Comey Architects visually inspected and photographed the 32 proposed non
contributing houses to determine their status. Contributing buildings must be: (1) constructed within 
the period of significance (built before 1955); (2) sufficiently intact with only minor alterations or 
additions which do not compromise the architectural integrity of the structure; (3) of significant 
architectural value, including stylistic merit; and (4) associated with a historically prominent resident 
or designing architect. In the 1988 district nomination, 19 of the non-contributing houses were 
recommended for future inclusion as contributing buildings, because they contribute to an 
understanding of the architectural development within the district and because they are architecturally 
significant or historically significant buildings. 7 of these recommended houses have come of age at 
this time.

In 1998 and again this year (2002), however, in reviewing the non-contributing buildings, we believe 
that we were too restrictive in the 1988 nomination. Many of the non-contributing houses are 
essentially not less worthy. Therefore, we are proposing 25 more beyond the original 7, for a total of 
32 houses as nominees. Thus the number of resources within the neighborhood in 1988 were:

35
78

In 1999 there were:

In 2002 there are:

35
10
_5
50

50
64

47
32
35

contributing (built before 1942)
non-contributing
total

old contributing
new contributing (eligible in 1998) 
new contributing (eligible in 1999) 
total contributing

total contributing
remain non-contributing (includes 1 new house) 
total

existing contributing (3 have become non-contributing)
new eontributing proposed
non-contributing
total
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Among the 32 houses being proposed, the ages of the houses are as follows;

At least 50 years old 
50 years old in 2003 
50 years old in 2004 
50 years old in 2005

22
5
2

32

Among the 32 houses being proposed, the following architectural styles are represented:

Ranch Style 29
Spanish Colonial Revival 1 
Modem _2
Total 32
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Here is a list of the proposed properties (listed by street address):

#13 3252 E. Broadway 1952
#37 190 S. Randolph Way 1952
#109 3249 Camino Campestre 1952
#118 3331 Camino Campestre 1954
#64 425 S. Country Club Road 1950
#63 435 S. Country Club Road 1953
#62 3145 Arroyo Chico 1952
#104 3202 Arroyo Chico 1950
#112 3312 Arroyo Chico 1952
#82 3333 Arroyo Chico 1951
#114 3364 Arroyo Chico 1953
#115 3380 Arroyo Chico 1955
#97 3435 Arroyo Chico 1954
#4 150 Avenida de Palmas 1950
#69 400 Avenida de Palmas 1951
#90 565 Avenida de Palmas 1951
#6 3135 Via Palos Verdes 1952
#29 3210 Via Palos Verdes 1951
#15 3259 Via Palos Verdes 1951
#68 345 Via Golondrina 1951
#60 502 Via Golondrina 1955
#66 505 Via Golondrina 1951
#41 3330 Via Golondrina 1950
#45 3410 Via Golondrina 1953
#22 142 Calle Chaparita 1951
#39 185 Calle Chaparita 1952
#23 190 Calle Chaparita 1950
#73 560 Via Guadalupe 1953
#52 3425 Via Guadalupe 1951
#85 3440 Via Guadalupe 1954
#49 3455 Via Guadalupe 1955
#88 3489 Via Esperanza 1950
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Following is a brief description of the styles:

Ranch Style

The Ranch Style originated in California in the 1930s and gained popularity in the 1940s to become the 
dominant style throughout the country during the 1950s and ‘60s. Likewise, it was popular in Tucson. 
The popularity of the spreading Ranch Style houses on large suburban lots was made possible by 
increased use of the automobile. An attached built-in garage further increased fa9ade width. The style 
is based loosely on early Spanish Colonial precedents and modified by certain Craftsman and Prairie 
School early 20*'’ century influences. It is also based partly on the forms of early indigenous west coast 
ranch and homestead architecture.

The style is expressed by one-story buildings with low-pitched roofs in hipped or gables forms. Have 
overhangs usually are generous, often with rafters exposed. Wood and brick wall surfaces with spaced 
casement and picture windows, sometimes with shutters, are common, and sometimes touches of 
traditional Spanish or English Colonial inspired detailing are used. Decorative iron or wooden porch 
supports are typical, and private courtyards or rear patios are a common feature. In the southwest, the 
Sonoran style influence is recognizable. Fired adobe brick walls, sometimes stucco walls, with grouped 
windows under overhangs and blank walls facing the east or west solar exposure are frequently seen.

There are 29 Ranch Style houses in the current nomination. 24 of these houses are straightforward 
examples of the style, while 5 houses show a Spanish Colonial Revival influence. For example, #37 is a 
handsome pure Ranch Style house with its broad overhangs, low residential scale, and recessed entry. 
#68 is an attractive Ranch Style house with Spanish Colonial Revival features. It has a long rectilinear 
plan, low overhanging gable roof with a step down gable, and a broad front porch, characteristic of the 
Ranch Style, but it has a number of details, such as the grouted Mission tile roof, the burnt adobe brick 
and the ornamental brick window trim which are suggestive of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style.

Spanish Colonial Revival Style

The Spanish Colonial Revival Style developed after 1915 using Spanish Colonial prototypes. The style 
is characterized by a low pitched roof, usually with little or no eave overhang; a red tile roof surface; 
one or more arches placed above door or main window, or along a porch; wall surfaces usually of 
stucco; and a main fafade normally asymmetrical. There are many variations using gable or hipped 
roofs, as well as flat roofs with parapeted walls, sometimes with shed roofs above porches or projecting 
windows. The style uses decorative details borrowed from the entire history of Spanish architecture, 
and these may be of Moorish, Byzantine, Gothic, or Renaissance inspiration. Most buildings are faced
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with stucco. In Tucson, brick facades, usually with ornamental brickwork, are a local variation. These 

reflect a Spanish Colonial influence from northern Mexico.

Two types of roof tile are used: Mission tile, which are shaped like half-cylinders, and Spanish tile, 
which are “S” curved in shape. Highly carved or many-paneled doors are typical and sometimes 
adjacent spiral columns, carved stonework, or patterned tiles are used. Secondary doors often are 
glazed. Decorative window grilles and balustrades, decorated chimney tops, brick or tile vents, 
fountains, arcaded walkways and round or square towers also are characteristic. Other design variations 
include arches above doors and principal windows, balconies, elaborated door surrounds and 

ornamental light fixtures.

Prior to the Spanish Colonial Revival is the “Sonoran Revival” or the Tucson version of the Spanish 
Colonial or Mexican Colonial architecture of the Arizona frontier. The early houses are one-story 
rectangular or cubic in form, presenting high flat facades of exposed adobe on stone bases with parapet 
walls pierced by decorative drainpipes, or canales. Doorways are recessed and window openings often 
are placed at random. Later, because of adobe deterioration, the walls were stuccoed and capped with a 
brick course. The early Sonoran style was transformed gradually through Anglo influence. During the 
1880s, sloping or pyramidal roofs were added to provide better roof protection. Later still, the parapets 
and canales were eliminated, making the walls lower with changed proportions. Other Anglo aspects 

were introduced as the Territorial Style developed.

In the current group of houses, #90 is the only house in the Spanish Colonial Revival Style. It has a 
long, horizontal scale with interlocking plan elements, varied height parapets, and an informal 
residential character. With its mortar washed walls, ornamental brick parapet cap, and brick ornamental 
soldier course framing the window and door openings, it suggests a Spanish Colonial influence.

Modem Style

The Modem Style developed during the late 1940s in the work of innovative architects and was most 
favored for custom designed houses built between 1950 and 1970. This style evolved from the 
International Style and the Craftsman and Prairie Styles as well as from the traditional Japanese villa, 
mral Alpine and Scandinavian forms, and from the early indigenous western ranch architecture which 
also inspired the Ranch Style. Like the International Style, it is based on certain intellectual premises 

relating to design, construction, and the use of materials.

Modem houses with flat roofs resemble the International Style except that natural materials - 
particularly wood, brick and stone, frequently are used. Gable forms feature overhanging eaves and 
often exposed roof framing. Usually, there is a horizontal emphasis with floating roofs and solid-void 
wall relationships arranged to create an indoor-outdoor spatial connection. Also, there is an attempt to



NPS Form 10-900-a (8-B6)
0MB Approval No. 1024-0018

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places
Continuation Sheet Colonia Solana Residential Historic District

Section number_7___ Page
name of property
Pima County, Arizona

county and state

integrate the house into the landscape rather than contrast with it, as in the International Style. Frank 
Lloyd Wright’s later work had a strong influence on the Modem Style.

Among these submitted houses, two are in the Modem Style, with a Ranch Style influence. For 
example, #45 has rectangular glazed window areas with a feeling of an indoor-outdoor spatial flow and 
a bold cantilevered roof at the carport end which suggests the Modem Style. The low horizontal scale, 
the low pitched stepped gable roof, the overhanging eaves and the sheltered recessed entry reflect the 
Ranch Style.
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View looking south along 
Randolph Way next to Randolph 
Park at east edge of Colonia 
Solana. Street traffic here is light. 
Plantings installed 6 years ago 
after a drainage project have now 
matured..
Photo 1
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View looking southwest at culvert 
under Randolph Way. Plantings 
have become mature and provide 
improved visual screening.
Photo 2
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View looking north along Via 
Guadalupe toward Arroyo Chico. 
Note dense vegetation in this 
riparian zone.
Photo 3.

View looking west along Arroyo 
Chico (north side) at intersection 
with Via Golondrina towards 
Price Residence.
Photo 4. m mrn^mm
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View looking southeast towards 
new Neoeclectic Style 
commercial buildings at 
intersection of Broadway and 
Country Club at northwest comer 
of Colonia Solana. Traffic is 
heavy on both streets.
Photo 5.
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View looking southwest along 
Via Golondrina showing Mandel 
Residence. Note desert 
landscaping.
Photo 6.



NPS Form 10-900< (8^)
0MB Approval No. 1024-0018

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

National Register of Historic Places 

Continuation Sheet
Section number _7___ Page H

Colonia Solana Residential Historic District
name of property
Pima County, Arizona
county and state

View looking southwest towards 
Blixt Residence beyond mini-park 
at intersection of Via Golondrina 
and Avenida de Palmas. Note 
desert vegetation.
Photo 7.

*5.<- ■ k'

View looking north across mini
park towards Van Atta Residence 
at the intersection of Via Palos 
Verdes and Avenida de Palmas. 
Photo 8.
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View looking southwest towards 
Lintler Residence. This Ranch 
Style house shows a Spanish 
Colonial Revival Style influence. 
Photo 9.

(•■V

View looking southwest towards 
O’Dowd #2 Residence. This 
interesting house is in the Ranch 
Style. It has such characteristic 
elements as a long low-pitched 
gable roof, overhanging eaves, 
and a residential scale. The 
dramatic glazed gable end and 
small, partially screened, entry 
patio are unusual, well-designed 
features.
Photo 10. mm

tgmirn
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Here is a list of all the contributors and non-contributors in the neighborhood:

Lot 20 4072 E. 22"'' St. PMB #186
Lot 98 3110 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 62 3145 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 99 3150 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 65 3201 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 104 3202 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 74 3231 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 105 3242 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 106 3248 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 112 3312 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 83 3323 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 82 3333 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 81 3345 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 113 3346 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 114 3364 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 80 3377 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 115 3380 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 92 3407 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 97 3435 E. Arroyo Chico
Lot 2 100 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 3 140 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 18 147 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 4 150 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 17 155 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 5 244 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 57 300 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 58 340 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 69 400 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 70 436 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 53 449 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 84 515 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 78 520 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 91 545 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 79 550 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 90 565 S. Avenida de Palmas
Lot 13 3252 E. Broadway
Lot 14 3294 E. Broadway

non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
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Lot 21 3362 E. Broadway
Lot 40 125 S. Calle Chaparita
Lot 22 142 S. Calle Chaparita
Lot 39 185 S. Calle Chaparita
Lot 23 190 S. Calle Chaparita
Lot 101 3145 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 110 3243 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 109 3249 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 108 3255 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 119 3301 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 118 3331 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 117 3351 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 116 3371 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 121 3435 E. Camino Campestre
Lot 9 221 S. Country Club
Lot 8 239 S. Country Club
Lot 7 315 S. Country Club
Lot 64 425 S. Country Club
Lot 63 435 S. Country Club
Lot 103 555 S. Country Club
Lot 102 575 S. Country Club
Lot 37 190 S. Randolph Way
Lot 95 430 S. Randolph Way
Lot 96 444 S. Randolph Way
Lot 120 501 S. Via Esperanza
Lot 122 515 S. Via Esperanza
Lot 93 3448 E. Via Esperanza
Lot 89 3455 E. Via Esperanza
Lot 94 3480 E. Via Esperanza
Lot 88 3489 E. Via Esperanza
Lot 68 345 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 67 445 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 59 450 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 60 502 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 61 502 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 66 505 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 100 630 S. Via Golondrina
Lot 111 645 S. Via Golondrina

non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
contributor
contributor
contributor
non-contributor
non-contributor
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Lot 26 3325 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 41 3330 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 25 3337 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 42 3346 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 43 3352 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 24 3355 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 44 3380 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 45 3410 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 46 3450 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 38 3455 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 47 3488 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 77 525 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 72 550 S. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 76 555 S. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 73 560 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 75 575 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 107 602 S. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 52 3425 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 51 3435 E. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 85 3440 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 50 3445 E. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 49 3455 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 86 3464 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 48 3489 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 87 3490 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 54 3114 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 55 3134 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 6 3135 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 56 3144 E. Via Palos Verdes non-contributor
Lot 29 3210 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 16 3233 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 30 3236 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 31 3248 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 15 3259 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 32 3260 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 33 3272 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
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8. Statement of Significance

Applicable National Register Criteria
{Mark in one or inorc boxes for ihc criteria qualifying the property for National Register listing)

X I A Property is associated with events that have made a significant

Areas of Significance
(Enter categories from instructions)

Architecture

r
contribution to the broad patterns of our history.

B Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past.

Landscape Architecture
Community Planning and Development

X I C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, fieriod, or 
method of construction or represents the work of a master, or 
possesses high artistic values, or represents a significant and 
distinguishable entity whose components lack individual distinction.

D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield information important in 
prehistory or history.

Criteria Considerations
(Mark "X" in all the boxes that apply.)

Period of Significance
1928-1955

Significant Dates
N/A

J A owned by a religious institution or used for religious purposes. 

J B removed from its original location.

J C a birthplace or a grave.

J D a cemetery.

Signifrcant Person
(Con^lete if Criterion B is marked above)

N/A

Cultural Affiliation
N/A

] E a reconstructed building, object, or structure. 

F a commemorative property. Architect/Builder 
Child, Stephen

G less than 50 years of age or achieved significance within the past 50 
years.

Narrative Statement of Significance (Explain the significance of the property on one or more continuation sheets.)

9. Major Bibliographical References_______________________________________________________________

Bibliography
(Cite the books, articles, and other sources used in preparing this form on one or more continuation sheets.)

Previous documentation on file (NPS):

preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) 
has been requested.

X] previously listed in the National Register

previously determined eligible by the National Register 

designated a National Historic Landmark 

] recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey # 

recorded by Historic American Engineering Record #

Primary location of additional data: 

X I State Historic Preservation Office 

Other State agency 

Federal agency 

Local government 

University 

Other

Name of rejxisitory:
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Level of significance

The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District was listed on the National Register on January 4, 1989. It was 
listed at the local level of significance. However, recent information has brought to light the significance of the 
property as the “last known, and perhaps only surviving, work...” of noted landscape architect Stephen Child. 
That statement is found in Pioneers of American Landscape Design edited by Charles Bimbaum and Robin 
Karson, page 51. Given this information, the Arizona Historic Sites Review Committee (state review board) 
has recommended this property at the state level of significance. As discussed in the original nomination and 
reiterated in this amendment to the district, the property retains excellent integrity of the major features that 
Child designed into the plan for the subdivision.

Bibliography

Bimbaum, Charles A, FASLA, and Robin Karson, editors. Pioneers of American Landscape Design. McGraw- 
Hill Companies, 2000.
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The Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (1928-1955) was nominated to the National 
Register of Historic Places because of its general significance and under criteria of significance 
A and C. It has general significance because of its integrity of design, setting, materials and 
workmanship, atmosphere, and cohesiveness. Under criterion A, Colonia Solana was 
nominated for its role in the historic development of community planning, architecture, and 
landscape architecture in Tucson. Under criterion C, Colonia Solana was nominated because it 
is a significant community design which represents the work of a master, the landscape 
architect Stephan Childs. One part of criterion C deals with architecture. Colonia Solana is 
significant because of the fine quality and historic value of many of the revival style houses 
which were built during its historic period. While many of the older individual houses are 
distinguished, the strength of the total body of housing is the most significant factor which 
reinforces the strong neighborhood character and historical importance.

The houses which are being nominated now were constructed during the post World War II 
period (1945-1955). After the war, building practices and changing tastes favored a simpler 
style of architecture, and the Ranch Style became predominant. This trend occurred nationally 
as well as in Tucson. 1955 was chosen as an end date for this nomination because after 1955, 
there was a brief lull in construction during 1956 and 1957.

In this group of houses, there are examples of the Ranch Style, as well as one Spanish Colonial 
Revival and two Modem Style houses. As with the older houses, Spanish Colonial and 
southwestern influences can be seen.

Colonia Solana is important in the historic development of architecture in Tucson. Because it 
is a development of fine homes governed by deed restrictions, it contains excellent examples of 
residential architecture in Tucson over a period of four decades. The houses are well 
maintained and little altered, and their neighborhood has not changed. Both the houses and 
their setting look much the same as they did when they were built. (Unfortunately, elsewhere 
in Tucson many fine historic houses and other buildings have been tom down, altered, or have 
been located in neighborhoods which have changed.)

The following houses are being nominated to be included as contributing stmctures in Colonia 
Solana because they contribute to an understanding of the architectural development within the 
historic district, as well as in Tucson. Also, they are architecturally significant as being 
representative examples of their styles or having unusual design quality or features.
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Location; 
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Date;

No. 4
150 Avenida de Palmas 
Richardson Residence 
1950

This house is in the Ranch Style with some Spanish Colonial Revival features. The low 
horizontal massing and eave overhangs are typical of the Ranch Style while the grouted 
Mission tile roof and the bracketed porch columns are reflective of the Spanish Colonial 
Revival Style.

Site;
Location; 
Historic Name; 
Date;

No. 6
3135 Via Palos Verdes 
Katcher Residence 
1952

This house is representative of the Ranch Style with its rectilinear form, overhanging eaves, 
and low residential scale.

Site;
Location; 
Historic Name 
Date;

No. 13
3252 Broadway 
Virtue Residence 
1952

This house is in the Ranch Style. The rectilinear plan, the low-pitched sheltering roof, the red 
brick walls, and the recessed entry porch are characteristic features of the style.
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No. 15
3259 Via Palos Verdes 
Mack Residence #2 
1951

This Ranch Style house has the typical long low overhanging roof, recessed entrance, brick 
fa9ade and spaced casement windows.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 22
142 S. Calle Chaparita 
O’Dowd Residence #2 
1951

This large house is in the Ranch Style. It possesses the typical elements, but the long, low- 
pitched gable roof ends in a dramatic wall of glass facing the side patio. There is a small entry 
patio with wood grilles and battered brick piers, one with an arched opening into the larger 
walled patio.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 23
190 S. Calle Chaparita 
Smith Residence 
1950

This brick-faced, low-scaled house is in the Ranch Style. The sheltered entrance, the large 
casement windows with fixed glass, and the overhanging low-pitched gable roof are common 
features.
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Site:
Location: 
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No. 29
3210 Via Palos Verdes 
Renaud Residence 
1951

Spanish Colonial Revival Style features are added to this Ranch Style house. The low-pitched 
gable roof with a cross gable is covered with grouted Mission tile. The long low extended 
house is faced with mortar washed brick. The spaced casement windows and recessed entrance 
are typical Ranch Style elements.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 37
190 S. Randolph 
Blixt Residence No. 2 
1952

This sizeable house is in the Ranch Style. The long, low overhanging gable roof with exposed 
beams, the sheltered comer entry, and the grouped casement windows are characteristic 
features. The face brick is accented by vermillion red windows and reddish brown roof edge 
and eaves below brown asphalt shingles.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 39
185 S. Calle Chaparita 
Manspeaker Residence 
1952

This Ranch Style house has an unusual floor layout. The rectangular plan has a cut-out at the 
front comer, creating a generous entry porch. The low end gable faces the street while a higher 
pitched gable roof within the house has dramatic gable ends. Other features are characteristic.
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No. 41
3330 Via Golondrina 
Mandel Residence 
1950

This house is in the Ranch Style with a Spanish Colonial Revival Style influence. With an 
angled plan to fit the curving street and the comer lot, there are a number of Ranch Style 
features—the low overhanging gable roof, the dramatic glazed end of the front crossed gable, 
and the glazed front entry with the recessed front entrance. The red Spanish tile roof is a 
Spanish Colonial Revival Style touch.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 45
3410 Via Golondrina 
Silverman Residence 
1953

This Modem Style house has a Ranch Style influence. The bold cantilevered gable end, the 
strip windows, and the large glass areas which create an indoor-outdoor spatial flow are 
Modem Style features. The low-pitched gable roofs with the wood shakes, the adobe brick 
walls, and the informal, non-symmetric arrangement of elements suggest the Ranch Style.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 49
3455 Via Guadalupe 
Kurtin Residence 
1955

This Ranch Style house has a characteristic rectangular plan, low overhanging gable roof, and 
red brick walls with spaced steel casement windows. The red Spanish tile roof lends a 
southwestern accent.
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Site:
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No. 52
3425 Via Guadalupe 
Bogard Residence 
1951

An extended eave line creates a generous front porch for this Ranch Style house. Other typical 
features include low horizontal massing, a low-pitched gable roof with a hipped cross gable, 
and spaced casement windows with fixed glass.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 60
502 Via Golondrina 
Laz Residence 
1955

This Ranch Style house has a number of typical features, including a rectangular form with a 
plan step back which creates a generous front porch, low-pitched overhanging gable roofs with 
one stepped down gable, and a low eave line which establishes a residential scale.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 62
3145 Arroyo Chico 
Price Residence 
1952

This Ranch Style house has a simple rectilinear form with a plan projection to the side, but the 
front and side enclosed patios give the house a more complex appearance. Ranch Style 
elements include a residential scale, the low-pitched gable roof with eave overhangs and 
exposed rafters, and the front and side porches created by roof overhangs.
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No. 63
435 S. Country Club 
Sulger Residence 
1953

A generous full-width front porch creating shade distinguishes this Ranch Style house. Typical 
features include a low-pitched open framed hipped roof, a broad entrance door and spaced 
casement windows. The small gable projection emphasizing the main entrance and the round 
porch columns with carved brackets are unusual details.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 64
425 S. Country Club 
Swift Residence 
1950

This Ranch Style house has a generous open-framed ramada extending across the front as well 
as a generous front porch and garage to shield the west sun. A low-pitched gable roof with 
open-framed eaves, painted face brick, and spaced steel casement windows are typical features.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 66
505 Via Golondrina 
Garten Residence 
1951

This house is in the Ranch Style. The long, low overhanging roofs, the stepped down gable, 
and the recessed entry are typical. Other stylistic features are the grouped wood double hung 
windows with wrought iron grillwork and painted wood shutters in a red brick facade.
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No. 68
345 Via Golondrina 
Lintler Residence 
1951

This Ranch Style house expresses a Spanish Colonial Revival Style influence. The long 
rectilinear form with the step back at the entry, the overhanging eaves with exposed beam ends, 
and the stepped down gable roof are characteristic. The grouted Mission tile roof, the burnt 
adobe brick walls and the projecting ornamental brickwork framing the windows are Spanish 
Colonial Revival Style touches.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 69
400 S. Ave. de Palmas 
Blixt Residence 
1951

This house contains some of the best features of the Ranch Style, such as the low-pitched, 
overhanging gable roof with exposed beam ends which creates a sheltered front porch by virtue 
of the plan setback, the wide wood-paneled entrance door, the spaced steel casement windows 
with the front picture window, and the wood shake roof. The wood porch columns with carved 
brackets and the burnt adobe brick express a southwestern influence.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name 
Date:

No. 73
560 Via Golondrina 
Kaufman Residence 
1953

This house is in the Modem Style with a Ranch Style influence. The solid-void relationships at 
the entry and the band of strip windows emphasizing the horizontality of the fa9ade are 
Modem Style expressions, while the low-pitched hipped roof with overhanging eaves and the 
mortar washed face brick suggest the Ranch Style.
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No. 82
3333 Arroyo Chico 
Wilkison Residence 
1951

This house maximizes some of the best features of the Ranch Style. The dark wood shake roof 
with the step down gable, and the overhanging eaves with dark stained exposed beams above 
the adobe brick fa9ade create a rich combination of materials. The front porch sheltering the 
wide entrance door welcomes the visitor.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 85
3440 Via Guadalupe 
Myerson Residence 
1954

This house is in the Ranch Style with a Spanish Colonial Revival Style influence. The 
overhanging hipped roof, the long low eave line, and the recessed entry with the wide entrance 
door are Ranch Style features. The grouted Mission tile roof, the corbelled brick chimneys and 
the burnt adobe brick are details suggestive of the Spanish Colonial Revival Style.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name 
Date:

No. 88
3489 Via Esperanza 
Lesemann Residence 
1950

This Ranch Style house has a rectangular floor plan with an angled garage. A low sloped gable 
roof connects the two, forming a porte cochere. Characteristic features include mortar washed 
face brick with spaced steel casement windows and a low residential scale.
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Site:
Location: 
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No. 90
565 S. Ave. de Palmas 
West Residence 
1951

This Spanish Colonial Revival house has a long horizontal form, interlocking plan elements, 
varied parapet heights, and an informal character. The mortar washed brick facade, the 
projecting brick frames at the door and window openings, the metal grille work and the 
ornamental brick parapet cap are characteristic features.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 97
3435 Arroyo Chico 
Little Residence 
1954

This Ranch Style house expresses a strong Spanish Colonial Revival Style influence. The low- 
pitched overhanging gable roof with exposed roof beams, the stepped back plan which creates 
a recessed porch and a further recess at the main entrance, and the residential scale, are Ranch 
Style features. The grouted Mission tile roof and adobe face brick suggest the Spanish 
Colonial Revival Style.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name 
Date:

No. 104
3202 Arroyo Chico 
McCann Residence 
1950

This modest-sized house is typical of the Ranch Style. Characteristic elements are the simple 
rectangular plan with the short front wing projection, the low-pitched gable roof with the cross 
gable, the recessed front entrance, and the spaced steel casement windows. The cream colored 
face brick for walls and chimney is an unusual material.
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No. 109
3249 Camino Campestre 
Hall Residence 
1952

This Ranch Style house has a low-pitched gable roof with a projecting eave which creates a 
deep front porch extending across the front of the house. Unusual details include substantial 
wood posts with beveled brackets and a French door entrance with muntins and sidelights.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name 
Date:

No. 112
3312 Arroyo Chico 
Price Residence 
1952

This rectangular house is in the Ranch Style. Typical elements include the low-pitched 
overhanging gable roof, the mortar washed face brick, the spaced casement windows with 
fixed glass panels, and the double doors with sidelights at the main entrance.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 114
3364 Arroyo Chico 
Scanland Residence 
1953

This Ranch Style house has typical features. The long, low-pitched overhanging gable roof, 
the mortar washed face brick with a projecting belt course, the spaced steel casement windows 
with metal grilles and wood shutters, and the double doors with sidelights forming the main 
entrance, are characteristic.
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No. 115
3380 Arroyo Chico 
Vance Residence 
1955

This Ranch Style house has many characteristic features. These include the low-pitched gable 
roof with overhanging eaves and exposed rafters, the adobe brick fa9ade with spaced casement 
windows, and the recessed and shaded front entrance. The fixed glass in the large opening of 
the front room projection suggests a Modern Style influence.

Site:
Location: 
Historic Name: 
Date:

No. 118
3331 Camino Campestre
None
1954

This small Ranch Style house has a horizontal emphasis. The low-pitched overhanging hipped 
roof with a cross hip, the rectangular plan with a setback and slight wing projection forming 
the entrance porch, the spaced steel casement windows with wrought iron grillwork, and the 
picture window, are features appropriate to the style.
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Photographs

Representative black and white photographs of the property.

Additional items
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1. Name of Property Amendment to Colonia Solana Residential Historic District, Tucson,
Arizona (2010)
historic name Colonia Solana

other names/site number

2. Location

street & number Bounded by Broadway, Country Club, Cmo. Campestre & 

Randolph Way
city or town Tucson 

state Arizona code county Pima code 019

Q not for publication

□ vicinity 

zip code 85711

3. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended,
I hereby certify that this ^ nomination__ request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for
registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements 
set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.
In my opinion, the property meets___does not meet the National Register Criteria. I recommend that this property
be considered significant at the following level(s) of significance:
__national __ statewide ^local

\ IjJ
Signature ofcertifyfng oTficial/TW^

STPiTe J^//Fd
Date

stale or Federal agency/bu'reau or Tribal Government

In my opinion, the property meets does not meet the National Register criteria.

Signature of commenting official Date

Title State or Federal agency/bureau or Tribal Government

4. National Park Service Certification
I hereby certify that this property is:

in the National Register

irmined not eligible for the National Register
aiPocumentt^oPj^Wy^

. determined eligible for the National Register 

. removed from the National Register

V other (e

Signature of the Keeper

3'JO-[Z
Date of Action
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5. Classification

Ownership of Property
(Check as many boxes as apply.)

Category of Property
(Check only one box.)

Number of Resources within Property
([)o not include previously listed resources in the count.)

Contributina Noncontributing
X private building(s) 15 4 buildings

public - Local X district district
public - State site 1 site
public - Federal structure structure

object object
16* 4* Total

(♦totals include prior deletions, per page 3)

Name of related multiple property listing
(Enter "N/A" if property is not part of a multiple property listing)

N/A

Number of contributing resources previously 
listed in the National Register

76 (per 2003 amendment) (see page 3)*

6. Function or Use
Historic Functions
(Enter categories from instructions.)

DOMESTIC/single dwelling

Current Functions
(Enter categories from instructions.)

DOMESTIC/single dwelling

7. Description
Architectural Classification
(Enter categories from instructions.)

MODERN MOVEMENT/Ranch Style 

OTHER/Territorial

Materials
(Enter categories from instructions.) 

foundation: concrete

walls: BRICK, STUCCO

roof: ASPHALT, TERRA COTTA, CONCRETE

Other: wood, METAL/iron, steel
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Narrative Description
(Describe the historic and current physical appearance of the property. Explain contributing and noncontributing resources 
if necessary. Begin with a summary paragraph that briefly describes the general characteristics of the property, such as 
its location, setting, size, and significant features.)

Summary Paragraph

Colonia Solana Residential Historic District is located in central Tucson along East 
Broadway Boulevard east of South Country Club Road. The upscale neighborhood has a 
curvilinear-street plan and an informal desert setting. Noteworthy features include the 
unique layout (designed by nationally-recognized landscape architect Stephen Child),
Arroyo Chico and its riparian banks, native desert vegetation, large lots and distinctive 
residences. In size, Colonia Solana is roughly one-half mile square and contains mostly 
single family residences, many of which have been designed by well-known Tucson 
architects. Houses reflect pre- and post-World War II building eras. Being added now are 
postwar examples of the Ranch, Modern-influenced Ranch and Territorial styles. Non
contributing properties include recently-constructed professional and institutional 
buildings on Broadway Boulevard plus residences within the heart of the district that do 
not meet the age criterion or have compromised integrity.

[Colonia Solana Residential Historic District was listed in the National Register in 1989 
and amended in 2000 and 2003.]

Narrative Description

The purpose of this amendment to the Colonia Solana Residential Historic District, Tucson, 
Arizona, is to submit eighteen (18) additional residences, fifteen (15) of which are 
eligible contributors and three (3) of which are non-contributors to the district. Built 
between 1956 and 1964, these eighteen residences have now come of age. *[This amendment 
also adds one (1) contributing structure, a water tower listed in the 1989 nomination but 
not counted in subsequent amendments. Also being added is the never-counted, non
contributing apartment complex at 136-172 S. Randolph Way. Located on Lot 36, this water 
tower and apartment complex have always been within the district boundaries.]

Colonia Solana's houses have been well maintained through the years and the neighborhood 
has changed little. Deed restrictions that protected the neighborhood were in force 
between 1928 and 1978. The community plan, the landscape architecture and the distinctive 
residences together form a cohesive and exceptional neighborhood. Colonia Solana remains 
a unique, local example of the national suburban movement that began during the 1920s.

Colonia Solana retains its very stable location. Broadway Boulevard to the north is a 
major arterial that provides access to downtown Tucson and nearby services. National 
Register-listed El Encanto Residential Historic District is located just north of Broadway 
Boulevard. To its east is El Con Shopping Center. Just east of Colonia Solana beyond 
Randolph Way is Randolph Municipal Golf Course. South of Colonia Solana, beyond Camino 
Campestre, is Hi Corbett Baseball Field and Reid Park (formerly Randolph Park). West of 
Colonia Solana along County Club Road is Broadway Village Shopping Center and Broadway 
Village subdivision, a strip of historic houses.

To the otherwise stable surroundings described above, the most noticeable change has 
occurred at El Con Shopping Center with several new buildings, a sidewalk and landscaping 
recently constructed along Broadway Boulevard. Corresponding to this build-up north of 
Broadway has been the development of Colonia Solana's former vacant lots on Broadway's 
south side with a high-density residential complex (Photo No. 1), a medical clinic and a 
secondary school. This strip of recent development buffers the intact, residential heart 
of the district from the busy arterial.

Since 2003, the date of the second amendment to the historic district, the residential 
part of the neighborhood has changed very little in appearance. The street layout, the 
landscaping and the arroyo appear very much the same (Photos No. 2-5) . The residences
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with their facades of stucco and brick and roofs of Mission tile and asphalt shingles are 
mostly unchanged. Only four of these houses have remodeled facades.

Resources Count

In the 1989 nomination there were:

32 contributing residences*
78 non-contributing residences
110 total residences

In the 2000 amendment there were:

32 prior contributing residences 
15 proposed contributing residences 

47 total*
64_ non-contributing residences (including one new house)
111 total residences

earlier less than 50% of the residences were contributors, Colonia Solana was 
nominated on the strength of its exceptional subdivision plan.

In the 2003 amendment there were:

44 prior contributing residences (3 had become non-contributing)
32 proposed contributing residences 

76 total
35 non-contributing residences 
111 total residences

In this 2010 amendment there are:

76 prior contributing residences 
15 proposed contributing residences 

91 total*
23 non-contributing residences/buildings 

1 prior contributing structure (per 1989 nomination)*
115 total resources

[In addition there are four (4) vacant lots.]

*At this time, 80% of Colonia Solana's resources are contributors.

list Documentation for the updated historic resources map and final property

Contributors

The following residences are considered eligible contributors to the historic district 
because they contribute to the architectural development of Colonia Solana and Tucson. 
Also, they are architecturally significant as professionally-designed examples of their 
S'Cy’j.ss •

Site: 50
Location: 3445 Via Guadalupe
Style: Modern Ranch

Historic Name: Reese House
Date: 1958

Designed by architect Edward M. Dunham, Jr., this house has a low, extended scale and 
features typical of the Modern Ranch style, especially its prominent gable-front 
wing^'^^^°'^' gable roof extends over the front porch and connects to a side-gabled
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Historic Name: Bernstein House
Date: 1957/1958

Designed by Tucson architect Anne Rysdale, this house has an extended, side-gabled form 
and features that typify the Ranch style. The Southwest-influenced Mission tile roof 
places the property in the Spanish Colonial Ranch category.

Site: 56
Location: 3144 Via Palos Verdes
Style: Modern Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1959

Bloom House

Another project designed by architect Edward M. Dunham, Jr., this Modern Ranch style house 
has a low, extended, basically side-gabled form with a hip-roofed projection. The front 
fagade is articulated by short room projections.

Site: 65
Location: 3201 Arroyo Chico
Style: Territorial (Photo No. 8)

Historic Name: 
Date: 1957

Schwerin House

Designed by noteworthy architect Arthur T. Brown, this residence has a simple rectangular 
shape with a horizontal scale. Exemplifying its style, it has a flat roof with parapets 
and other typical features.

Site: 92
Location: 3407 Arroyo Chico
Style: Spanish Colonial Ranch (Photo No.

Historic Name: 
Date: 1961
7)

Wolfe House

Designed by the architectural firm Reid & Hazard, this brick house with its Mission tile- 
clad, hipped roofs and gabled vents at the ridge ends, is a Eclectic-influenced version of 
its style due to its roof forms and vents, the slightly greater overhangs at the house 
ends and the curving brick wall enclosing patios.

Site: 96
Location; 444 S. Randolph Way 
Style: Territorial

Historic Name: 
Date: 1959

Adamson House

Designed by Tucson's noteworthy firm. Place & Place Architects, this residence has a low, 
extended profile and a flat roof with parapets capped by decorative brickwork as well as 
other characteristic Territorial style features.

Site: 98
Location: 3110 Arroyo Chico
Style: Modern Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1958

Kinsock House

This house has a low, extended profile with a low-pitched, side gabled roof. Its Modern 
style influences include spaced windows across the front fagade that are located just 
beneath the plate beam. A sectional, brick and wood wall on the east encloses a front 
ramada.

Site: 101
Location: 3145 Camino Campestre
Style: Eclectic Ranch

Historic Name: Horwitz House 
Date: 1959

Designed by architect H. R. Jernigan, this brick residence has a low, extended fagade with 
a recessed entry. The low-pitched, side-gabled roof extends forward to shelter a porch 
that is supported by ornamental pipe columns. On the west there is a flat-roofed, carport 
extension supported by a brick wall and pipe columns. The window shutters, long front 
porch and frontal carport are Eclectic details.

Lot: 102
Location: 575 S. Country Club
Style: Modern Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1964

Krotenberg House
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The residence has an extended, angled form with a very low-pitched, side-gabled roof. 
There is a small, recessed porch at the front entrance with wrought iron grillwork. In 
character with its Modern influences, the window openings extend to the eave beam and are 
spaced across the fagade. The added carports and roof projections at each end have 
decorative, steel framing.

Site: 103
Location: 555 S. Country Club
Style: Eclectic Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1961

Brucker House

This residence was built by Strunk Construction and may have been designed by its owner, 
Edward Brucker. It has a low, extended scale with an unusual combination of roof forms 
and blending of styles characteristic of the Eclectic Ranch tradition. In the two 
projecting wings, the gable roofs, window openings and other features are typical of the 
Ranch style. The Modern style appears on the portion with an overhanging shed roof and 
broad picture windows. The gabled, projecting front porch with wood details suggests the 
Colonial Revival style.

Site: 108
Location: 3255 Camino Campestre
Style: Eclectic Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1956

Dengler House

This house was designed by R.H. Dengler, its architect owner. This extended, low-scale 
residence has a side-gable roof with a front shed extension forming a porch. The concrete 
tile roof, wood shutters and the extensive porch are Eclectic features to this otherwise 
typical Ranch style house.

Site: 116
Location: 3371 Camino Campestre
Style: Eclectic Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1961

Orms House

Designed by architect Anne Jackson Rysdale, this residence has the typical extended plan 
with a low-pitched, side-gabled roof that characterizes the Ranch style but has non-Ranch 
features like arched window openings and an angled plan that are Eclectic.

Site: 120
Location: 501 S. Via Esperanza
Style: Spanish Colonial Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1960

(not found)

The original part of this brick residence has an extended scale with a Mission-tile-clad 
side-gabled roof, wrought-iron grillwork and a heavy, stepped, corner buttress in some 
ways characteristic of the prewar Spanish Colonial Revival style. The two-story, rear 
addition (1988), designed by architect John Campesano, does not compromise the inteoritv 
appreciably. ^ ^

Site: 121
Location: 3435 Camino Campestre
Style: Ranch

Historic Name: 
Date: 1961

Yrun House

Designed by Charles E. Cox & Associates, this masonry, cross-gabled house has a low, 
extended scale with projecting wings at each side, giving it a U-plan appearance from the 
street. The fagade has a spandrel band of used brick capped by a reveal of header bricks 
Gable ends have wood siding.

Site: 122
Location: 515 S. Via Esperanza
Style: Modern Ranch (Photo No. 6)

Historic Name: 
Date: 1960

Orms House #2

Another Anne Jackson Rysdale design, this house has a low, extended scale and a low 
sloping, side-gabled roof typical of the Ranch style. In addition, there is a sloping, 
shed roof with overhangs above the south fagade, a Modern style element. The shuttered 
windows are Eclectic elements.
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The following residences are considered non-contributors to Colonia Solana Residential 
Historic District. While they meet the age criterion, their integrity has been 
compromised by front, patio wall obscuration.

Site: 80
Location: 3377 Arroyo Chico
Style: Territorial

Site: 100
Location: 630 Via Golondrina
Style: Modern Ranch

Site: 117
Location: 3351 Camino Campestre
Style: Ranch

Inventory Lists

2010 Contributing Additions

Historic Name: Cole House
Date: 1958
Architect: F.P. Cole

Historic Name: Ferry House
Date: 1960

Historic Name: Wilde House
Date: 1958
Architect: Anne Jackson Rysdale

No. Address Year Style Eligibility

50 3445 Via Guadalupe 1958 Modern Ranch Contributor
51 3435 Via Guadalupe 1957/1958 Spanish Colonial

Ranch
Contributor

56 3144 Via Palos Verdes 1959 Modern Ranch Contributor
65 3201 Arroyo Chico 1957 Territorial Contributor
92 3407 Arroyo Chico 1961 Spanish Colonial

Ranch
Contributor

96 444 S. Randolph Way 1959 Territorial Contributor
98 3110 Arroyo Chico 1958 Modern Ranch Contributor
101 3145 Camino Campestre 1959 Eclectic Ranch Contributor
102 575 S. Country Club 1964 Modern Ranch Contributor
103 555 S. Country Club 1961 Eclectic Ranch Contributor
108 3255 Camino Campestre 1956 Eclectic Ranch Contributor
116 3371 Camino Campestre 1961 Eclectic Ranch Contributor
120 501 S. Via Esperanza 1960 Spanish Colonial

Ranch
Contributor

121 3435 Camino Campestre 1961 Ranch Contributor
122 515 Via Esperanza 1960 Modern Ranch Contributor

2010 Non-Contributing Additions
No. Address Year Style Eligibility

80 3377 Arroyo Chico 1958 Territorial N.C. Wall
100 630 Via Golondrina 1960 Modern Ranch N.C. Wall
117 3351 Camino Campestre 1957 Ranch N.C. Wall
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8. Statement of Significance
Applicable National Register Criteria
(Mark "x" in one or more boxes for the criteria qualifying the property 
for National Register listing.)

B

Property is associated with events that have made a 
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our 
history.

Property is associated with the lives of persons 
significant in our past.

Areas of Significance
(Enter categories from instructions.)

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE
COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT 

ARCHITECTURE

C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction or 
represents the work of a master, or possesses high 
artistic values, or represents a significant 
and distinguishable entity whose components lack 
individual distinction.

D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information 
important in prehistory or history.

Criteria Considerations
(Mark "x" in all the boxes that apply.)

Property is:

A Owned by a religious institution or used for religious 
purposes.

B removed from its original location.

C a birthplace or grave.

D a cemetery.

E a reconstructed building, object, or structure.

F a commemorative property.

G less than 50 years old or achieving significance 
within the past 50 years.

Period of Significance (justification)

Period of Significance

1928-1964

Significant Dates

N/A

Significant Person
(Complete only if Criterion B is marked above.)

N/A

Cultural Affiliation

N/A

Architect/Builder

Anne Rysdale, Edward M. Dunham, Art 
Brown, Reid & Hazard, Place & Place, 
Frederick P. Cole, H. R. Jerniqan,
R. H. Dengler

When Colonia Solana was first nominated to the National Register in 1989, the period of 
significance was 1928 to 1942. The 2000 amendment extended the period of significance to 
1949. The 2003 amendment extended the period of significance to 1955. This 2010 
amendment extends the period of significance to 1964, the date which coincides with the 
effective build-out of historic pre- and post-World War II style residences in the 
neighborhood.



United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service / National Register of Historic Places Registration Form 

NPS Form 10-900 0MB No. 1024-0018

Colonia Solana Amendment 2010 
Name of Property

(Expires 5/31/2012)

Pima, Arizona
County and State

Criteria Considerations (explanation, if necessary)
N/A

a^Se Summary Paragraph (Provide a summary paragraph that includes level of significance and

Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (1928-1964) is a urn'mif:. v, ^ •Tucson Arizona, of primarily single family resilLcls L I naturaMst""Ses2t°seJtina

1956 tS 1964^''?hPsr are being submitted in this amendmLt. Lilt between
thP wu include examples of the Territorial style and variants of

Narrative Statement of Significance (Provide at least one paragraph for each area of significance.)------------------------

The historic significance of Tucson's Colonia Solana Residential Historic DistrioF

vegetation was planted liberally along the arroyo and the streets.

amendment, were examples of the Territorial style and Ranch style variant Modern stvle
«ost"SrdeSpSldTproSiL«”irohlL^Js

Developmental history/additional historic context information (if appropriate) ---------------------

^chitectural Development from 1956-1964 in Colonia Solana

United States, the end of World War II in 1945 brought about chanae to 
virtually every aspect of life in Tucson and southern Arizona. The decade of 1950-1960 culminated a period of unprecedented growth in Tucson and Pima cLLr^hft hfs noJ beS
=onsSerfSrinfi??I^r T°“ 'he building toot place on formerly undisiurted ^Ld 
Rfhofdf! infilling also occurred in existing neighborhoods like Colonia Solana
Besides the uniqueness of the subdivision itself, nearby early attractants were the El
SSav^vnifae^Lino^®'' Shopping Center), Randolph Park and the upscale
Broadway Village Shopping Center. The proximity to the University of Arizona and neLvdowntown Tucson also contributed to the convenience of living in Colonia Solana ^ ^
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The original 1928 deed restrictions stipulated that residences constructed upon the lots 
were to be worth at least $10,000, a considerable sum at that time. In addition, all lot 
improvements were subject to the approval of an architect's review and from 1939 to 1960, 
Arthur Thomas Brown was the reviewing architect. The deed restrictions remained in force 
until 1978 and ensured the continuing high quality of construction in Colonia Solana.

It is significant that during this era of rapid growth, two Tucson architects numbered 
among the new residents of Colonia Solana. These were F. P. Cole (3377 Arroyo Chico) and 
R.H. Dengler (3255 Camino Campestre). According to files at the City of Tucson, the plans 
for the Dengler House were drawn by Louise W. Dengler. It also appears that Dr. Edward 
Brucker drew his own plans for the unusual house at 555 S. Country Club. Another doctor, 
Dennis Bernstein (3435 Via Guadalupe) was a prominent ear, nose and throat surgeon and 
former president of the Pima County Medical Society. Martin and Jane Schwerin were the 
first owners of 3201 Arroyo Chico. Mr. Schwerin was a retired adventurer, mining engineer 
and explorer. Harold D. Adamson was the first owner of 444 S. Randolph Way. He founded 
Baum and Adamson Tire and Automotive Co. in 1923 and later served in the Arizona House of 
Representatives. Mario Yrun, first owner of 3435 Camino Campestre, was the assistant 
general manager of GAC Properties (1971) and a proponent of satellite city development

Significance of the Styles

To identify dwellings, the authors employ generally or regionally accepted definitions 
from A Field Guide to American Houses (McAlester & McAlester 1989), A Guide to Tucson 
Architecture (Nequette & Jeffery 2002), "Aldea Linda Residential Historic District 
National Register Nomination" (Comey, Diehl & Parkhurst 2009), and "El Montevideo 
Neighborhood Residential Historic District, National Register Nomination Amendment and 
Boundary Increase, 2006" (Comey and Parkhurst 2006). Style terms for some local variants 
come from Tucson Post World War II Residential Subdivision Develooment 1945-1973 (Akroc; 
Inc. et. al. 2007) . ----------------  -------------------------

Ranch Style (1935-1970s)

The Ranch style originated in California in the 1930s and gained popularity in the 1940s 
to become the dominant style throughout the country during the 1950s and 1960s. The style 
is based loosely on early Spanish Colonial precedents modified by certain early twentieth- 
century Craftsman and Prairie School influences. It is also based partly on the forms of 
early indigenous west-coast ranch and homestead architecture. (McAlester & McAlester 
1989.)

Frank Lloyd Wright's architectural explorations in his Prairie houses of the early 1900s 
fostered a residential revolution that enabled the Ranch to be born. His work abandoned 
historical reference, simplified rooflines and opened interiors to light and view. Other 
architects followed Wright's lead. The Ranch style first appeared in the work of a few 
creative, southern California architects, particularly Cliff May, a Wright admirer. May's 
large, one-story, timber-framed houses with massive stone chimneys and broad, overhanging, 
gable roofs were widely published in home magazines. (Comey & Parkhurst 2006.)

The style remained a regional phenomenon until the end of World War II. A great demand 
for housing occurred after the war, when the home-building industry expanded and large 
tracts of land in suburban areas were developed. The increased use of the automobile and 
improved highway systems made suburban living possible. The Ranch style, with its simple 
forms and minimal ornamentation, was practical for large-scale construction. Spreading 
Ranch style houses with attached carports and garages that further increased fagade widths 
required wider lots, not so available within cities but possible in the new subdivisions.

The Ranch style is typically single-story, low in profile, horizontal in expression, with 
its mass visible from the street. There is characteristically a garage or carport, often 
under the same roof. The roof has a low pitch with overhangs and exposed rafters.
(Nequette & Jeffery 2002.)
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Local variants of the Ranch style (Akros, Inc., et. al. 2007) include:

Modern Ranch: a blend of Ranch and Modern influences having extended Ranch plans with
flattish, overhanging, side-gabled roofs sometimes combined with broad frontal gables and 
shed roofs. Roofs are commonly coated asphalt. Modern influenced windows may extend up 
to the wall plate.

Spanish Colonial Ranch: A southwest themed stylistic treatment of the typical Ranch with 
Mission tile-clad, side-gabled roofs and masonry walls commonly of burnt adobe or mortar 
washed brick.

Eclectic Ranch: In the Eclectic tradition, the addition of non-Ranch style features
tacked onto the basic Ranch style form to give the residence distinction.

Modern Style - 1940-1980
Modern architecture developed from a number of roots in the late 19*^^ and early 20'^*' 
centuries. There was a need for new building types, a growing development of new 
technologies and materials, and a desire for more practical and beautiful building design. 
In the 1920s, a radical new architecture, the International style, developed in Europe. 
The style attempted to be a universal expression of modern life. Buildings were 
simplified and, influenced by Cubism, often treated as sculptural artifacts, white and 
geometric. Le Corbusier and Walter Gropius were early proponents. Mies van der Rohe 
created a variation using interactive planes of masonry and glass to create buildings of 
extraordinary beauty. The style spread throughout Europe and the United States. (Comey & 
Parkhurst 2006, 2009.)

In the United States, modern architecture at first appeared most prominently in the 
skyscraper design and other commercial buildings of the 1930s, but in the post-war period, 
the Modern style developed in residential design through the work of innovative architects 
and was most favored for custom designed houses built between 1950 and 1970. This style 
evolved from the International style and the Craftsman and Prairie styles as well as from 
the traditional Japanese pavilion, rural Alpine and Scandinavian forms and from the early 
indigenous western ranch architecture which also inspired the Ranch style.

The Modern style is based on certain intellectual premises relating to design,
construction and the use of materials. Houses are designed with a strong concern for 
functional relationships. The style is characterized by two distinctive subtypes based on 
roof shape, flat or gabled, although shed and hip roofed examples can be found. Flat- 
roofed Modern houses resemble the International style except that natural materials - 
particularly wood, brick and stone - frequently are used. Gable forms feature overhanging 
eaves and roofs and solid-void wall relationships arranged to create an indoor-outdoor 
spatial connection using glass as an invisible barrier. Often, space is manipulated to 
create a feeling of dynamic spatial flow. Also, there can be an attempt to integrate the 
house into the landscape rather than to contrast with it, as in the International style.

Modern residences often reveal the structure or form of the house in traits like sloped
ceilings. They also feature glazed gables. They generally emphasize open planning except 
for bedrooms. The use of partitions and space dividers that do not go up to the ceiling 
is another trait. In Tucson, starting in the post-war period, architects designed custom 
houses in the Modern style. The desert climate was a strong influence on design. Roof 
overhangs to create shade and other solar protective features were used. For solar 
protection, buildings were sited with solid walls facing east and west and with glazed 
areas facing north and south. Glazing usually occurred in strip windows and in large 
glassed areas rather than in individual windows. Walls were built using masonry and 
stucco and the use of wood, which is damaged by the sun, was minimized.
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The Eclectic movement - with its alternating emphasis on period designs that mimic the 
past and Modern designs that shun historic precedent - has continued to dominate American 
domestic building in the decades since 1940. The contemporary houses of the 1950s, most 
in the Ranch, Split-level, or Modern styles, grew from the earlier phases of Eclectic 
modernism and sometimes echo details borrowed from the preceding styles. The Modern 
styles of the 1950s and 60s were supplanted, during the '70s and '80s by a new taste for 
period styles. Homebuilders rather than architects first introduced this movement. The 
Eclectic movement borrows forms and details from the preceding Revival style but freely 
applies them with little concern for historically accurate detailing. (McAlester & 
McAlester 1989, Comey 1998).

Territorial Style - 1950s-1970s

This popular, parapeted style with Hispanic influence draws on regional historic 
precedents for inspiration. During the post World War II era, although overshadowed by 
the prolific Ranch and Modern styles, certain architects and builders continued to prefer 
it. Many Tucsonans popularly call the style "Territorial" and while it may be stuccoed, 
it is often constructed of burnt adobe. Territorial examples have all the conveniences 
found in Modern and Ranch style residences. (Comey & Parkhurst 2006.)

In the Hispanic tradition, early houses were rectangular, or cubic in form, presenting 
high, flat facades of exposed adobe on stone foundations with flat roofs. Drainpipes or 
canales pierced the parapet walls. Doorways were recessed and windows, appearing 
informally placed from the exterior, reflected the interior room arrangement. Because of 
adobe deterioration, the houses were eventually stuccoed and brick courses were added to 
parapets.

Gradually the style was transformed through contact with Anglo-American settlers from the 
East. (In southern Arizona, during the 1880s, sloping or pyramidal roofs were added above 
existing flat roofs. With the widespread adoption of pitched roofs, parapets tended to be 
eliminated, making the walls lower with changed proportions.) However, the flat roof, 
parapeted version also persisted to influence the Sonoran Revival and later Territorial 
architecture of the twentieth century.

Often constructed of burnt adobe, in Tucson the Territorial features flat roofs, parapets 
and flat facades. Parapet caps can be simple or more elaborate like those constructed of 
burnt adobe soldier courses set diagonally.

Architect Association

Some of the noteworthy architects who designed houses in Colonia Solana were discussed at 
length in the 1988 nomination. (It is known that from 1939 until 1960 Arthur T. Brown, 
the architect responsible for design review, kept records of construction. In addition 
the City of Tucson has on file micro-film plans of the current set of houses from which 
the architects' names can be discerned.) The following text will list or briefly discuss 
the architects that pertain to this submission.

Anne Jackson Rysdale (1921-?)

Tucson's first female architect of stature, Anne J. Rysdale, designed twenty-one houses in 
Colonia Solana. Since the 1988 nomination, more information has come to light about her.
A Tucson native, Rysdale was born in 1921 as Barbara Anne Nicholas. She graduated from 
the University of Arizona in 1940 with a degree in engineering and the fine arts since the 
University did not yet offer an architecture degree. For a short time she worked under 
Tucson architect Henry Jaastad. Rysdale then left Tucson for Seattle to become an officer 
in the Navy during World War II. While in Seattle she obtained her architecture degree at 
the University of Washington. Upon her return to Tucson in 1945, she received additional 
architectural training under Tucson architect Arthur Brown before setting up her own 
practice. ("Anne Rysdale..." 1979, "Architect Anne Rysdale..." 1952.)

12
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Rysdale's early work was primarily residential. She designed homes in Highland Manor, 
Palo Alto Village, El Encanto, Colonia Solana and the Country Club Estates. Later
commercial structures she designed include the Rosemont and Broadway shopping center. She 
was responsible for the remodeling of Rhodes Jewelry Company as well.

Edward M. Dunham Jr (1919 -?)

The following is a biographical sketch composed by the architect for an office brochure 
created for the new (1959) partnership with Frederick O. Knipe:

"Born Jersey City, New Jersey October 25, 1919. Graduate of Belleville High School,
Belleville, New Jersey - 1939. Graduate United States Merchant Marine Academy, Kings 
Point, New York - 1943. Graduate University of Idaho, Moscow, Idaho - 1949. Sailed in 
Merchant Marine on Chief Deck Officers Certificate. Worked in various architectural
offices in Spokane, Washington, Hartford, Connecticut and Stamford, Connecticut. Several
years in Venezuela with engineering department of Gulf Oil Company subsidiary. Associate 
with John Holbrook, Architect, Keene, New Hampshire. Head of American Machine & Foundry 
Company, architectural and engineering office in Tucson, Arizona. Own office for private 
practice in Tucson since early 1957. Partnership with Frederick O. Knipe, January 1, 
1959.

Registered Architect in New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut and Arizona."

Mr. Dunham became a registered architect (#3025) in Arizona in 1958. The Knipe 
partnership ended in 1961 and in 1962, Mr. Dunham was residing in Los Alamos, New Mexico. 
After successive moves to Cedar Rapids, Iowa in 1964, and then Nancimo, B.C., he returned 
to Tucson in 1969. After ten years in Tucson, he returned to Canada where he took up 
residence in Yarmouth County, Nova Scotia. ("Edward M. Dunham..." n.d.)

Frederick P. Cole (1909-1981)

Architect Frederick "Red" Cole was born in Grand Forks, North Dakota, and attended the 
University of Illinois. He was a Tucson resident since 1938, having moved here because of 
arthritis. In 1945, Cole co-founded the architectural firm Blanton & Cole. He left the 
business in 1967 and worked independently until retiring in 1972. He designed a number of 
major public buildings in Tucson, including Wakefield Junior High School in 1949, the 
State Office Building on W. Congress Street in 1956, and other schools and buildings at 
the University of Arizona. He also worked on plans for buildings at Kitt Peak National 
Observatory and on housing projects at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base and at Fort Huachuca. 
("Architect Frederick Cole..." 1981.)

Arthur Thomas Brown, FAIA (1900-1993)

Arthur Brown was one of three outstanding modernists, including Nicholas Sakellar and 
William Wilde, credited with bringing Modernism to Tucson. Also known as "Art," Mr. Brown 
was born in Tarkio, Missouri. His father was a professor and his mother an artist. He 
graduated from a local college with a degree in chemistry, then studied architecture at 
Ohio State University, graduating in 1927. Brown was hired as a draftsman in the renowned 
Chicago firm of David Adler where he became acquainted with the work of Louis Sullivan and 
Frank Lloyd Wright. During the Depression, Brown worked on the 1933 Century of Progress 
Exposition, designing auxiliary buildings and signage. (Nequette & Jeffery 2002.)

In 1936, Brown came to Tucson where he worked with Richard More who became his partner 
three years later. By 1941, Art Brown had his own firm which he maintained until his 
retirement in 1991. In 1961, Brown was honored as the first Arizona architect to be 
invested in the American Institute of Architects College of Fellows. His son, Gordon, 
joined him as partner in 1970.

Art Brown was an inventor as well as architect. He is credited with the first passive 
solar-designed school in the United States, the Rose School (1948). He experimented with
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inexpensive materials and modular housing forms that he presented in national design 
competitions when the U.S. was experiencing a post-War demand for new, cost-effective 
housing. Ideas like subterranean houses, subfloor radiant heating, aluminum and foam 
insulated roof components, revolving patio covers and hyperbolic parabaloid shade 
structures established his reputation as a modernist sensitive to Tucson's desert 
environment.

Like other modernists, rejecting historic revival styles. Brown instead strove to design 
"without style." He described himself as an architect, artist and inventor.

Brown designed more than three hundred buildings in southern Arizona. Along with numerous 
houses of distinction that include his own Arthur T. Brown House (1926), some Tucson 
projects include the First Christian Church, Tucson General Hospital (recently 
demolished), Ball/Paylore House and the Faith Luthern Church (1951).

Lew Place (1913-1986)

Lew Place was the son of prominent Arizona architect Roy Place and a prominent Tucson 
architect in his own right. Born in San Diego, at age three young Place moved with his 
family to Tucson. He graduated from Tucson High School and attended the University of 
Arizona. As a teenager. Lew Place began working in the office of his father. He joined 
the firm in 1930, became a partner of Place and Place in 1940 and managed the firm after 
his father's death in 1950. Lew Place retired in 1976.("Lew Place..." 1986.)

From 1940 to 1976, among Lew Place's accomplishments in Tucson were the Great American 
Tower (formerly Home Federal Tower), First Interstate Bank and the Tucson Electric Power 
Co. building downtown. He also designed several University of Arizona buildings, 
including McKale Center, as well as Pueblo, Rincon and Salpointe High Schools.

Lew Place was a partner in the Associated State Capitol Architects during the late 1960s 
and early 1970s. With Les Mahoney of Phoenix, Place designed the additions to the state 
Capitol, the Industrial Commission Building in Phoenix and the Phoenix Coliseum. In 1973 
Governor Jack Williams appointed Lew Place to the state Board of Technical Registration.

Other Architects

Architects who designed residences in Colonia Solana during this period and about whom 
little information has been found include: Reid & Hazard Architects, H. R. Jernigan, R.
H. Dengler and Charles E. Cox & Associates.

Integrity

Location: Colonia Solana has retained its integrity of location.

Design: The integrity of the subdivision design is excellent. The non-symmetrical,
curvilinear street layout, shaded arroyo and pervasive, naturalistic desert landscaping 
within Colonia Solana remain essentially unchanged. The integrity of the residences is 
good and many of the contributors have high architectural quality. All are very good, 
representative examples of their style.

New construction along Broadway Boulevard replaces the former, large vacant lots as a 
buffer between the arterial road and the residential heart of Colonia Solana.

Setting: Colonia Solana has retained its integrity of setting. The surroundings and the
physical environment within the neighborhood remain constant except for the recent 
development along Broadway Boulevard. Colonia Solana's naturalistic desert setting and 
its arroyo continue to foster native fauna like hawks, bobcats and banded coyotes.
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Materials: The neighborhood has kept its integrity of materials. The street pavement
with niimerous crack repairs and the naturalistic landscaping are reminiscent of earlier 
decades. Residents continue the tradition of planting desert species adjacent to their 
houses. Stucco, brick, asphalt and Mission tile remain the materials of choice for 
residences and occasional remodels.

Workmanship: Colonia Solana has very good integrity of workmanship. Although
deliberately installed, the streets and plants have been carefully maintained to retain a 
naturalistic appearance. Landscaping adjacent to the houses has been executed with 
various degrees of expertise, from the work of the professional landscape architect to 
that of the amateur homeowner. The residences exhibit fine workmanship and have received 
excellent maintenance.
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___ recorded by Historic American Engineering Record # _

County and State

Primary location of additional data;
^ State Historic Preservation OfRce

____Other State agency
X Federal agency 
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X Other

recorded by Historic American Landscape Survey # Name of repository: Arizona Historical Socisty (AH3)

Historic Resources Survey Number (if assigned): n/a

10. Geographical Data

(per 1989
Acreage of Property nomination)
(Do not include previously listed resource acreage.)

UTM References
(Place additional UTM references on a continuation sheet.) (per 1989 nomination)

Zone Easting Northing Zone Easting Northing

Zone Easting Northing Zone Easting Northing

Verbal Boundary Description (Describe the boundaries of the property.)

(per 1989 nomination)

Boundary Justification (Explain why the boundaries were selected.)

(per 1989 nomination)

11. Form Prepared By

name/title Ralph Comey & Janet H. Parkhurst

organization Ralph comey Architects, Janet H. Strlttmatter, Inc. date March 21, 2011 

Street & number 3834 E. Calle Cortez

city or town Tucson_______________

e-mail

telephone 520-320-9043 

state AZ________ zip code 85716

comeyarchitects@cox.net, ihparkhurst@vahoo.com

Additional Documentation
Submit the following items with the completed form;

Maps: A USGS map (7.5 or 15 minute series) indicating the property's location.
A Sketch map for historic districts and properties having large acreage or numerous resources. Key all photographs to 
ims rDap.
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Photographs:

Submit clear and descriptive photographs. The size of each image must be 1600x1200 pixels at 300 ppi (pixels per inch) 
or larger. Key all photographs to the sketch man
Name of Property; Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 

City or Vicinity: Tucson

County: Pima State; Arizona

Photographer: Ralph Comey 

Date Photographed: August 26, 2009 

Description of Photograph(s) and number:
1 of 8 View across Broadway Boulevard of Privada Colonia Solana Villas at the 
intersection of Via Palos Verdes, looking southwest.

2 of 8 Desert-landscaped island at the intersection of Avenida de Palmas and Via 
Guadalupe, looking east,

3 of 8 Typical desert-landscaped front yard on Via Golondrina, looking north.

4 of 8 Via Palos Verdes streetscape showing varied desert landscaping, looking east.

5 of 8 Via Golondrina streetscape along showing varied desert landscaping, looking east.

6 of 8 Modern Ranch style residence by architect Anne Jackson Rysdale on Via Esperanza, 
looking southeast.

7 of 8 Spanish Colonial Ranch style residence by Reid & Hazard Architects on Arroyo 
Chico, looking northeast.

8 of 8 Territorial style residence by architect Arthur T. Brown on Arroyo Chico, looking 
north.
Property Owner:

(Complete this item at the request of the SHPO or FPO.)

name
street & number 

city or town ___

telephone

state zip code

Paperwork Reduction Act Statement: This information Is being collected for applications to the National Register of Historic Places to nominate 
properties for listing or determine eligibility for listing, to list properties, and to amend existing listings. Response to this request is required to obtain a 
benefit in accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended (16 U.S.C.460 et seq.).
Estimated Burden Statement: Public reporting burden for this form is estimated to average 18 hours per response including time for reviewing 
instructions, gathering and maintaining data, and completing and reviewing the form. Direct comments regarding this burden estimate or any aspect of 
this form to the Office of Planning and Performance Management. U.S. Dept, of the Interior, 1849 C. Street. NW. Washington, DC.
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Comprehensive Resources List

Lot No. Address Status
Lot 98 3110 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 62 3145 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 99 3150 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 65 3201 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 104 3202 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 74 3231 E. Arroyo Chico non-contributor
Lot 105 3242 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 106 3248 E. Arroyo Chico non-contributor
Lot 112 3312 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 83 3323 E. Arroyo Chico non-contributor
Lot 82 3333 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 81 3345 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 113 3346 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 114 3364 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 80 3377 E. Arroyo Chico non-contributor
Lot 115 3380 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 92 3407 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 97 3435 E. Arroyo Chico contributor
Lot 2 100 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 3 140 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 18 147 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 4 150 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 17 155 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 5 244 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 57 300 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 58 340 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 69 400 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 70/71 436 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 53 449 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 84 515 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 78 520 S. Avenida de Palmas non-contributor
Lot 91 545 S. Avenida de Palmas non-contributor
Lot 7 9 550 S. Avenida de Palmas non-contributor
Lot 90 565 S. Avenida de Palmas contributor
Lot 1/10 3130 E. Broadway non-contributor
Lot 13 3252 E. Broadway contributor
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Lot No. Address Status
Lot 14 3294 E. Broadway contributor
Lot 20 3332 E. Broadway non-contributor
Lot 21 3362 E. Broadway non-contributor
Lot 40 125 S. Calls Chaparita non-contributor
Lot 22 142 S. Calls Chaparita contributor
Lot 39 185 S. Calls Chaparita contributor
Lot 23 190 S. Calls Chaparita contributor
Lot 101 3145 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 110 3243 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 109 3249 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 108 3255 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 119 3301 E. Camino Campestre non-contributor
Lot 118 3331 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 117 3351 E. Camino Campestre non-contributor
Lot 116 3371 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 121 3435 E. Camino Campestre contributor
Lot 9 221 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 8 239 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 7 315 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 64 425 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 63 435 S: Country Club contributor
Lot 103 555 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 102 575 S. Country Club contributor
Lot 19 70-110 Placita Colonia Solana non-contributor
Lot 37 190 S. Randolph Way contributor
Lot 36 136-172 S. Randolph Way non-contributor
Lot 36 Water Tower contributor
Lot 95 430 S. Randolph Way non-contributor
Lot 96 444 S. Randolph Way contributor
Lot 120 501 S. Via Esperanza contributor
Lot 122 515 S. Via Esperanza contributor
Lot 93 3448 E. Via Esperanza contributor
Lot 8 9 3455 E. Via Esperanza non-contributor
Lot 94 3480 E. Via Esperanza contributor
Lot 88 3489 E. Via Esperanza contributor
Lot 68 345 S. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 67 445 S. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 59 450 S. Via Golondrina non-contributor
Lot 60 502 S. Via Golondrina contributor
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Lot No. Address Status
Lot 61 502 S. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 66 505 S. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 100 630 S. Via Golondrina non-contributor
Lot 111 645 S. Via Golondrina non-cont ribut or
Lot 27 3325 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 41 3330 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 2 5 3337 E. Via Golondrina contri-butor
Lot 42 3346 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 43 3352 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 24 3355 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 44 3380 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 45 3410 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 4 6 3450 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 38 3455 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 47 3488 E. Via Golondrina contributor
Lot 77 525 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 72 550 S. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 7 6 ^ n rr o T T 4 ^ 1 -1 —. .—3 —. T 1 •» . non contributor
Lot 73 560 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 75 575 S. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 107 602 S. Via Guadalupe non-contributor
Lot 52 3425 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 51 3435.E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 85 3440 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 50 3445 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 4 9 3455 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 86 3464 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 48 3489 E. Via Guadalupe contributor
Lot 87 34 90 E. V’'ia Guadalupe contributor
Lot 54 3114 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 55 3134 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 6 3135 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 56 3144 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 29 3210 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 16 3233 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 30 3236 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 31 3248 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 15 3259 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 32 3260 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
Lot 33 32/2 E. Via Palos Verdes contributor
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As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1986, as amended, I hereby certify 
that this _X_ nomination __ request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards 
for registering properties in the National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional 
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National Register Criteria. I recommend that this property be considered significant __ nationally 
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Section Correction Page _ _,_1_ 3351 E. Camino Campestre 
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county and State 

name of multiple property listing 
=================================================================== 

Correction to the Colonia Solana Historic District, listed in the National Register of Historic Places 
on 1/4/1989 

CONTRIBUTING PROPERTY 

ADDRESS: 3 3 51 E. Camino Campestre 
Tucson AZ 8571 1 

This property was classified as a non-contributor because of an Undulating brick wall at front side 
of house. The owner contacted SHPO and requested a review of their property. The SHPO 
reviewed the property and contacted the Tucson CLG. Both agreed that the wall did not obscure 
enough of the front of the house to make it a non-contributor. 

The Arizona SHPO requests that the Keeper add the property listed above to the "contributor" 
list in the nomination, as it does, in fact, contribute to the historic fabric of the Colonia Solana 
Historic District. 
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NATIONAL
register

Ms. Carol D. Shull
Keeper of the National Register
National Register of Historic Places
National Park Service
U. S. Department of the Interior
Washington, D. C. 20240

RE: Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
National Register nomination

Dear Ms. Shull:

I am pleased to submit a National Register of Historic Places nomination 
for the property referenced above.

The nomination includes 35 contributing elements classed as follows:

STATE PARKS 
BOARD MEMBERS

DUANE MILLER
CHAIRMAN

SEDONA

JONI BOSH
VICE CHAIRMAN 

PHOENIX

WILLIAM G. ROE
SECRETARY

TUCSON

REESE G. WOODLING
TUCSON

32 Buildings 
1 site (a park)
1 structure (water tower)
1 object (street signage)

Accompanying documentation is enclosed, as required. We look forward 
to your response.

Sincerely,

Shereen Lerner, Ph.D.
State Historic Preservation Officer

RONALD PIES
TEMPE Enclosure

ELIZABETH A. DRAKE
PHOENIX

M. JEAN HASSELL
STATE LAND COMMISSIONER

KENNETH E. TRAVOUS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

COURTLAND NELSON
DEPUTY DIRECTOR

CONSERVING AND MANAGING ARIZONA'S HISTORIC PLACES, HISTORIC SITES, AND RECREATIONAL, SCENIC AND NATURAL AREAS
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DESCRIPTION
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materials 
descriptive text
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Statement of Significance (in one paragraph)

summary paragraph
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clarity
applicable criteria 
justification of areas checked 
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context
relationship of integrity to significance
justification of exception
other

BIBLIOGRAPHY

GEOGRAPHICAL DATA

acreage
UTMs

_verbal boundary description 
^boundary justification

ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTATION/PRESENTATION 

___sketch maps ___ USGS maps ___photographs presentation
OTHER COMMENTS ----------------

Questions concerning this nomination may be directed to 

_____________________________ Phone
Signed Date
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Board Members

Chair
Sheri J. Graham 

Sedona

Vernon Roudebush 
Safford

Walter D. Armer, Jr.
Benson

Suzanne Pfister 
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Joseph H. Holmwood 
Mesa

Ruth U. Patterson 
St. Johns

Michael E. Anable 
Acting State 
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Carol D. Shull
Keeper of the National Register 
USDOI/National Park Service 
Mail Stop 2280, 400 
1849 C. St., NW 
Washington, D.C. 20240

Dear Ms. Shull:

It is my pleasure to submit the enclosed National Register of 
Historic Places amendment for the following district in Pima 
County, Arizona:

Colonia Solona Historic District Amendment (reclassification 
of resources), Tucson, Arizona

This amendment consists of 15 additional properties and is 
nominated under Criteria C at the local level of significance.

Please call me at (602) 542-7136 if you have any questions.

Since^-ely,

-

)hn H. Akers 
Historian
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office

enclosures

Arizona State Parks 
1300 W. Washington 
Phoenix, AZS5007

Tel & TTY: 602.542.4174 
www.pr.state.az.us

&00.265.3703 
from (520) area code

General Fax; 
602.542.4160

Director's Office Fax: 
602.542.4188



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET

REQUESTED ACTION: ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION

PROPERTY Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
NAME:

MULTIPLE
NAME:

STATE & COUNTY: ARIZONA, Pima

DATE RECEIVED: l/21/OO
DATE OF 16TH DAY:
DATE OF WEEKLY LIST:

REFERENCE NUMBER: 88002963

NOMINATOR: STATE

REASONS FOR REVIEW:

DATE OF PENDING LIST:
DATE OF 45TH DAY: 3/07/00

APPEAL: 
OTHER: 
REQUES;;

N DATA PROBLEM: N LANDSCAPE: N LESS THAN 50 YEARS: N
N PDIL: N PERIOD: N PROGRAM UNAPPROVED: N
N SAMPLE: N SLR DRAFT: N NATIONAL: N

COM^NT WAIVER: N
^ACCEPT ___ RETURN

ABSTRACT/SUMMARY COMMENTS:

REJECT ■ 2l'CPdDATE

Additional Documentation

RECOM. /c:

REVIEWER

TELEPHONE

DOCUMENTATION see attached comments Y/N see attached SLR Y/N
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Kingman
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State Land 

Commissioner
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Executive Director

Arizona State Parks
1300 W. Washington 

Phoenix, AZ 85007

Tel & TTY: 602.542.4174 
www.azstateparks.com

800.285.3703 from 
(520 & 928) area codes

General Fax: 
602.542.4180

Director's Office Fax: 
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“Managing and conserving natural, cultural, and recreational resources”

June 10,2003

National Park Service 
Keeper of the National Register 
Carol D. Shull
1201 Eye Street, NW S'" Floor 
Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (amendment)
Pima County, Arizona

Dear Ms. Shull:

It is my pleasure to submit the enclosed National Register of Historic 
Places nomination for the following property in Pima Coimty, 
Arizona:

Colonia Solana Residential Historic District (amendment)

The district consists of 76 contributing buildings, one contributing site, 
one contributing structure, one contributing object, and 35 non
contributing buildings nominated under Criteria A and C at the state 
level of significance. This amendment addresses a revised period of 
significance; reclassifies resources based on their inclusion in the 
period of significance or on alterations that render them no longer 
contributors; and discusses the sigruficance of this property as the last 
remaining known work of landscape architect Stephen Child.
Required documentation accompanies this letter.

Please call me at (602) 542-7136 if you have any questiorrs.

Sincerely,

pSS

Christine M. Weiss
National Register Coordinator/Historian 
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office

enclosure



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET

REQUESTED ACTION: ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION

PROPERTY Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
NAME:

MULTIPLE
NAME:

STATE & COUNTY: ARIZONA, Pima

DATE RECEIVED:
DATE OF 16TH DAY: 
DATE OF WEEKLY LIST:

6/13/03 DATE OF PENDING LIST:
DATE OF 45TH DAY: 7/28/03

REFERENCE NUMBER: 88002963

NOMINATOR: STATE 

REASONS FOR REVIEW:

DATA PROBLEM: N LANDSCAPE: N LESS THAN 50 YEARS:APPEAL:
OTHER: N PDIL:
REQUEST: N SAMPLE:

COM^NT WAIVER: N

^ACCEPT RETURN

ABSTRACT/SUMMARY COMMENTS:

N PERIOD: N PROGRAM UNAPPROVED: N
N SLR DRAFT: N NATIONAL: N

___REJECT ^ 2.Z /(f">DATE

Documentation Accepted

RECOM./CRITERIA_

REVIEWER

TELEPHONE

DISCIPLINE_

DATE

DOCUMENTATION see attached comments Y/N see attached SLR Y/N



Janice K. Brewer 
Governor

Bill Feldmeier
Interim Executive Director
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Arizona 
State ParksREGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACED,-... n l NATIONAL PARK SERVICE flZSloteParks.com

MAY 0 4 2012

Board Members

Walter D. Armer, Jr., Vail, Chair
Maria Baler, State Land Commissioner, V7ce Chair
Alan Everett, Sedona
Larry Landry, Phoenix
William C. Scaizo, Phoenix
Tracey Westerhausen, Phoenix
Reese Woodling, Tucson

May 1,2012

Carol Shull
Keeper of the National Register 
National Park Service 
1201 Eye Street, NW 8*” Floor (MS2280) 
Washington, D.C. 2005-5905

RE: AMENDMENT TO COLONIA SOLANA RESIDENTIAL HD
TUCSON, PIMA, AZ

Dear Ms. Shull:

I am pleased to submit the National Register of Historic Places Registration Form amendment 
for the Historic District referenced above.

Accompanying documentation is enclosed, as required. Should you have any questions or 
concerns please contact me at vstrang@azstateparks.gov or at 602.542.4662.

Sincerely,

Vivia Strang, CPM
National Register Coordinator
State Historic Preservation Office

Enclosures

VS:vs

Arizona State Parks • 1300 W. Washington Street • Phoenix, AZ 85007 
Phone/TTY: (602) 542-4174 • Fax: (602) 542-4188



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 
EVALUATION/RETURN SHEET

REQUESTED ACTION: ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTATION

PROPERTY Colonia Solana Residential Historic District 
NAME:

MULTIPLE
NAME:

STATE & COUNTY: ARIZONA, Pima

DATE RECEIVED: 5/04/12
DATE OF 16TH DAY:
DATE OF WEEKLY LIST:

REFERENCE NUMBER: 88002963

NOMINATOR: STATE

DATE OF PENDING LIST:
DATE OF 45TH DAY: 6/20/12

REASONS FOR REVIEW:

APPEAL: N DATA PROBLEM: N LANDSCAPE: N LESS THAN 50 YEARS: N
OTHER: N PDIL: N PERIOD: N PROGRAM UNAPPROVED: N
REQUEST: N SAMPLE: N SLR DRAFT: N NATIONAL: N

COMMENT WAIVER: N

^ACCEPT RETURN
_REJECT / 2, DATE

ABSTRACT/SUMMARY COMMENTS:

Additional Documentation Approved

RECOM./CRITERIA_

REVIEWER

TELEPHONE

DISCIPLINE_

DATE

DOCUMENTATION see attached comments Y/N see attached SLR Y/N

If a nomination is returned to the nominating authority, the 
nomination is no longer under consideration by the NPS.



ARIZONA STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (SHPO) 
NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION 

TRANSMITTAL FORM 
**FEDERAL EXPRESS** 

DATE: 3/30/16 

TO: 

J. Paul Loether, Deputy Keeper and Chief 
National Register and National Historic Landmark Programs 
National Register of Historic Places · 
1201 Eye St. NW, 8th Fl. 
Washington D.C. 20005-5905 

FROM: 

Vi via Strang, CPM 
AZ State Parks 
National Register Coordinator 
State Historic Preservation Office 
1100 West Washington Street 
Phoenix AZ 85007 

RECEIVED 2280 

APR 0 B 2016 

Nat. Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 

The following ten corrections/amendments to National Register Nomination 
properties are included in this package: 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Medlock Place- 510 West Colter- delisting 
jerome Historic District- 744 East Avenue- delisting 
Cottonwood MRA- Thompson Ranch - delisting 
Cottonwood MRA·- Strahan House - delisting 
Fraser Fields - 106 N. Fraser Dr. W. -amendment 
Colonia Solana HD- 3351 E. Camino Campestre- amendment 
Menlo Park- 208 N. Palomas- amendment 
Willo HD - 121 W. Palm Lane - amendment 
Willo HD - 2 7 W. Lewis- amendment 
Feldman's HD- 516 E. Mabel- amendment 

Accompanying documentation is enclosed, as required. Should you have any 
questions or concerns please contact me at vstrang@azstateparks.gov or 
602.542.4662. 




