
July 24th, 2017 

Dear Landmark Preservation Board 

The Seattle Asian Art Museum has never been economically sustainable nor is it 

ever likely to be.  The museum opened in 1994 on the cusp of a digital revolution 

bringing a slow down and regrouping to museums worldwide because so much 

can be accessed online now. It is highly unlikely they will ever become self 

sustaining and if it did they would out grow the park setting and need to move. 

The park is thriving while the struggling museum is closed.  It is neither the parks 

job nor the people of Seattle’s job to prop up the museum.  The museum claims 

the back of the building is ugly, but it is the SAM who has made the building this 

way with past expansions.  This is not a good reason to attach another 

burdensome, ugly expansion to the building when a voter approved renovation 

would remedy the issue. Approval of this expansion supports the privatization of 

a public park and elitism. The main purpose for the new addition seems to be for 

entertaining donors at parties.  This unfairly destroys the public’s landmarked 

park along with the landmarked building.   

There are many other ways the Gould Building could be used other than an art 

museum.  Moving SAAM downtown to other parts of the building SAM owns is 

another alternative. SAM would likely look at alternatives more seriously if donor 

parties were not their priority for the expansion. SAM’s attitude reflects one of 

being out of touch with nature and the public. They designed the expansion from 

inside out, giving little thought to the effect the building has on the rest of the 

park and park goers.  

If they absolutely need to expand, spaces could easily be redesigned or configured 

for an underground expansion.  The challenges that SAM/LMN alleged for 

constructing underground are, according to Ron Taylor, a structural engineer and 

experienced contractor, being overcome daily in all the underground work 

underway in Seattle.  Expanding south into the park would be less destructive to 

the park and park goers and perhaps even building than the current proposal.  

SAM has not examined alternatives seriously. 



 

The parks department, which is supposed to protect the city parks for the public, 

has systematically been privatizing our parks to the degree Seattle has become 

the poster child for National Olmsted organization to fight against privatization of 

Olmstedian Parks across the nation. The Parks Dept. and SAM’s notion of 

interacting with the park through glass windows is superficial and hideous for the 

park.  If safety in the park is the excuse for interfacing with the park via glass 

windows and a fifty foot high expansion, getting the security of Closed Circuit TV 

is a better choice and less harmful and less expensive option. One has to question 

the decisions our city and park leadership.  

Our city’s mayor is under a microscope at this time. There is an opportunity right 

now to correct some of the misguidance by his administration by not approving 

this expansion, which harms two landmarks. I urge you to follow your conscience 

and advise SAM to find an alternative to taking more parkland. Please protect 

Volunteer Park and building and uphold the decision by the people to renovate 

the building and not take parkland.  

Thank you for your considerations and preserving our landmarks. 

Sincerely, 

Sheilan 

Protect Volunteer Park team member 

 

 


