
Memorandum

Date: October 24, 2014

To: Mayor Greminger
Board of Aldermen

From: Petree Powell, Community Development Administrator

Re: Draft Ordinance

Attached please find the draft ordinance that meets the spirit and intent of the Landmarks Review 
Committee in making modifications to the Historic Preservation Ordinance to ease the process for some 
owners while maintaining rigorous oversight of the Landmarks and older structures within the boundaries
of the National Register Historic District.  Below are highlights of the revisions:

1) Reconstitute Commission
(A) Rename Commission to the Ste. Genevieve Heritage Commission.
(B) Reduce Membership of Commission to five (5) members.

2) Reduce Structures and Projects subject to review: 
A) Reduce structures subject to review. 1) Only designated Landmarks and adjoining properties 
to the Landmarks within the H-2 Historic District Overlay zone; and 2) structures within the 
boundaries of the National Register Historic District.

B) Reduce Projects subject to review. Strictly defining “alterations” versus “repairs” or “ordinary 
maintenance”.  Except regarding Landmarks, repairs and ordinary maintenance where 
replacement materials are in-kind, no review is required. Any alteration, repair or ordinary 
maintenance that does not replace character-defining materials in-kind is subject to review.

3) Levels of Review.  The Administrator shall act as the gatekeeper, initially determining if a project 
requires review under the Ordinance.  If it does require review, the Administrator refers the project 
application to the appropriate reviewing authority.

A) Commission Review (using the Design Guidelines and Secretary of Interior Standards) of 
proposed project in: 

1) any Landmark in H-2 Historic District Overlay
2) any structure adjacent to a Landmark in the H-2 District Overlay
3) all pre-1902 structures within the boundaries of the National Register Historic District 
(including Landmarks)
4) all referrals from the Administrator
5) all appeals from a decision of the Administrator
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B) Administrator review (using minimum guidelines in Ordinance) of proposed project in:
1) all post-1901 structures with the boundaries of the National Register Historic District
2) all sign applications.

4) Statistics:

National Register Historic District
Years No. of Addresses Reviewer
Pre-1902* 230 Commission
1902-1952 (all contributing) 217 Administrator
Post-1952 (non-contributing) 81 Administrator
Landmarks in NRHD* Approximately 80 Commission
Landmarks in H-2 Overlay

No. of Addresses Reviewer
Landmarks 8 (excl. Delussus House-Hwy 61) Commission
Adjacent Properties to 
Landmarks in H-2

34 (approximately) Commission

5) Examples:

Citizen A owns a 1892 house and wants to replace the entire roof with a standing seam roof that is an 
exact duplicate of the existing roof (presumably original). The structure is in the NRHD but is not a 
Landmark.  Result: Administrator determines that the project is ordinary maintenance using materials in-
kind and therefore, not subject to Certificate of Appropriateness review.  This is noted on Citizen A’s roof
permit application.

Citizen B lives in a 1902 house and wants to replace the wood windows that are rotten and unworkable 
with vinyl clad windows that have the same design.  The property is in the NRHD, but is not a Landmark.
Result: Administrator found that since the project contemplates using materials that are not-in-kind and it 
is located in the NRHD, the project is subject to Certificate of Appropriateness Review.  Administrator 
meets with the applicant to discuss the virtues of repairing original materials or replacing them in-kind 
and presents literature to the applicant asking them to review it before making a final decision.  The 
applicant insists that the replacement with real wood windows was cost prohibitive and that he lacked the 
skills and time necessary to refurbish the existing windows.  Administrator approves the Certificate of 
Appropriateness under the new standards.

Citizen C lives in Landmark house and wants to replace 50% of the cedar shake roof in-kind. Result: 
Administrator determines that because the structure is a Landmark and the owner wants to replace more 
than 30% of the roof, even though with in-kind materials, the project must be reviewed for 
appropriateness by the Commission. 

Citizen D lives in a small bungalow on property adjacent to a small Landmark cabin in the H-2 Historic 
District Overlay.  Citizen D wants to add a second story and a side yard addition, also with a two story 3 
bay garage. It will be the largest house in the neighborhood. The addition will require the removal of a 
200 year old tree between the properties. Result: Administrator will refer the project to the Commission 
because the property is adjacent to the Landmark.  The Commission will determine if the project 
negatively impacts the Landmark.
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