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In this Issue
BY PAUL TRUDEAU, NAPC PROGRAM DIRECTOR
NAPC members and preservation advocates
alike understand that the designation of historic
resources by local ordinance is the strongest form
of protection. In the ever-changing climate of local
government and “not in my backyard” attitudes,
communities face numerous challenges when it
comes to preserving local heritage. Government
officials and property owners constantly
misinterpret the traditional label of “historic
district,” and the designation process itself can be
burdensome at times. Many neighborhoods without
a significant developmental history or abundance
of high-style architecture still may have a special
character or connectivity that a community wants
to protect at some level. Undoubtedly, these areas
also contain older buildings that contribute greatly
to the overall character. If the traditional “historic

district” designation does not seem like the right
answer, what other alternatives exist?
The issue of The Alliance Review focuses on
unique designation and protection tools being
implemented across the country in a variety
of settings. This diverse assortment of planning
strategies ranges from more familiar practices such
as Neighborhood and Character Conservation
Districts to more obscure planning tools such as
Districts of Critical Planning Concern, EcoDistricts
and Voluntary Historic Districts. For good measure,
we even provide an example of a local recognition
program that honors cultural history by going
beyond the built and natural environment.
Enjoy!

Call for Nominations

NAPC BOARD OF DIRECTORS 2014 CALL FOR NOMINATIONS/APPLICATIONS FOR 2014-2016 BOARD SERVICE

The National Alliance of Preservation Commissions (NAPC) is seeking nominations/
applications for membership on its Board
of Directors. The NAPC is a private, nonprofit 501(c)(3) corporation established
in 1983 and is dedicated to helping build
strong preservation programs through education, advocacy, and training. The NAPC
is committed to having an ethnically, culturally, geographically, and professionally diverse board to address the needs and
challenges facing local commissions in
the 21st century. The organization draws
on the expertise, experience, and energy of its board members to provide timely and meaningful technical support and
information to local preservation stakeholders. Specific areas of expertise currently sought include non-profit financial
management and social media expertise. Board members are expected to be
individual members of NAPC, make financial contributions to the organization, participate in membership development and
fundraising activities, as well as to actively
serve on committees and regularly attend
board meetings. The NAPC provides nonprofit directors and officers liability insurance for members of its Board of Directors.

The Board will meet in person at least two
times in the coming year, in July at Forum
in Philadelphia and in February/March as
part of Lobby Day in Washington. Each
board member agrees to a “give or get” financial obligation of $500 with many options available for meeting their fiduciary responsibility. Terms are two years with
the option for renewal up to a maximum of
eight years of service. New members will
be elected at the NAPC Forum in Philadelphia in July 2014 with service beginning at
that time.

Please share this announcement to
individuals who meet these criteria
and who may be interested in
serving on a national board.
NAPC’s Board Development Committee
will evaluate nominations/ applications. The committee’s recommendations
will be made and acted upon at NAPC’s
board meeting in July in Philadelphia
in conjunction with NAPC Forum.
The deadline for Nominations/
Applications is Monday, March 31, 2014.

Electronic applications or nominations
(in PDF or Word format) can be
emailed to: napc@uga.edu.
These should include a current resume or
CV and a cover letter that includes the following information:
• Name, occupation, address, phone, fax
and e-mail.
• Experience/expertise the nominee or
applicant would bring to the Board,
including if appropriate service as a
commission member or staff person
• The population of community over
which that commission has jurisdiction.
• The name of the commission, the capacity in which the applicant/nominee
served, and dates of service
• A brief statement describing the applicant/nominee’s interest in serving on
the Board of Directors and what that
person would like to contribute during
his/her tenure.
Questions? Please contact:
Paul Trudeau, NAPC Program Director,
at ptrudeau@uga.edu
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Established in 1975 as a non-profit organization by Special Act of the Connecticut
General Assembly, the Connecticut Trust’s mission is to preserve the character
and ensure the vitality of Connecticut’s historically significant places.

Historic Preservation in Connecticut –
Innovative Public Policy Tools
By Gregory Farmer, “Circuit Rider” (Hamden, CT)
for the Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation.

Village Districts Act
The Village Districts Act, passed by the Connecticut General Assembly in 1998, is an aggressive tool to
help municipalities protect and preserve their community character and historic development patterns.
The enabling statute allows towns to designate “Village Districts” as a way of preserving neighborhoods,
village enters, and business districts that have distinctive community character, notable landscape features, and historic structures.
Within these areas, the town zoning commission may adopt regulations governing such matters as the
design and placement of buildings and maintenance of public views. These regulations “encourage
conversion and preservation of existing buildings and sites in a manner that maintains the historic,
natural and community character of the district.” The act also provides “that proposed buildings or
modifications to existing buildings be harmoniously related their surroundings, to the terrain and to the
use, scale and architecture of existing buildings in the vicinity that have a functional or visual relationship
to the proposed building or modification.” The scale, proportions, massing, size, proportion and roof
treatments should be compatible with the area and the “removal or disruption of historic traditional or
significant structures or architectural elements shall be minimized.”

Development surrounding the town green in Thompson, CT, is reviewed under the the town’s
Village District ordinance. Credit: Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation
Page 4
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In addition to design, the arrangement and orientation of any proposed new construction should
be compatible with the immediate neighborhood.
In a Village District, all applications for substantial
reconstruction and new construction are subject to
review and comment by a qualified architect or
architectural design firm retained by the municipal
commission.
The Village District Act can be adopted by urban,
suburban, or rural communities that exhibit traditional “village” characteristics. The process of
designating a Village District entails five key steps:
1. Educate the residents and support for the
designation of each area as a Village District.
2. Inventory the structures and landscape
and settings of each district, and identify
problems.
3. Establish standards of design unique to
each area and in common to all, including
public landscaping, sidewalks, lighting, street
furniture, pedestrian, and bike and vehicle
circulation.
4. Set up timing and funding schedules and
adopt the needed zoning regulations.
5. Monitor progress and effects of the local
zoning and revise as needed.
In Connecticut, the Village District is distinctly different from a regulatory Local Historic District. Both
encourage the preservation of historic and scenic
resources, but the processes for establishing each
are different. The Local Historic District requires
a lengthy study process, an affirmative vote by the
property owners, and approval by the town. The
Village District can be adopted directly by a vote
of the Planning & Zoning Commission. The review
process is different as well. Local Historic District
reviews are usually conducted by the members
of the district commission, while Village District
reviews are conducted by a design professional
who submits a report and recommendations to the
zoning commission.
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New Options for
Local Preservation
One of the most exciting developments in historic
preservation in Connecticut in recent years has
been the development of municipal preservation
ordinances. These ordinances, formalized under
state enabling legislation passed in 2013, offer
towns and cities new powers and flexibility to protect, enhance, and build on their historic resources.
Although Connecticut has more than one hundred
regulatory Local Historic Districts, they cover only
a fraction—less than 25 percent—of the buildings and neighborhoods listed in the State and
National Registers of Historic Places. That leaves
thousands of other historic buildings and scores
of other historic districts with no protection and no
formalized means of providing technical assistance
or advice to property owners making renovations
or alterations.
The City of Hartford pioneered a new approach
in 2006, when it adopted Connecticut’s first municipal preservation ordinance. The ordinance
established a formal city policy to encourage the
preservation of historic resources. Under the new
ordinance, the city’s historic preservation commission is authorized to review and approve exterior
changes or demolition of buildings listed in the
State or National Register, or under consideration
for listing, without requiring the establishment of
a Local Historic District. “The historic preservation
ordinance has bought about a dramatic change in
the culture around historic properties in Hartford,”
says Greg Secord, vice-chair (and former chair) of
the historic preservation commission. The Hartford
commission has reviewed about 4,500 applications in the last six years and has demonstrate
that the preservation ordinance in compatible with
economic development in the city. Mr. Secord explains: “We have worked hard to minimize delays,
to be collaborative, and to encourage property
owners to be in touch as they plan a project.” One
way has been to delegate routine matters to city
staff. This allows simple projects, such as replacing
a roof with in-kind materials, to bypass the commission hearing.
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A Victorian house on Wethersfield Ave. and other National Register properties in
Hartford, CT, are reviewed under the city’s new preservation ordinance. Credit:
Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation

“Perfect six” apartment blocks on Park Terrace in Hartford, CT, along with other
National Register properties, are protected under the city’s new preservation
ordinance. Credit: Connecticut Trust for Historic Preservation

One initial concern about the ordinance was that
it might increase costs for property owners, but
Mr. Secord reports that the issue has come up
very rarely in practice. He cites the commission’s
willingness to work with property owners to find
solutions and even to approve alternate materials
such as siding or replacement windows where they
don’t seriously impair historic character.

The Connecticut Trust has drafted a model Historic
Preservation Ordinance based on the ordinances
that have been successfully adopted in Hartford
and New Britain. The model ordinance provides
a modest level of municipal review for properties
that are listed in the State or National Register of
Historic Places, but are not included in local historic
districts. Within that framework, municipalities will
choose different preservation strategies. Towns and
cities can choose the degree of involvement that
best suits them. At the most basic level, the preservation commission can concentrate on public
awareness, sponsoring events, publications, and
educational opportunities about the town’s history
and historic resources. The commission also might
help the town incorporate historic attractions and
character into tourism marketing campaigns. For a
moderate degree of involvement, the commission
can serve an advisory function, providing nonbinding information and advice to town boards,
commissions, developers, and property owners.
The City of Stamford recently set up an advisory
historical commission to assist city staff and local
land-use boards. At the highest level, chosen in
Hartford and New Britain, the commission has a
regulatory function, reviewing and approving alterations to historic buildings, including demolition.

Last year, New Britain approved the state’s second
preservation ordinance, with language almost
identical to Hartford’s. The historic preservation
commission is still establishing its programs and
procedures, but already the mayor and property
owners are informally coming to the commission
with questions about preservation and treatment of
historic properties.
To encourage other towns and cities to adopt
similar provisions, the Connecticut Trust sponsored
passage of a statewide enabling act in the 2013
session of the General Assembly. The law, titled
“An Act Authorizing the Establishment of Historic
Preservation Commissions” (PA 13-181) is very
simple. It allows municipalities to “protect the
historic or architectural character of properties or
districts that are listed on or under consideration for
listing in, the National Register of Historic Places…
or the state register of historic places.” This simple
language gives towns and cities great leeway in
determining how to implement a preservation
commission under the new enabling law.

These suggestions don’t rule out the possibility that
local officials and citizens could add other interpretations of their own. One of the great possibilities of
the enabling law is that it leaves room for innovative
ideas about how best to preserve and enhance each
community’s own unique mix of historic resources.

In October 2012, the Salt Lake City Council adopted an ordinance
to create a process to establish a new neighborhood stabilization tool
known as a Character Conservation District (CDC).

Salt Lake City Adopts New Process to
Create Character Conservation Districts
By Joel Paterson, AICP
Planning Programs Coordinator,
Salt Lake City Corporation

Background
Salt Lake City was founded in 1847 and has grown to become Utah’s Capitol City with a population of
approximately 186,000 residents. As the City grew beyond its original boundaries, vibrant and architecturally diverse neighborhoods developed. The City’s well-defined, walkable neighborhoods evolved
with their own charm and character and have become desirable destinations for residents interested in
living in traditional urban neighborhood settings. Sidewalks, mature street trees, prominent entrances
with porches or stoops and small business within walking distance are all things that suburban neighborhoods are not apt to offer.
The typical size of single-family residence has grown significantly over the past fifty years. Many residents
who are drawn to the City’s established neighborhoods by their distinctive architecture and character
find that the size of the homes do not meet their current needs and choose to build additions or demolish
the original home and build anew. The additions and new construction are often perceived to be out of
scale and detrimental to the established neighborhood. In some areas of the City, residents fear that the
rate of change is causing an irreversible loss of character. In response to this situation, property owners
and residents have asked the City to develop additional tools to preserve and stabilize the character of
these neighborhoods.

Salt Lake City’s Community Preservation Plan
With the increasingly rapid change of its neighborhoods, Salt Lake City had the foresight to adopt its first
citywide policy regarding historic preservation and neighborhood conservation in 2012. The Community
Preservation Plan provides a unified vision, establishes policies and recommends specific actions that
will help preserve those areas of the City that are uniquely historic while also providing tools, such as
the use of CDCs, to stabilize and protect the unique community character of other neighborhoods. The
Community Preservation Plan can be found on Salt Lake City’s Historic Preservation webpage at: www.
slcdocs.com/historicpreservation/Policy/presplan.pdf.
The Community Preservation Plan recommends the use of CDCs as a tool when the property owners
approach the City and request assistance in developing design standards to protect specific characterdefining elements of the neighborhood.
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What is a Character Conservation District?
The anatomy of conservations districts and their administration varies widely throughout the
United States. In Salt Lake City a CDC is an overlay zoning district approved by the City Council.
Each CDC has a unique set of design standards developed in partnership with property owners to preserve specific character-defining features that property owners believe are important or
prominent within the district. CDCs may be applied in residential or commercial areas. Any new
development or modifications to the exterior of a property within the district must comply with
these standards. Standards developed for a CDC could address any of the following elements:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Building orientation, height, size, massing
Fenestration
Lot size, lot coverage, floor area ratio
Demolition provisions
Building setbacks
Landscaping
Fences and walls
Architectural features, style, details, building materials
Roof form and pitch
Driveways and public way improvements
Density
Street furniture
Public art in a neighborhood
Signage
Any other element the property owners agree is important to protect

Commercial Conservation Districts could require new construction to
incorporate traditional storefront and façade elements.
Photo courtesy of the author.

Designation Process
Salt Lake City’s ordinance outlines the process for designating new CDCs. The process can be initiated
by the City Council, the Mayor or a property owner who demonstrates that at least 15% of the property
owners within a proposed district support the proposal. The application must include a narrative that
identifies the character-defining features of the area that are significant and need to be protected.
Once the application is submitted, the City meets with the property owners and residents/tenants in the
proposed district to ensure people understand the designation process, how standards are developed
and applied, and how they might be affected if the CDC is approved.
The Planning staff then develops specific standards to regulate alterations, new construction and, potentially, demolition to ensure that change in the area is compatible with the development patterns and
character-defining features deemed important by the property owners.
Once the design standards are written, the proposed CDC is considered at public hearings before the
Historic Landmark Commission, Planning Commission and the City Council, which adopts an ordinance
to create the district. Prior to forwarding the Historic Landmark and Planning Commissions’ recommendations to the City Council, the City assesses the public support for the proposed CDC by sending
ballots to all property owners within the district. If a majority of property owners who submit a response
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are in favor of the proposed designation, the City Council may approve the district by a majority vote (4
of 7 council members). If a majority of responses are not in favor of designation, the City Council may
only approve the new district if a super-majority of council members (5 of 7 members) vote to approve
the district.

Difference between Character Conservation
and Local Historic Districts
CDCs are intended to protect community character, which is made up of a collection of physical attributes
or character-defining elements that are common to an area and may or may not have a connection
to the area’s history. In contrast, local historic district regulations go beyond that of CDCs by striving
to retain the history of an area and protecting historic resources, such as buildings, sites, landscapes
and other places of historical and cultural significance by preserving the historic fabric (retention of the
existing form, features, design, materials, integrity and detailing).
Each CDC in Salt Lake City will have its own unique design standards developed to protect the characterdefining elements that create a strong sense of place and neighborhood pride that property owners have
chosen to protect. The design standards developed for each district are intended to be specific so that
they can be objectively applied and projects can be approved administratively. Salt Lake City’s CDC
ordinance allows for staff to forward a project to the Historic Landmark Commission for review if staff
does not believe the project meets the criteria or if there is a need to interpret how a standard is to be
applied.
In Salt Lake City, local historic districts
are regulated by the Historic Preservation
Overlay District that includes specific
standards regulating exterior alteration, additions, new construction and demolition.
The standards are the same for all of the
City’s local historic districts. While most
projects within local historic districts can be
approved administratively by the Planning
Staff, all major alterations, new construction
and demolition requests must be considered
by the Historic Landmark Commission during a public hearing.
Building materials and architectural features are important character-defining elements.
Photo courtesy of the author.

Appropriate Locations for Character
Conservation Districts
Salt Lake City’s CDC ordinance does not place limitations on the locations where new districts may be
designated. New districts are intended to ensure that the development pattern has sufficient characterdefining elements that property owners deem important to protect the quality and character of the
neighborhood. Salt Lake City envisions the use of CDCs as a tool to protect districts that may not meet
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the criteria for local historic designation or
where there is not sufficient property owner
support or public interest for local historic
district designation to occur. Other acceptable areas might be neighborhoods that are
not eligible for historic district designation
but exhibit sufficient physical features, design
characteristics or other specific elements that
create a recognizable neighborhood identity
or sense of place. CDCs could be designated in a neighborhood that is relatively new
where the property owners desire to ensure
the preservation of certain character-defining
features. The ordinance does not specifically preclude designation of a CDC within
an existing local historic district. Although
some cities encourage this type of application, Salt Lake City would likely discourage
the designation within a local historic district
because of potential conflicts that would be
created by the application of two separate
overlay districts.

Eaves and porch details help to define neighborhood character. Photo courtesy of the author.

Are Character Conservation Districts
a Tool for your Community?
The use of CDC regulations as a zoning tool is not new nor is it unique to Salt Lake City. Many cities have
used this tool to varying degrees of success and each community shapes the process and regulations
to meet their specific needs. Developing CDC regulations provides an additional zoning tool that goes
beyond basic zoning district regulations to addresses a specific set of concerns or issues.
Many cities will find this type of regulation an effective tool but developing a broad range of zoning tools
such as local historic district designation, neighborhood-based zoning and form-based zoning, may also
be necessary to address all of the varied issues that a community might be facing. Salt Lake City has
expanded its toolbox to include and to successfully use all of these tools but, to date, no neighborhoods
have requested to be designated as a CDC. Even with these tools available, in some instances, as Salt
Lake City recently found, a simple down-zoning of an area may be the preferred solution to preserve
neighborhood character. It is important to assess the issues that a neighborhood is facing and determine
what tool best meets the challenge.

Call for Job Postings

NAPC is now posting job announcements in the field of historic preservation on our
website. If your organization – or one you know of – is interested in posting a job
announcement, please send in PDF format or as an online link to: napc@uga.edu.

Jessie McClurg, a member of the Preserve
Minneapolis Board of Directors, works with
BWBR Architects in Minneapolis and lives
in the city’s Elliot Park Historic District.

Neighborhood Conservation Districts
By Jessie McClurg

In the past three decades, residents across the
country have become concerned with the harmful changes that development and neglect have
brought to their unique neighborhoods. Although
not always eligible for historic district designation, these areas many times have a distinct
character they wish to protect. In an attempt to
save their neighborhoods from further damage,
many have turned to a type of protection called a
Neighborhood Conservation District (NCD).
A NCD is a slippery term to define. Because there
are no national standards as one finds for a historic
district, each city or neighborhood can decide what
they want their NCD to look like and accomplish.
There are often misconceptions tied to NCDs –
they are perceived as a kind of historic district
“light,” or it is assumed the protections will be too
loose and, therefore, not worth the time and effort.
In some cases, this may be correct; however, there
are circumstances where NCDs are an excellent
option for a designation tool.

There are myriad reasons residents may want to
explore the option of a NCD. Usually, these are
communities with a distinctive character, but not
necessarily the historic importance typically associated with a historic district. The neighborhood may
be facing issues related to demographic changes,
incompatible construction, or unique challenges
involving development.
In some cases, neighborhood character can be
adversely affected by changing demographics in
the neighborhood. Northside Conservation District
in Chapel Hill, NC, began considering NCD legislation when homes were being subdivided and
rented to large numbers of students. This was putting excessive pressure on the parking and other
infrastructure in the area and residents were looking for a solution to relieve these pressures. The
district, which came into place in 2004, requires
site plan review for additions over 250 square
feet and, since 2012, design review by the town’s
Community Design Commission.

A property in Chapel Hill’s Northside
Conservation District, where landlords
were extending parking areas to
accommodate multiple students per
house. Photo courtesy of the author.
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Strict criteria for creating a historic district, especially common in East Coast cities, also may lead
a neighborhood to pursue a NCD. Cambridge,
MA, for example, has very specific requirements for
what constitutes a historic district; many neighborhoods do not meet the stringent guidelines. The
city created an ordinance for NCDs because in
some of these semi-historic areas, residents and
developers were drastically changing the fabric of
the neighborhoods with surface parking lots and
incompatible new construction. The regulations in
the NCDs are tailored to the needs of the particular
neighborhood and are generally less strict than
those in historic districts.

Half Crown-Marsh Neighborhood Conservation District, Cambridge, MA.
Photo courtesy of the author.

Many other unique situations may warrant some
research about NCDs as a potential solution. In
Cumberland, IN, transformation of the historic
main street area had already begun and, therefore,
the area was ineligible for historic district designation. A new highway coming through the town was
further threatening the area, and residents hoped
that a NCD would help to protect local businesses.
Their plan, one of five under the purview of the
Indianapolis Historic Preservation Commission,
limits review to alterations of street-facing facades.
It also allows demolition of a structure when, in
the opinion of the Commission, the proposed new
development is of greater significance to the preservation of the district as a whole than retention of
the existing structure. The Commission must also
find that the structure to be demolished is not of
material significance, the loss of the structure will
have minimal effect on the historic character of the

district, and the new development will be compatible, appropriate, and beneficial to the district.
Recently, the Prospect Park neighborhood in
Minneapolis has been working with local authorities to adopt an ordinance creating a NCD. The
neighborhood is an eclectic mix of styles spanning
several decades, and residents are proud of that
unique character. Although the neighborhood is
eligible for historic district designation and was
even placed under temporary protection, residents
feared that a historic district designation would
cause the neighborhood to stagnate and would
stifle creative additions in the future. Instead, they
were interested in protecting the overall character of
the area, including streetscapes and setbacks. For
this reason, they are seeking designation as the first
NCD in Minneapolis (a designation which requires
consent by two-thirds of the property owners).
Other neighborhoods in Minneapolis have expressed similar interest, or in some cases, have
worked around the need for an ordinance to have
this type of protection. Elliot Park, a portion of which
is a historic district, has had a master plan in place
for several years with design guidelines for any new
development. Developers are required to review the
design guidelines and meet with the neighborhood
committee before submitting their design to the city
for review. The city will only approve the design if it
has been approved by the neighborhood first. There
have been several development success stories,
and the residents have been pleasantly surprised by
some of the creative solutions that developers have
found to address design in the neighborhood.
After several years of research and drafting, the
city of Minneapolis now has a draft ordinance for
NCDs, which was recently reviewed at a public
meeting. Discussion was largely focused on the
specifics of the language and the city planning
department will make revisions before finalizing
the ordinance to be presented for a vote. While
some residents oppose what they see as restrictions
placed on homeowners, a majority of those who
attended the public hearing seemed excited for the
opportunity to protect their unique corners of the
world. The city will not be able to make everyone
happy, but they can hopefully give residents another
planning tool to save the neighborhoods they love.
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An important note is that NCDs across the country
have been most successful when residents of the
district are engaged early in the process and supportive of the designation. All of the examples
mentioned above, along with many others nationwide, began with a grassroots movement from
within the proposed district. Generally, after interest
is generated on a local level, an ordinance will be
added to the city code to allow for such designation.
Once an ordinance is in place, there are quite a few
decisions that must be made regarding the administration of a NCDs. Administration depends largely
on the city and neighborhood, and how involved
residents hope to remain. In Cambridge, residents
of each NCD—a mix of renters, property owners,
and professionals in historic preservation, architecture, or real estate— along with one member of the
city’s Historical Commission make up a NCD commission that makes decisions about what happens
within their own district, with support from a staff
member. The NCD Commissions in Cambridge are
empowered to approve new construction, demolition, and alterations visible from a public way and
to preserve buildings that are architecturally and
historically significant. In Bloomington, Indiana,
however, the NCDs limit regulatory reviews to moving, demolition or new construction of a principal
or accessory building. After three years as a NCD,
the property owners in the district have an opportunity to object to its re-designation as a full historic
district. If a majority of owners object in writing, the
district continues as a NCD. Elsewhere, such as
in Chapel Hill, the planning department governs
the decisions made about the districts. Planning
department involvement assumes sufficient funding
and staff for such positions, which may not always
be available. Other cities instead have the historic
preservation commission make rulings about projects within the NCDs. Each city and neighborhood
must assess interest and availability of residents and
city staff and decide what works best in each case.
There are also varying levels of protection that must
be addressed in the ordinance language. A binding
decision by the governing body may require developers or owners to make changes to their designs
or face a penalty for non-compliance. However,
in most NCDs non-binding reviews or binding

Queen Village Conservation District in Philadelphia, where they hoped to prevent
further development like the one shown, with garage doors instead of pedestrianfriendly facades. Photo courtesy of the author.

reviews with minimal penalties have become typical. Unfortunately, homeowners or developers
often take advantage of minimal enforcement by
municipalities and ignore rulings and face few, if
any, repercussions.
If a city or neighborhood is considering creating
legislation to support NCDs, they should consider a
few other matters. For example, will a NCD actually
address the issues the community is facing? Too
often NCDs are created in hopes that it will solve
complex issues that often come with development.
These issues may include crime rates, changes in
the use of a property, institutional expansion, environmental issues, and many others. Too often
residents are disappointed in the results because
NCD designation fails to address these challenging
issues.
Local governments and neighborhood groups should
also consider the matter of education. Residents
within the potential district must be educated about
what this designation will mean to them, the benefits
it will offer, and how it will affect changes made to
homes. Architects and developers must also be
educated about the existence of these districts. They
should understand how the design guidelines will
affect their designs, the benefits to the neighborhood, and the fact that creative solutions are often
applauded. Hopefully, if properly informed about
the benefits of designation, there will be sufficient
support to make the district a success.
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Jill Baum, Preservation Idaho and
US Green Building Council–Idaho Chapter Volunteer

THE ECODISTRICT CONCEPT AS A
TOOL FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION
A Vision for Boise’s Central Addition Neighborhood
By Jill Baum

“Deep in the center of the city, there are
homes that have been resting in the soil of
sacred land for over a century. One hundred
and twenty cycles of seasons have been
viewed through the windows of these mansions, this winter they sit as rag and bones.
People of the land have failed to honor their
heritage. Citizens of Boise now hold the
key of opportunity to rescue these one of
a kind houses. American history is yours to
share and cherish, preservation is needed
to secure this legacy. Follow your heart
home.” Original Poetry by Boise EcoDistrict
Volunteer, Samantha Martin
The wrong side of the tracks: that’s literally where
Boise’s Central Addition neighborhood ended
up shortly after the turn of the twentieth century.
What had been THE place to live was now severed
from downtown, and virtually forgotten a century
later. By the turn of the twenty-first century, only
a couple dozen historic homes remained in this
compact ten-block area, some dating back to
the 1880s. Others were razed in the name of
surface parking or replaced with nondescript, suburban-style office buildings. Two major one-way,
east-west crosstown thoroughfares replaced the
railroad, continuing to cut off the neighborhood
from downtown to the north, and now also from
Julia Davis Park along the river to the south. Five
lanes of traffic speed by each side of what remains
of this neighborhood, perched as an oasis in the
increasingly urbanized landscape.
Aerial view of the Central Addition neighborhood, looking west from Broadway Avenue. Whole
Foods (with permeable parking lot) is in the left foreground, anchoring the west end of the
neighborhood, which is dominated by parking and huge commercial buildings. The core of the
historic neighborhood is just left of center in this photo. Photo courtesy of the author
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What makes this oasis special is its history, and the fact that it IS an oasis. One quiet, people-scaled
street runs in between the two highways. A row of four, early twentieth-century workers’ cottages graces
one block, with aging larger homes just around the corner. Historic
industrial and commercial spaces line nearby streets. All this is just
minutes by foot from the state capitol, busy retail stores and restaurants, City Hall, the Old Boise Historic District, the theater district
and a beloved city park – and at the heart of a growing western
city with increasing demand for downtown housing, storm water
management, green infrastructure, alternative energy options, bike
commuting routes and open space access. In short, Boise has the
potential to experiment in a dozen different directions with ways to
green the city. And what could be greener than revitalizing and
preserving the fabric of this little neighborhood?

An EcoDistrict Vision for
Boise’s Central Addition
Neighborhood:
A vibrant Central Addition
neighborhood where property
owners, businesses, residents and
partners collaborate to identify and
implement sustainable development
practices that protect the
environment, preserve its history,
strengthen the economy, create a
sense of place and contribute to
Downtown’s livability.
• High-functioning new and
existing green developments
that attract tenants and visitors
• Historic fabric that provides a
sense of place and is worthy of
national recognition
• Proximity and easy access
to city amenities including
parks, businesses, schools and
entertainment
• Ability to optimize green district
energy infrastructure
• Storm water mitigation through
innovative streetscapes,
rooftops, landscaping, etc.
• Vibrant neighborhood identity
and economic vitality

Present day 4th Street in the Central Addition neighborhood, showing the
Straughan House (1893) and the rear elevation of two of the four row houses
(c.1906) that face Broad Street. Photo courtesy of Preservation Idaho.

Boise’s Central Addition
neighborhood, as unremarkable as it may
currently appear, represents an important early
stage in the city’s development and embodies
the energy that it took to
create it. As has been
documented so well in
the National Trust for
Historic Preservation’s
“The Greenest Building” 5th Street in the Central Addition neighborhood c. 1895, showing
Jones and Fowler Houses that still stand today. Photo
report, the greenest the
courtesy of the Idaho State Historical Society Archives.
building is often the one
already built. This blend of “green” and “historic” is what
makes the EcoDistrict concept a potential tool for historic
preservation, particularly where a designated historic district
isn’t possible (because of the few and fragmented historic
buildings) or perhaps even desirable (due to some fatigue at
City Hall for the designation). In Boise’s case, the City has
not been interested in creating another historic district, but local advocates believe the remaining structures are important.
Preservation Idaho, the state-wide historic preservation advocacy organization, pursued the possibility of listing the district
in the National Register of Historic Places. Fire and demolition
recently claimed three more buildings in the neighborhood,
however, leaving less than a dozen potentially contributing
buildings over a four-block area. Without the familiar tools
of historic or conservation district designation, preservationists
are hoping that the EcoDistrict concept will serve as an incentive for preservation and re-use of the last historic structures.
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What is an EcoDistrict?
[From Seattle’s
Capitol Hill Housing’s
EcoDistrict flyer]

[From the San
Francisco City Planning
Department website]

[From Portland State
University’s Institute for
Sustainable Solutions]

An EcoDistrict is sustainability applied at the neighborhood scale.
EcoDistricts apply a framework for
realizing advanced sustainability
– increasing efficiencies, reducing
pollution, restoring ecosystems and
improving communities – through
behavior change, building design
and infrastructure investments.
EcoDistricts are measured for improved performance over time.

An Eco-District is defined by its
community. Property owners, businesses and residents contribute
time, dollars and enthusiasm to
identify, prioritize, and implement
sustainable development projects in the area. Eco-Districts are
neighborhood scale public-private
partnerships that can strengthen
the economy while creating a
stronger sense of place.

An EcoDistrict is a highly integrated
neighborhood that is vibrant, resource
efficient and engages residents in promoting human connections and well-being. It
is home to smart buildings; strives to capture and reuse energy, water and waste
on site; offers a range of transportation
options; provides open space for people
and natural areas for wildlife; and tracks
tangible progress toward neighborhood
sustainability over time.

Boiseans attending the National Preservation Conference in Spokane in 2012 were inspired by the work
in other communities. In particular, Dubuque’s Historic Millwork district shed light on the potential to
marry preservation, economic development and sustainability, and maximize each in the process. While
not a specified EcoDistrict, the principles of collaboration and economy of scale resonated with the
Central Addition EcoDistrict proponents. Similarly, the efforts in Portland intrigued Boiseans, not because
of their explicit inclusion of historic resources in their five pilot EcoDistricts, but because they clearly
articulated the possibility of neighborhood initiative to integrate sustainable building and infrastructure
improvements. The Central Addition neighborhood is already home to several LEED-certified buildings,
as well as the University of Idaho’s Integrated Design Lab and the US Green Building Council-Idaho
Chapter’s offices.

Pre and post-renovation of a Central Addition building by the architecture firm CSHQA for new headquarters office space (registered LEED project with Platinum certification goal).
Photo courtesy CSHQA

At its essence, an EcoDistrict is a neighborhood-scale approach to sustainable development that builds
an inherent sense of place. It’s not (yet) an officially sanctioned or certifiable designation, but rather a
systems-level approach to reenergizing communities. Important components of this type of district include
energy consumption, resource use and sharing, water conservation, street and roofscapes, walkability,
creativity, and the encouragement of mixed uses. An EcoDistrict seeks to promote the unique character
of an area, which ideally leads back to its historic roots. To work, this approach must bring a range
of interests to the table and build stakeholder buy-in from the earliest visioning and planning stages.
Developers, preservationists, residents, business owners, municipalities, utilities and investors together
shape the desired outcomes (including long-term monitoring goals) from the outset.

The Alliance Review | January-February 2014 | National Alliance of Preservation Commissions

Why EcoDistricts Matter…
[From Portland’s
Lloyd EcoDistrict Roadmap]

• For Municipalities: Support a
neighborhood sustainability
assessment and investment
strategy to help meet broader
sustainability policy and
economic development goals.
• For Utilities: Create a model
for integrated infrastructure
planning guiding development
of more effective infrastructure
investments over time,
emphasizing resiliency and
efficiency.
• For Developers and Property
Owners: Create a mechanism
to reduce development and
operating costs by linking
individual building investments
to neighborhood infrastructure
while making investments more
attractive to tenants
and visitors.
• For Businesses: Provide a
platform to deliver district-scale
infrastructure and building
products and services to
market.
• For Residents and Neighbors:
Provide a tangible way to get
involved in improving and
enhancing the neighborhood’s
economic vitality and
sustainability, and a new
form of local organization for
meaningful actions.
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This relationship-building process takes time, but in the long
term can provide a concrete foundation upon which to move
forward in a collaborative and comprehensive manner. The
conversation in Boise was jump-started in April 2013 from the
Senior Director of the Preservation Green Lab, Mark Huppert.
Already, several dozen stakeholders in Boise have met multiple
times over the past year to brainstorm the best approach to securing the future of the Central Addition neighborhood. A core
working group, convened regularly by USGBC-Idaho, is identifying pilot projects that will physically demonstrate the benefits
of various EcoDistrict tenets, including the all-important economic value proposition. To this end, next steps might include
forming a business coalition and/or neighborhood association.
Boise will continue to turn to other Western cities for examples
as we design the Central Addition EcoDistrict. In addition to
the work in Portland, the Capitol Hill EcoDistrict in Seattle has
made great strides recently in articulating their vision with the
leadership of Capitol Hill Housing. Since historic properties dot
that district, it will be interesting to see how preservation policies
are integrated into the Capitol Hill EcoDistrict’s performance
areas. The North Park EcoDistrict in San Diego seems to share
some of Central Addition’s attributes, and hopefully Boise can
learn from their successes. North Park is not one of the city’s
designated historic districts, but it does have an abundance of
historic and cultural resources. It is a city-sponsored business
improvement district as well as a Main Street program affiliated
with the National Trust for Historic Preservation. Therefore, they
had the necessary structure in place – along with the willingness
– to grow a sustainability program for the neighborhood that
has evolved into an EcoDistrict. Among their listed objectives is
to “sustain and celebrate the neighborhood’s historic nature.”
Boise is not ready to designate a historic district in Central
Addition, nor have they fully embraced the EcoDistrict concept.
However, in January 2014 Boise’s Department of Planning
and Development Services began an inclusive, neighborhood
master-planning process for the Central Addition, stimulated
by the efforts of the EcoDistrict working groups and by the recent loss of three historic structures. Ideally, the outcome of
these months of meetings could include certain protections and
incentives, particularly for repurposing existing buildings or at
least for halting the demolition of historic structures. Current
zoning is being reconsidered, as are traffic patterns. Whether
or not the Central Addition becomes home to more parking lots
or to an innovative, easily accessible, mixed-use neighborhood
remains to be seen. For now, the future seems to be pointing at
the intersection of historic preservation and green construction,
which is a match that’s made to be sustainable for generations
to come.

Caroline Wells is the Director of Planning
& Community Development
Town of Warren, RI

Voluntary Historic Districts in
Warren, Rhode Island
By Caroline Wells

Founded in the mid-eighteenth century, Warren—with a population of about
10,600—is on Rhode Island’s scenic East
Bay, between Providence and Newport. The
evolution of historic preservation in the town
has been unpredictable. Since 1974, the town
has had a National Register District (Warren
Waterfront Historic District) along its waterfront
and colonial-era downtown but not a local
historic district. The 2003 Comprehensive
Plan called for greater protection through a
local historic preservation zoning district. A
small but vocal group defeated any effort to
create such a district. As an alternative, the
Town Council created the Warren Voluntary
Historic District, which—with 694 properties—is more expansive than the National
Register District. In this district (and elsewhere
in the town any properties over 100 years old),
owners could receive a property-tax credit for
qualifying exterior renovations to their historic structures. The Warren Voluntary Historic
District Commission was responsible for approving the renovations and the credit (up to
20% of the cost of exterior restoration work).
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St Mark’s Episcopal Church (1829) as it appeared with its original belfry and parapet, which were lost during the Hurricane of 1938, and as it appears today.
Photos courtesy of the author

This program has operated for over 10 years,
contributing to the restoration of a number of
structures in the historic district. It has become
apparent, however, that the voluntary district has
been insufficient to protect neighborhoods as a
whole. Poor renovation, neglect, and threats to
significant structures have underscored the inadequacy of a voluntary program to preserve historic
buildings and neighborhoods.
This situation came to a head in 2013, when
two local developers attempted to purchase St.
Mark’s Episcopal Church in Warren. Dating from
1829 and designed by prominent architect Russell
Warren (1783-1860) at the height of his career,
the church had been for sale since 2010, when it
closed. The Greek-Revival building is surrounded
by historic structures pre-dating the late 1800s.
Seeing no other offers, the Episcopal Diocese of
Rhode Island accepted the developers’ proposal.
The developers immediately published plans to
remove the columns and stained-glass windows
and divide the structure into condominiums. After
neighborhood outcries and vigils, another local
developer, Dave Wescott, stepped into the negotiations and persuaded the two developers to look
elsewhere. Mr. Wescott now owns the property
and is pursuing opportunities to repurpose the
building while maintaining its historic integrity.
This crisis brought the downside of voluntary
preservation to the attention of the townspeople.
Losing one of Warren’s most iconic structures was

a disturbing prospect. Yet the idea of a mandatory
historic preservation district, created by zoning,
was time consuming to draft and unattractive to
many. In the fall of 2013, local preservationists
(spearheaded by the Warren Voluntary Historic
District Commission) proposed a modification
to the Town’s existing demolition ordinance, an
ordinance which requires Town Council approval
for any demolition in the historic district. The
proposed ordinance requires an advisory opinion
from the Historic District Commission on the exterior alteration of any historic structure that may
affect its historic integrity in the Voluntary Historic
District. If the Historic District Commission disapproves the proposed modifications, the permit
application must be heard and decided by Town
Council. In those instances, the Commission
prepares a report to the Council describing the
historic importance of the building, the effect
of the proposed demolition or alteration on the
building’s historic value, and—if applicable—any
recommendations for the design of a replacement
building.
The demolition ordinance—as it is still called—
passed unanimously by Warren’s Town Council.
The Voluntary Historic District Commission now
receives all building permit applications that entail
modifications to historic structures in the Historic
District. Although this accounts for a significant
increase in the Commission’s workload, the ordinance gives some comfort to preservationists that
the Town’s irreplaceable assets are protected.

Sarah Korjeff is the Preservation Specialist
at Cape Cod (MA) Commission

Districts of
Critical Planning Concern
BySarah Korjeff

Cape Cod, a peninsula located along the southeast coast of Massachusetts, has a wealth
of historic resources, from its buildings and historic villages to its cultural landscapes and
archaeological sites. Thousands of Cape buildings are listed in the National Register of
Historic Places or located in one of the region’s 22 local and regional historic districts,
but many more historic properties exist outside these protected areas. In response, the
Cape Cod Commission, a regional planning and land-use regulatory agency serving
the 15 towns of Cape Cod, has developed a unique tool for protecting these other
important historic and cultural features across the region. A District of Critical Planning
Concern (DCPC) is a planning tool that allows a town or group of towns to impose a
moratorium on certain types of development in a specified area, in order to plan for
and adopt special rules and regulations that will protect significant resources there.
The resources can be natural, cultural or economic in nature, and several DCPCs have
included protections for historic or archaeological resources. Towns nominate an area
to the Cape Cod Commission and work with Commission staff to craft regulations that
protect the district. The DCPC tool was established in 1990 through the Cape Cod
Commission Act, a special Act of the Massachusetts General Court. While the tool
requires special legislation that may not be available outside our region (a similar tool
exists on the nearby island of Martha’s Vineyard), the type of regulations and supportive
actions it fosters can be transferred anywhere.
The town of Barnstable created a DCPC for the Craigville Beach area because of concerns about the large scale of additions and new construction in a neighborhood of
coastal homes and tiny Gothic-revival cottages that were part of a 19th century Christian
Camp Meeting (founded 1872). While a portion of the camp meeting area was listed in
the National Register of Historic Places, many significant buildings fell outside the district
boundaries, and the National Register listing offered limited protection.
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As an alternative to establishing a local historic
district, the town used the DCPC moratorium to establish a special permit process requiring compliance
with dimensional standards and design guidelines
catered to each unique neighborhood (called
Neighborhood Overlay regulations). Dimensional
standards limit the lot coverage and the size of additions, and they discourage demolition by limiting
reconstructions to the previously existing floor area
and building height. Historic inventory work was
also completed, paving the way for future expansion
of the National Register district.
In the town of Dennis, a DCPC for the Quivet Neck/
Crowe’s Pasture area manages residential growth
on nearly 250 acres of a large open landscape with
sensitive natural and archaeological resources. The
town used the DCPC tool to create a zoning bylaw
that acts as a Scenic Vista Overlay District, including
a reference map showing “visually significant areas”
such as pond and coastal shorelines, skylines and
ridge faces. The bylaw limits clearing and vista
pruning, and restricts the height and size of structures in visually significant areas.
The bylaw also identifies “High Sensitivity Historic/
Archaeological Areas” and requires archaeological
surveys and review by the Massachusetts Historical
Commission to avoid adverse effects from any development proposed in this area. In support of these
regulations, the town purchased 33.5 acres with
significant historic and archaeological resources
and created a management plan for the land.

Map of the Craigville Beach DCPC area, part of the village of Centerville. Photo courtesy of the author

Quivet Neck/Crowe’s Pasture District of Critical Planning Concern in Dennis, MA. NAPC file photo.

The Cape Cod Commission has chosen not to
designate many DCPCs on its own, instead relying
on towns to nominate them because of the political
issues involved. That has resulted in a small number
of DCPCs, but has allowed for creativity in protecting
critical resources, using the moratorium effectively
to remove development pressures from the process
when new bylaws are being created. The concept
of combining zoning changes like overlay districts,
revised dimensional regulations and special permit
requirements with non-regulatory actions like design
guidelines, conservation restrictions, and land protection measures has proven effective and should
be considered by other communities.
Quivet Neck/Crowe’s Pasture District of Critical Planning Concern in Dennis, MA.
Photo courtesy of the author

Joelle Jordan is the Senior Planner
for the City of Round Rock, TX

The “Local Legends”
Program, Round Rock, TX
By Joelle Jordan

The City of Round Rock, with a population of just over 100,000, is located in
Central Texas in one of the fastest growing regions in the country. In 1979, the
City established its preservation program and adopted regulations that have
allowed the designation of historic buildings and districts. However, with so
much growth, City staff wanted to find a way to recognize individuals, families,
businesses, groups, publications, and organizations that have had a positive
and lasting impact on the culture, development, and history of Round Rock.
In 1990, the City created its “Local Legends” program to do just that. The
following criteria are considered in the selection process:
•
•
•
•

Importance to the City’s founding or growth;
Association with an historic place or event;
Impact of service to the community’s history, development or culture;
Achievements that have brought honor and distinction to the City of
Round Rock.

Nomination forms are accepted year round. In the late spring, the Historic
Preservation Commission appoints a committee of citizens to review all
nominations and recommend who should be selected. Typically one to four selections are made each year. Once the Commission receives the Committee’s
recommendations, they vote to select the Local Legends and then make a
presentation at a City Council meeting in October each year to honor that
year’s recipients. Each recipient receives a Certificate of Recognition. New
recipients are added to a plaque which hangs in the City’s offices and lists all
of the award recipients since the program’s inception.
Sometimes, the Local Legend recipient is no longer living. In those cases, staff
works with a local genealogical society to locate relatives to attend the City
Council presentation ceremony. In recent years, the Committee has brought
forth some nominations of founding members of the community like the City’s
first postmaster, Thomas Oatts, who had a hand in naming the City. In 1851
Oatts opened the Brushy Creek Post Office in his store on the stagecoach
route that is now called Chisholm Trail Road. In 1854, the US Postal Service
asked him to provide a different name for the settlement, as there was already
a town in Texas called Brushy. Mr. Oatts decided to rename the town “Round
Rock” after the large rock in the middle of Brushy Creek that marked a low water crossing, and where he and Jacob Harrell enjoyed fishing. On August 24,
1854, the community was officially named Round Rock. It was heartwarming
to see Oatts’ great-great granddaughter accept the Local Legends award on
his behalf over 150 years later.
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Mr. Oatts’ Local Legends award, which included a certificate of recognition, was presented by HPC Chairman Gary Brown (right) and accepted by Thomas Oatts’ great-greatgranddaughter, Nan Elizabeth (Betsi) Schaefer (left). Photos courtesy of the author

To date, 55 recipients have been honored. Most awards have been given to individuals and families;
however, businesses like The Lone Star Bakery that makes the famous Round Rock Donut, and the
Domino Players, a group of men who used to sit at a downtown gas station and play dominoes, have
also been recognized as Local Legends.
Additional information on the program, this year’s recipients, past recipients and photos are available
on the City’s website at: www.roundrocktexas.gov/locallegends.

Left:The Domino Players began playing outside the
gas station at 102 N. Mays Street during the gas
crises of the 1970s, and were a regular sight for
several decades. Photo courtesy of the author
Top:The Lone Star Bakery has been a local
institution since its founding by Reinhold Moehring
in 1926. Its yellow “Round Rock Donuts” were
named Texas Monthly’s 1978 “best donut in Texas,”
and have been featured in many food and travel
guides as a tourist attraction to Central Texas. Photo
courtesy of the author
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David W. Schoell
David A Pounds
Susan McKee
Chandler M Poole
Tom Neal
Jean Arnold Dodge
Scott DesPlanques
Joseph Januzelli
Barbara Qualteria

City Of Missoula
Individual Member
Individual Member
Individual Member
City Of Longview
Individual Member
Individual Member
Tulsa Preservation Commission
West Vincent Township
City Of Leadville
Tulsa Preservation Commission
Tulsa Preservation Commission
Tulsa Preservation Commission
West Lafayette Historic Preservation Commission
Tulsa Preservation Commission
Mobile Historic Development Commission
City of St. Joseph Landmarks Commission
Borough of Norristown
Chalfont Borough Historic Architectural Review Board

Missoula
Telluride
Urbandale
Somerset
Longview
Baltimore
Kennett Square
Tulsa
Birchrunville
Leadville
Tulsa
Tulsa
Tulsa
West Lafayette
Tulsa
Mobile
St. Joseph
Norristown
Chalfont

MT
CO
IA
NJ
TX
MD
PA
OK
PA
CO
OK
OK
OK
IN
OK
AL
MO
PA
PA

THANK YOU

RENEWING NAPC PROFESSIONAL NETWORK MEMBERS:

McDoux Preservation LLC (http://mcdoux.com/)
Steph McDougal , P. O. Box 1556 , Kemah, TX 77565

McDoux Preservation is a consulting firm that specializes in performance improvement for preservation professionals. Steph McDougal has developed training/education and performance systems for Global 500 companies, small
businesses, higher education, and non-profits since 1996. In 2008, she completed a Master’s degree in Historic Preservation and refocused her existing consulting practice. McDoux Preservation provides research-based solutions that
make city governments, non-profit preservation organizations, and individuals more effective. We do the typical work
of preservation consultants — survey, design guidelines, ordinance development, etc. — with an eye to improving
these processes and making them less expensive and more accessible. We also specialize in strategic planning with
an integrated action/reporting component, to ensure that plans are implemented and achieved.

Rory Hays (roarh1950@aol.com)

1041 East Palmaire, Phoenix, AZ 85020, Tel: (602) 274-8477

Phoenix-based attorney specializing in public affairs and administrative law. Provides training and advice on legal issues pertaining to historic preservation. Former Chair of Phoenix Historic Preservation Board and former NAPC Board
member.

Skylark Consulting (skylarkconsulting.com)

Marty McCune and Jerry Kyle, 1527 East Painted Colt Loop, Tucson, AZ 85719, Tel: (520) 437-5355

Skylark Consulting provides historical consulting services such as archival assessment, National Register nomination
preparation, development of exhibits and historic interpretive projects as well as training and techinical assistance.

Ann Benson McGlone, LLC (www.annbensonmcglone.com)
732 Patterson Avenue, San Antonio, TX 78209, Tel: (210) 219-3648

Ann Benson McGlone, LLC provides historic preservation consulting services to local governments, architecture and engineering firms, preservation organizations and individual property owners who are interested in preserving the unique character of
their neighborhoods, buildings, public places and downtowns. Ms. McGlone’s experience in both public administration and
architecture helps balance citizen desires with municipal constraints by providing achievable strategies and long term value for
community enhancement through design guidelines and historic district designation. As a registered architect specializing in
Historic Preservation she offers insight and advice to architects, engineers and owners who are working with historic structures
or within historic districts.
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ARIZONA

February 14, 2014
http://tinyurl.com/kh2pp8b

February 12, 2014
http://tinyurl.com/lmp6u22

Miami Historic Preservation Board
Moves to Protect Tequesta site

NEWS

FLORIDA

STATE

Community Members Launch Project
to Promote Historic Preservation

Miami’s historic preservation board on Friday roundly
rejected a developer’s plan to carve out and display a
prehistoric remnant of a recently uncovered Tequesta
village in downtown Miami, and instead set the stage
for potentially designating the site a protected historic
landmark. The board’s decision, encapsulated in three
separate votes after a seven-hour hearing, was a big
win for preservationists and archaeologists who have
been pressing the developer, MDM Group, to redesign a
planned commercial and hotel project to accommodate
the finds, regarded as some of the most significant
traces of an indigenous settlement in the country. The
board also voted to ask the developer to come back
with a revised plan that better protects and showcases
the archaeology, which includes posthole patterns
believed to have been the foundations of a 2,000-yearold Tequesta village, as well as remnants of a Seminole
War-era U.S. Army fort and of Henry Flagler’s Royal
Palm Hotel, which gave rise to the city’s founding. An
attorney for MDM, however, said the developer intends
to immediately appeal the board’s decision to the Miami
city commission.

Four community members in Phoenix recently launched a
partnership project at to help citizens realize their potential
in evolving the downtown community. The group introduced
“Envisioning Phoenix: An Urban Film Series,” a partnership
project that gathered four people with an idea to spread the
word of the benefits of living in downtown Phoenix. Phoenix
has been losing a fight, said Daniel Zayas: a fight to preserve
historical buildings, local businesses and sustainable
innovations. Because of this, Zayas and the co-founders of
This Could Be Phoenix, decided to take action. They put their
ideas together to raise awareness of downtown Phoenix’s
importance and how others can join them in making the
city a more sustainable and locally-appreciated area. All
four members of the new organization spoke following the
screening of “The Human Scale,” a documentary about
building cities that fit people’s needs for a livable community.
In addition to preserving historic buildings, all presenters
said future “Envisioning Phoenix” events hope to work with
citizens to build an even better future for downtown Phoenix.

‘Real Housewives’ Star and Husband
can Tear Down Historic Home

January 24, 2014
http://tinyurl.com/lhe2ptx

February 13, 2014
http://tinyurl.com/ktmevm2

The Miami Design Preservation League has dropped its
lawsuit trying to block the demolition of the Star Island
home owned by Real Housewives of Miami cast member
Lisa Hochstein and her plastic surgeon husband. The
appeal was the only thing standing between the 1925
home, designed by Walter DeGarmo, and the wrecking
ball. As part of a settlement agreement, the Hochsteins
also agreed to drop a countersuit challenging the
preservation league’s ability to file for historic designation
of his home. The couple also agreed to contribute
$25,000 toward the league’s cost of fighting to protect
the home. The settlement ends a year-long battle
between the celebrity couple and Miami Beach’s historic
preservation community. The fight highlighted an uptick
in the number of historic Beach single-family homes that
have been demolished, and was used as beacon to push
for changes in the city’s preservation laws.

MINNESOTA
Dinkytown Hotel v. Historic Preservation

A developer’s plan to build a six-story hotel in the heart of
the Dinkytown neighborhood near downtown Minneapolis
received a setback when the Minneapolis Heritage
Preservation Commission rejected
three requested
demolition permits, pending a review to determine whether
Dinkytown should be designated a historic district. The
developer will “very likely” appeal the decision to the City
Council, which could reverse it to pave way for construction of
a 125-room hotel in the four-block business district adjacent
to the University of Minnesota. Supporters argued that
Dinkytown warrants historic designation under two of the
statutory criteria, including its “distinctive elements of city or
neighborhood identity” and its association with “significant
events or with periods that exemplify broad patterns of
cultural, political, economic or social history…its pedestrianscale physical appearance and character are strongly
associated with the historic character of [the] neighborhood
– the first neighborhood in Minneapolis, nestled between
the major land-grant University, with its historic knoll area,
and the St. Anthony Falls Historic District.”

ONLINE DESIGN GUIDELINES COLLECTION
VISIT http://napc.uga.edu and click on “Online Design Guidelines”
Don’t see your district’s guidelines?
Send the link to napc@uga.edu
e d u cat i o n
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Call for Nominations:
2014 NAPC Commission Excellence Awards
Has there been an exemplary preservation project in your community that your fellow preservationists
need to know about? NAPC is now accepting applications for our 2014 Commission Excellence Awards
to recognize and honor outstanding efforts and achievements by local historic preservation commissions
and boards of architectural review. Award categories include Best Practices - identification and
protection of historic resources, public outreach, and technology - and Commission of the Year.
Recognition as part of the Commission Excellence Awards is an effective way to build public support for
preservation in your community. Past award recipients have included collaborative video projects, free
tax credit workshops, house fairs, and innovation in design guidelines and historic resource surveys.
Nominations are encouraged from small and large communities alike.
The awards ceremony will be held at Forum 2014 in Philadelphia, PA, July 16-20. Award recipients
will receive one complimentary registration to Forum 2014, a mounted award certificate, and will be
featured in the NAPC newsletter, The Alliance Review.

The deadline for applications is April 15, 2014.
To download an application form and for more information
on previous award winners, please visit our website:
http://napc.uga.edu/commission-excellence-awards
Please contact Paul Trudeau, NAPC Program Director,
with any questions about the awards program at
ptrudeau@uga.edu or 706-369-5881.
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THANK YOU!
RENEWING NAPC MEMBERS:
Maggie Riales
Shirley Marquardt
Gale Price
Michelle M. Anthony
Judy Perszyk
Susan West Montgomery
Barbara Lawrence
Megan Irwin
Beth Laughinghouse
Michele McCabe
George Edwards
Katherine Adams
Karen McWilliams
Ronald Lee Fleming
Marion O. Harris
Courtney Mooney
Jay Vogt
Dan Brown
Susan Dorr Pansky
Philip Baker
Steph McDougal
Rose Rohr
Rory Hays
William Butler
Christiana Brady
Jay Platt
Stephen Gugliotta
Jean Innamorati
Joan Barton
Lynn Furney
Joey Sleeper
Mike Maki
Gail S Tomlinson
Marty McCune
Earle Shettleworth
Michelle McCullough
David George Nutter
Robert Vogel
Toni McKelvey
Matthew Spring
Brett Estes
Karen Biel
Dennis Hill
Philip Thomason
Debbie Schoonover
Bill Colonna

City of Dillon
Individual Member
City Of Janesville
Manitou Springs Historic Preservation Commmission
Huntsville Historic Preservation Commission
Individual Member
Individual Member
City of Highland
Jefferson Historic Preservation Commission
NC Historic Preservation Office
Historic Wilmington Foundation
Individual Member
City of Fort Collins Landmark Preservation Commission
Townscape Institute
Morris Co. Trust for Historic Preservation
Las Vegas Historic Preservation Commission
Cultural Heritage Center
Tennessee Historical Commission
Carson City Planning Division
Dartmouth Historic Commission
McDoux Preservation LLC
Jones City Historic Preservation Commission
Individual Member
Harlem Historic Preservation Commission
Individual Member
City of Glendale Historic Preservation Commission
City of Galesburg, Galesburg Landmark Commission
Brookline Preservation Commission
City of Batavia Historic Preservation Commission
Cranston Historic District Commission
City of Paris Historic Preservation Commission
Kenosha Historic Preservation Commission
Senatobia Historic Preservation Commisson
Skylark Consulting
Maine Historic Preservation Commission
Forsyth County Historic Resources Commission
Asheville & Buncombe County Historic Resources Commission
Pathfinder CRM, LLC
Monroeville Historic Preservation Commission
Tipp City Government Center
City of Astoria, Community Development
Magnolia Springs HPC
LeMars Historic Preservation Commission
Thomason & Associates
Gunnison County Historic Preservation Commission
Thomasville Historic Preservation Commission

Dillon
Round Rock
Janesville
Manitou Springs
Huntsville
Takoma Park
Somerset
Highland
Jefferson
Raleigh
Wilmington
Washington
Fort Collins
Cambridge
Morristown
Las Vegas
Pierre
Nashville
Carson City
Dartmouth
Kemah
Anamosa
Phoenix
Harlem
Vero Beach
Glendale
Galesburg
Brookline
Batavia
Cranston
Paris
Kenosha
Senatobia
Tucson
Augusta
Winston-Salem
Asheville
Spring Grove
Monroeville
Tipp City
Astoria
Magnolia Springs
LeMars
Nashville
Gunnison
High Point
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SC
TX
WI
CO
AL
MD
NJ
CA
GA
NC
NC
DC
CO
MA
NJ
NV
SD
TN
NV
MA
TX
IA
AZ
GA
FL
CA
IL
MA
NY
RI
TX
WI
MS
AZ
ME
NC
NC
MN
AL
OH
OR
AL
IA
TN
CO
NC
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THANK YOU!

RENEWING MEMBERS: CONTINUED FROM PAGE 21
Carolyn Preische
Christy Lickei
Suzanne Stanis
Jan Meston
Matthew Synatschk
Robert Fisher
John Sykes
Arlana Shields
Kristine Hebert
Ronald Sovine
Bob Heggestad
William T. Frazier
James K Reap
Deborah Andrews
Brian D Goeken
Janet Joiner
Billi Jo Wilson
Catherine Garner
Jay DiLorenzo
Erik Nelson
Lauren Perez Hoogkamer
Lucinda Woodward
Brian Poland
Scott DesPlanques
Tracy Flucke
Ann McGlone
Leah J. Konicki
Lisa Harrelson
Erin Chambers
Sean Gascoigne
Donna Jennings
Agnes Wanman
Dean Thomas
Kevin Kuchenbecker
Adina Ward
Louisette Leonard Kidd
Amy Munro

Design Review Board
Codington County Historic Preservation Commission
Indiana Landmarks
City Of Everett
City Of Georgetown, TX
Town of Bel Air, Historic Preservation Commission
Baton Rouge Historic Preservation Commission
City of Franklin
Plaqumine Historic District Commission
Jeanerette Historic Advisory Commission
Lexington Historic Preservation Commission
Frazier Associates
College Of Environment & Design
Individual Member
Individual Member
Vienna Historic Preservation Commission
Newton/North Newton HPC
Salisbury Historic Preservation Commission
Preservation League of New York State
Fredericksburg Architectural Review Board
City of Bothell Landmarks Preservation Board
Office of Historic Preservation
Hammond Historic Preservation Commission
City of St. Joseph Landmarks Commission
Allouez Historical Preservation Committee
Ann Benson McGlone, LLC
Cardno JFNew
City of Opelika
Newton Historic Preservation
Hinsdale Historic Preservation Commission
City of Denham Springs
Wake Forest Historic Preservation Commission
Borough of Fairfield
Deadwood Historic Preservation Commission
City of Beaumont, Historic Landmark Commission
City Of Mandeville
Elgin Heritage Commission

Join NAPC-L
Access to NAPC-L
is limited to
NAPC members

East Hampton
Watertown
Indianapolis
Everett
Georgetown
Bel Air
Baton Rouge
Franklin
Plaquemine
Jeanerette
Lexington
Staunton
Athens
Arvada
Washington
Vienna
Newton
Salisbury
Albany
Fredericksburg
Bothell
Sacramento
Hammond
St. Joseph
Green Bay
San Antonio
Cincinnati
Opelika
Newton
Hinsdale
Denham Springs
Wake Forest
Fairfield
Deadwood
Beaumont
Mandeville
Elgin

NY
SD
IN
WA
TX
MD
LA
LA
LA
LA
MO
VA
GA
CO
DC
GA
KS
NC
NY
VA
WA
CA
IN
MO
WI
TX
OH
AL
IA
IL
LA
NC
PA
SD
TX
LA
IL

NAPC-L is the only
national listserv for local
preservation commissions.
NAPC-L gives you access
to local commission
members, staff, and others
across the United States.

To join NAPC-L, simply send an e-mail to napc@uga.edu, subject line: Join NAPC-L.
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Commission Assistance & Mentoring Program
™

CAMP is an intensive, high-energy program
customized to meet your training needs.
Nationally recognized CAMP counselors
drawn from local preservation programs
across the country provide the highest
quality training in an atmosphere of
camaraderie and celebration.
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Every CAMP is built around
NAPC’s four-point curriculum:

1. The legal framework of local preservation
2. Identifying and protecting historic resources
3. The commission’s role and responsibility
4. Public support and outreach

CAMP Costs:
One Day: $7,000
Day and a Half: $9,000
Prices include: all speaker
expenses and training materials
for up to 30 attendees;
$25 per attendee over 30.
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Become part of the
national network of local
preservation, historic
district, and landmark
commissions and boards
of architectural review.
Organized to help local
preservation programs
succeed through
education, advocacy, and
training, The National
Alliance of Preservation
Commissions is the
only national nonprofit
organization dedicated
to local preservation
commissions and their
work. NAPC is a source of
information and support
for local commissions and
serves as a unifying body
giving them a national
voice. As a member of
NAPC, you will benefit
from the experience and
ideas of communities
throughout the United
States working to protect
historic districts and
landmarks through local
legislation, education,
and advocacy.

$20.00
• Student
$35.00
• Individual Membership
$50.00
• Commissions: Municipal/county population
less than 5,000*
• Local nonprofit organizations

Name

$100
• Commissions: Municipal/county population
of 5,000 to 50,000*
• Regional or statewide nonprofit organizations

Commission/Organization

$150
• Commissions: Municipal/county population
greater than 50,000*
• State Historic Preservation Offices
• Federal Agencies
• National nonprofit organizations

Address

$150
PROFESSIONAL NETWORK
• Consultants /Consulting Firms
• Businesses/Companies
• Other Professional Services

City

State

Phone

Zip Code

Fax

In addition to receiving all NAPC membership
benefits, Professional members are listed in the
NAPC Professional Network Directory at
http://napc.uga.edu/directory.

* Membership includes all commission members
and staff. Please provide complete list with
each name, mailing address, e-mail, phone
number, and preferred delivery method
of newsletter (postal or electronic)

PREMIUM MEMBERSHIP

E-mail

Half of all premium membership dues
support NAPC’s student internship and
Forum scholarship programs

I Prefer my newsletter:
Hard copy | in the mail

Digital | via email

How did you hear about NAPC?

$250 CHAIRS CIRCLE
$500 FOUNDERS CIRCLE

MEMBERSHIP CATEGORIES

PLEASE RETURN THIS FORM
WITH PAYMENT TO NAPC:
PO BOX 1605 ATHENS, GA 30603
OR FAX TO 706-369-5864
or join online at http://napc.uga.edu/join

