
The Preservation Board Meeting will be accessible for online viewing at: 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82396879726?pwd=WlQvS0IxY1lubVJDQVE0TFduWEJzUT09 

or via phone 312-626-6799 with Meeting ID:  823 9687 9726 and Passcode:  982216 

 

Due to the current COVID-19 Global Pandemic and subsequent Federal, State and 
Local Public Health Orders, for the protection of the public and in keeping with 
CDC guidelines, the meeting will be held by videoconference. 

 

In order to ensure all Board members and the public are able to connect successfully, we 
recommend that you call in or join via Zoom (for video) starting at 3:45 PM to allow time        
to troubleshoot any connection issues.  The host will open the phone lines and initiate the 
Zoom meeting at that time.  Should you have a problem accessing the meeting, please call         
Deneen Funk, Cultural Resources Office at (314) 657-3865.  

• For those participating in the teleconference, in order to ensure all participants can hear the 
audio in the meeting, it is essential that your phone or microphone be muted when you are 
not speaking.  

• Please follow any guidelines or rules established by the Chairman of the Preservation Board 
during the meeting. 

• If you wish to speak for the public hearing, and you are on your computer, please list your 
name and the topic you wish to address in the chat section of the meeting and mark it “Send 
to Everyone.” The chair will address you individually, at which time we ask that you un-mute 
yourself to speak. Once you are done, please state that you are finished and resume the mute 
functionality.  

• If you wish to speak for the public hearing and you are on a phone, and not at a computer 
or online personal device with a screen, once all physical or virtual comment cards submitters 
have had their time to speak, the chair will ask if anyone on the phone has additional 
comments. At that time, please unmute by pressing *6 and state your first name. If more than 
one individual has identified themselves, the chair will ask one person to speak at a time. Each 
person must state very clearly, their name, affiliation (if any), and address and proceed to 
comment. Once you are done, please state that you are finished and resume the mute 
functionality by pressing *6. 

People who need accommodations related to accessibility should contact Ms. Lousteau at 
lousteaum@stlouis-mo.gov or by phone at (314) 657-3850 or (314) 589-6000 (TTY). 

 

 

 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/82396879726?pwd=WlQvS0IxY1lubVJDQVE0TFduWEJzUT09
mailto:lousteaum@stlouis-mo.gov


 
 

CULTURAL RESOURCES OFFICE 
PRESERVATION BOARD 

REGULAR MEETING – ZOOM MEETING 
MONDAY, March 28, 2022 — 4:00 P.M. 
www.stlouis-mo.gov/cultural-resources 

 
 
OLD BUSINESS 

Approval of February 28, 2022 Preservation Board Minutes 
 
 
PRELIMINARY REVIEWS        Jurisdiction Project  

A. 718 N. GRAND BLVD .................... City Landmark ....................Additions to south & east ............... 1 
  Elevations 

B. 490 N. KINGSHIGHWAY BLVD ...... City Landmark ....................5-story addition & demolition ........ 7 
   of adjacent residential building 

C. 1800 LAFAYETTE AVE ................... Lafayette Square HD ..........Installation of projecting sign ....... 15 

http://www.stlouis.missouri.org/citygov/planning/heritage


1 
 

  
A. 

DATE: March 28, 2022  
ADDRESS:         718 N. Grand Boulevard 
ITEM: Preliminary Review of the proposed renovation to and expansion of Powell 

Symphony Hall (718 N. Grand Blvd.); project geography includes demolition of a 
house at 3514 Delmar. 

JURISDICTION:    City Landmark #78; listed in National Register of Historic Places as St. Louis 
Theater — Old Ward 19/New Ward 9 

STAFF: Meg Lousteau & Jan Cameron, Cultural Resources Office 

 
718 N. GRAND BOULEVARD — POWELL SYMPHONY HALL c. 2000 FROM THE LANDMARK FILE 

OWNER:  
St. Louis Symphony 
Marie-Hélène Bernard, President & CEO 

ARCHITECT: 
Christner Architects 
Stacey Wehe 

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the Preservation Board grant 
preliminary approval to the project with the 
stipulation that final plans and exterior 
materials are reviewed and approved by the 
Cultural Resources Office.   
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THE PROJECT: 
     ____________________________________ 

The proposal is to construct a large addition to Powell Symphony Hall at the south and west 
façades, adding a new entry and circulation space, with rehearsal and workshop areas at the 
rear, and a new entrance on the north façade; all elements subject to CRO review. The project 
will also include renovation of parts of the interior to improve accessibility and acoustics.   

Powell Symphony Hall was originally constructed as a movie house, the R.K.O. St Louis Theatre, 
in 1925, joining a collection of theatres in the Grand Center area. Because of its superior 
acoustics, in 1968 it was acquired by the St. Louis Symphony Society which undertook a 
$5,000,000 conversion, providing the St. Louis Orchestra—the second oldest of the nation’s 
symphony orchestras—its first home. (Previously it had to compete with other venues at Kiel 
Auditorium.) The building was renamed for Walker S. Powell, whose widow contributed a 
million dollars toward the cost of conversion. The new hall was acclaimed by national critics for 
its acoustic and architectural treatment. It was designated a City Landmark in 1976. 

The expansion involves the demolition of the house at 3514 Delmar.  Because the building is 
not listed on the National Register, nor located within a City Historic District or a Preservation 
Review District, the demolition application regulatory process does not require it to be routed 
to the Cultural Resources Office for approval by the Cultural Resources Office or the 
Preservation Board.   

RELEVANT LEGISLATION  
     ____________________________________ 

Excerpt from Ordinance #64689. 

III. GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SECTION TEN. Existing historic districts and Landmarks. 
A. Neither this ordinance, nor the repeal by this ordinance of Ordinance 57986, shall be 

construed to invalidate, discontinue or detract from the designation of any Historic 
District or Landmark or Landmark Site made prior to the effective date of this ordinance 
pursuant to Ordinance 57986 or any other previous ordinance of the City… 

C. All Landmarks designated as such pursuant to Ordinance 57986 or any other previous 
ordinance of the City and existing within the City on the effective date of this ordinance 
shall from such effective date be deemed to be Landmarks under this ordinance and 
shall be subject to the controls and provisions of this ordinance…  

Until Landmark standards have been approved for a particular Landmark, all applications 
for permits pursuant to Sections Thirty-Nine through Fifty with respect to such Landmark 
shall be automatically referred to the Cultural Resources Director for review by the 
Preservation Board or the Cultural Resources Director (as provided by the rules of the 
Preservation Board); in reviewing the application, the Preservation Board or Cultural 
Resources Director shall consider whether the proposed work would adversely affect the 
characteristics of the Landmark which were the basis for its designation as a Landmark, 
whether there have been changes in the circumstances or conditions in or affecting the 
Landmark since its designation, and other relevant considerations, such as the availability 
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of economically feasible alternatives to the proposed work. 
Powell Symphony Hall was designated as City Landmark #78 on January 12, 1976 by 
the Landmarks and Urban Design Commission, predecessor of the Heritage and 
Urban Design Commission and the St. Louis Preservation Board. As was typical of 
Landmark creations at the time, no specific standards for alterations or additions 
were included in the designation. The Cultural Resources Office staff has analyzed 
the proposed project in light of the requirements of Ordinance #64689 as follows: 

• The project will not adversely affect the characteristics of the Landmark that were 
the basis for its designation. The proposed addition, despite having a large 
footprint, is subsidiary to Powell Hall and has been carefully sited so that only 
unarticulated areas are impacted. It is set back from Grand Avenue and separated 
by glazing from the existing building.  Colors and materials of the new construction 
have been derived from the historic building. 

• There have been changes in conditions affecting the Landmark since its designation.  
Powell Hall’s accessibility and acoustics require modernization and improvement. 
Particularly, the backstage area is small, cramped and badly organized and 
interferes with productions. In addition, the Symphony does not have sufficient 
space to accommodate a number of programs they would like to offer the 
community.  

PRELIMINARY FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION: 
      

The Cultural Resources Office consideration of the conditions for alterations and additions to City 
Landmark #78, Powell Symphony Hall, led to these preliminary findings: 

• The project requires the demolition of 3514 Delmar, a historic 2-1/2-story residential 
building. Its demolition is outside the jurisdiction of the Preservation Board/Cultural 
Resources Office, as the building is not listed in the National Register, nor located within a 
City Historic District or a Preservation Review District. 

• The exterior of Powell Hall will be appropriately rehabilitated, and the north façade will gain 
a new entry and other improvements, while retaining the architecturally significant facades 
of Powell Hall and maintaining it as a clearly distinct and separate element from the new 
construction. 

• The new addition, while contemporary in form and detail, has been carefully considered to 
integrate with the historic building in material and color; and being pulled back from the 
street, its massing will not dominate the N. Grand street elevation. 

• The project architects have worked with the Cultural Resources Office to refine the design 
of the addition and protect the historic character of Powell Hall. 

• The Cultural Resources Office has received several letters of support regarding the project, 
including from the Alderwoman. 

 



4 
 

Based on these preliminary findings, the Cultural Resources Office recommends that the 
Preservation Board grant preliminary approval to the project as presented with the stipulation 
that final plans and exterior materials be reviewed and approved by the Cultural Resources Office. 

 
PROPOSED SITE PLAN WITH ADDITION IN YELLOW & GOLD 

 
ADDITION AND CONNECTION TO POWELL AS SEEN FROM GRAND AVENUE  

 
SOUTH ELEVATION LOOKING NORTHEAST 
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 REAR ELEVATION LOOKING SOUTHWEST 

 
EAST (REAR) ELEVATION AND 3514 DELMAR 

 
3514 DELMAR FRONT ELEVATION SHOWING PROXIMITY TO REAR OF POWELL HALL 
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NEW ENTRY LOOKING NORTHEAST  

 
PROPOSED ADDITION LOOKING NORTHWEST  

 
EAST (REAR) FACADE  
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B. 

DATE: March 28, 2022  
ADDRESS:         490 N. Kingshighway Boulevard 
ITEM: Preliminary Review to convert the Reliance Building for parking and the 

addition of a 5-story apartment tower; project includes the demolition of 
4952-54 McPherson 

JURISDICTION:    Central West End Certified Local Historic District — Old Ward 28/New Ward 9 
STAFF: Jan Cameron, Cultural Resources Office 

 
4490-94 LINDELL BOULEVARD 

OWNER:  
Pier Property Group 
Michael Hamburg 

ARCHITECT: 
Acturis 
Tyson Pyle 

RECOMMENDATION:  
That the Preservation Board grant 
preliminary approval of the 
project and of the demolition of 
4952-54 McPherson with the 
stipulation that final plans and 
exterior materials are reviewed 
and approved by the Cultural 
Resources Office.   
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THE PROJECT: 
     ____________________________________ 

The proposal is to construct a five-story apartment tower above the two-story Reliance Building at 
the corner of North Kingshighway Boulevard and McPherson Avenue. The Reliance will be 
rehabilitated and used for two stories of internal parking. The project will require the demolition 
of 4952-54 McPherson, a contributing building to the Central West End District but one which has 
been altered from its original single-family form. 

The Reliance building is part of City Landmark #90 (Holy Corners) and is listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places as part of the Holy Corners Historic District; it is also located within the 
boundaries of the Central West End Certified Historic District (CWE). Because the Landmark 
Standards are less comprehensive and restrictive than the district standards, the following review 
analyzes the proposal under the CWE Standards for demolition and new construction. 

RELEVANT LEGISLATION — PROPOSED DEMOLITION: 
     ____________________________________ 

Excerpt from Ordinance #69423, Revised Rehabilitation and New Construction Standards for 
Ordinance #56768, the Central West End Historic District. 

III. RESIDENTIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL DESIGN STANDARDS 
…. 

New Construction or Additions to Existing Residential or Institutional Buildings 
When designing a new residential or institutional building, the height, scale, mass and 
materials of the existing buildings and the context of the immediate surroundings shall be 
strongly considered. When designing an addition to an historic building, the addition shall be 
compatible in height, scale, mass, and materials to the historic fabric of the original building.  

A.  Height, Scale and Mass 
A new low-rise building, including all appurtenances, must be constructed within 15 percent 
of the average height of existing low-rise buildings that form the block-face. Floor levels, 
water tables, and foundation levels shall appear to be at the same level as those of 
neighboring buildings. When one roof shape is employed in a predominance of existing 
buildings in the streetscape, any proposed new construction or alteration shall follow the 
same roof design. 

A new high-rise building may be located either on a block face with existing high-rise 
structures or on a corner site. A new high-rise building may exceed the average height of 
existing structures on the relevant block face. In all cases, window levels, water tables and 
foundation levels of the new building shall be comparable to those of neighboring buildings. 
Special emphasis shall be given to the design of the building base and to upper story 
setbacks as they relate to and affect neighboring buildings. 

The new building tower appears to fall under the high-rise category and complies with 
the height requirement.  

For those portions of the historic district located in areas governed by Form Based Zoning, the 
building heights prescribed for new construction have been determined appropriate from both 
the historic district and Form Based Zoning perspectives. The 3-story minimum height for 
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these areas is hereby adopted by these Standards. The maximum heights for Boulevard Type 1 
Development (24 stories west of Newstead Avenue and 12 stories, east of Newstead Avenue) 
are hereby adopted. For the small area of the historic district within the Neighborhood Core 
Development area of the Form Based Zoning code, the 6-story minimum height and unlimited 
maximum height are also adopted…. 

Not applicable. 

B. Location 
A new or relocated structure shall be positioned on its respective lot so that the width of the 
façade and the distance between buildings shall be within 10 percent of such measurements for 
a majority of the existing structures on the block face to ensure that any existing rhythm of 
recurrent building masses to spaces is maintained. The established setback from the street shall 
also be strictly maintained. Garages and other accessory buildings, as well as parking pads, must 
be sited at the rear of, and if at all possible, directly behind the main building on the lot. 

Not applicable. 

C. Exterior Materials 
In the historic district, brick and stone masonry and stucco are dominant, with terra cotta, 
wood and metal used for trim and other architectural features. Exterior materials on new 
construction shall conform to established uses. For example, roof materials shall be slate, tile, 
copper or architectural composite shingles where the roof is visible from public or common 
areas. 

All new building materials shall be the same as the dominant materials of adjacent buildings. 
Artificial masonry is not permitted, except that cast stone that replicates sandstone or 
limestone is allowed when laid up in the same manner as natural stone. Cementitious or other 
paintable siding of appropriate dimension is an acceptable substitute for wood clapboards. A 
submission of samples of all building materials, including mortar, shall be required prior to 
approval. 

Partly complies. The majority of the new tower will be brick. The third story, directly 
above the Reliance, and the top story are proposed to be clad in dark metal panels, 
which are not an approved material; however, both floors are set back and the dark 
panels contribute to the visual separation of the new tower from the original building 
and reduce perception of its height. 

D.  Fenestration 
New buildings and building additions shall be designed with window openings on all elevations 
visible from the street. Windows on the front façade shall be of the same proportions and 
operation as windows in adjacent buildings and their total area should be within 10 percent of 
the window area of the majority of buildings on the block. 

Complies. 

E.  Decks  
Given the urban context of the neighborhood, the relative narrowness of building lots, and the 
general interests of privacy, terraces or patios at grade are preferable to elevated decks. When 
it is desired to construct a deck, such construction shall be at the rear of the residence. Where 
visible from the street, design and construction shall be compatible with the building to which 
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it is appended, and the deck shall be constructed of finished materials, be of a shape and scale 
similar to that of an historic porch or patio, and be partially screened with landscaping or 
opaque fencing to limit visibility.  

  Not applicable. 

F.   Accessory Buildings  
  Not applicable. 

G. Curb Cuts and Driveways 
Where curb cuts for vehicles and driveways did not exist historically, new ones shall not be 
introduced. Curb cuts for pedestrians at street intersections, mid-block crossings, passenger 
drop-off and loading zones, and similar locations shall be allowed. Where a parcel is not served 
by alley access, proposed exceptions shall be considered on a case-by-case basis and evaluated 
for design suitability.  

May comply. There is currently a wide curbcut accessing the Reliant parking to the south 
of the building. While the proposal may change its configuration, the extent of the curb 
cut will not be increased. 

H. Coordination with Form Based Zoning 
When portions of the historic district are located in an area for which a form-based code has 
been adopted, the Regulating Plan, Building Envelope Standards and Building Development 
Standards will be used in conjunction with these standards to review new construction within 
that portion of the historic district. 

Not applicable. The project is not located within a Form-Based District. 
… 
 
V. Demolition… 

When reviewing any application for demolition within the historic district, the Cultural 
Resources Office shall consider the following criteria: 

1. Its architectural quality and special character, if any; 
The architectural quality of 4952-54 McPherson Avenue is Merit. It is an Arts and 
Crafts design constructed in 1905 as a single-family, that has received a large 2-story 
rear addition, converting it to a multi-family. Alterations to the front façade include a 
double-entry; new dormers providing third floor living space; the loss of original 
exterior materials and the addition of a metal fire-escape from the third story.   

2. Condition of the building; 
 The building appears in good condition, with no evidence of structural issues. 

3. Its presence in the historic district, as in its relative visibility; 
The site is at the western end of the 5900 block of McPherson and adjacent to the 
Reliance Building. It does not display a strong connection with the southern block 
face, as there are three lots used as parking for the Racquet Club between it and the 
closest building to the east. The parking for the Reliance is adjacent to the west. 
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4. The immediate setting; 
The building is on a street composed of a mixture of architecturally-contributing 
buildings from the turn of the 20th century; 

5. The impact of its removal on the urban fabric; and 
Because of its relative isolation from the block face, being surrounded by parking 
lots, the loss of the building will not significantly affect the McPherson Streetscape. 

6. Any construction proposed to replace it. 
Please refer to analysis of the proposed development of the Reliance Building 
above. 

PRELIMINARY FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION: 
      

The Cultural Resources Office consideration of the criteria for demolition in the Central West End 
Historic District, as well as the requirements for new construction in the Central West End Historic 
District led to these preliminary findings: 

• The proposal will construct a five-story tower atop the Reliance building, converting its 
interior into two stories of parking and a commercial space. 

• The Reliance Building is a City Landmark; is part of the Holy Corners Landmark District; is 
listed on the National Register as part of the Holy Corners Historic District; and is a 
contributing resource to the Central West End Historic District. 

• Originally built in 1925 as a two-story showroom and service center for the Castles-Wilson 
Buick Company, the developer proposes to convert the now-vacant building for interior 
parking, serving five floors of residential apartments. 

• In order to provide access to parking for the apartments, the developer is requesting the 
demolition of 4952-54 McPherson Avenue, a 2-1/2 story building altered from its original 
single-family character. While a contributing resource to the Central West End District, it is 
detached from the surrounding blockface and surrounded by parking lots. 

• The architect and developer have worked with Cultural Resources Office to revise the first 
submission so that the original form of the Reliance Building is maintained in the design and 
its exterior rehabilitated, and that the tower’s visual impact upon the street and district is 
reduced.  

Based on these preliminary findings, the Cultural Resources Office recommends that the 
Preservation Board grant preliminary approval to the project as presented with the stipulation 
that final plans and exterior materials be reviewed and approved by the Cultural Resources Office. 
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PROPOSED SITE PLAN 

 
THIRD FLOOR PLAN SHOWING TOWER SETBACKS 
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RELIANCE BUILDING WITH PROPOSED 5-STORY APARTMENT TOWER FROM CORNER OF KINGSHIGHWAY & MCPHERSON 

 
MCPHERSON LOOKING SOUTHWEST 
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4952-54 MCPHERSON 

 
4952-54 MCPHERSON CONTEXT (RELIANCE BUILDING TO RIGHT)  
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C.  
DATE: March 28, 2022   
ADDRESS:         1800 Lafayette Avenue        
ITEM: Preliminary Review to install a projecting sign  
JURISDICTION:    Lafayette Square Local & National Register Historic District — Old Ward 

7/New Ward 8 
NEIGHBORHOOD:          Lafayette Square 
STAFF: Andrea Gagen, Cultural Resources Office 

 
1800 LAFAYETTE   

OWNER: 
Brian Foxworthy/Incite Design Studios 

APPLICANT: 
Celina Gerling/Quintin Totta/Luminous Neon 
Inc. 
 
RECOMMENDATION:  
That the Preservation Board approve the 
Preliminary Review  for the sign, with the 
stipulation that there be a reduction in the size 
of the sign, and that final plans, details and 
materials are reviewed and approved by the 
Cultural Resources Office.  
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THE PROPOSAL: 
      

1800 Lafayette Avenue is located in the Lafayette Square Local Historic District, where the 
Cultural Resources Office/Preservation Board has jurisdiction over any exterior alterations. The 
proposal is to install a 7 ½ foot tall projecting sign that would be installed above the second 
story window sill. The applicant originally submitted a plan to install the sign lower on the 
building, but this would have required drilling into the historic cast iron storefront. The Cultural 
Resources Office believes that installing it higher on the building, where it will cause less 
damage, is preferable, even though the standards do not allow signage to extend above the 
second story window sill. The matter is being brought before the Board as a Preliminary 
Review. 

RELEVANT LEGISLATION: 
      

Excerpt from Ordinance #70926, the Lafayette Square Historic District Revised Standards:  

207.7 Signs at Public Façades  
A]  No non-appurtenant (off-site) signs are allowed.  
 Comment: Commercial signs are defined as those located at buildings that were originally built to house 

commercial uses; commercial signs at residential structures refer to installations at residential structures 
that have been converted to commercial or mixed-use.   

B]   Commercial signs  
1)  Commercial signs are regulated herein and by city, state and federal law.  
2)  Wall signs:  

(a)  Signs shall be designed to complement the existing building and never cover 
windows or other architectural elements.   

Complies. 
(b)  Signs shall not be applied above the second-floor window sill line shall not project 

beyond the face of the building more than 36 inches.  
Partly complies: the sign will project above the second floor sill line but will 
not project more than 36 inches from the building. 

(c)  No more than two signs are allowed on a corner building.  
(d)  Where more than one wall sign exists on a single structure or a series of related 

structures, all signs shall be similar in character, size and placement.  
(e)  Projecting signs (including flags and banners) are not acceptable if they obstruct 

the view of adjacent signs, obstruct windows or other architectural elements or 
extend above the second-floor window sill level. Only one projecting sign is 
allowed per street frontage for each establishment, including flags and banners. 

 Complies with these requirements. 
The only exception is that the sign will extend above the second story 
window sill. Because of this deviation from the Standards, the Cultural 
Resources Office recommends that the sign be reduced in height by 
approximately 25%. 
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PRELIMINARY FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION: 
             

The Cultural Resources Office consideration of the criteria for new construction in the Lafayette 
Square Local Historic District led to these preliminary findings: 

• 1800 Lafayette Avenue is located in the Lafayette Square Local Historic District. 
• The proposed non-illuminated projecting sign only partially complies with the Lafayette 

Square Historic District standards, as it projects above the second story window sill. 
• Although the sign does not meet the historic district standards in that respect, an 

installation higher on the building would negate the need to drill into the historic cast 
iron storefront.  

• As the sign only partially complies with the standards, the Cultural Resources Office 
asked that the size of the sign be reduced, but the applicant has applied for the 7 ½ foot 
high sign. 

Based on these preliminary findings, the Cultural Resources Office recommends that the 
Preservation Board approve the sign, with the stipulation that there is a reduction in the height 
of the sign, and that final plans, details and materials are reviewed and approved by the Cultural 
Resources Office. 

 
PROPOSED SIGN OPTIONS AND PLACEMENT 
OPTION ONE 

 OPTION TWO 
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