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Historic Landmark & Preservation District 
Commission – Continued Hearing 

Thursday, September 19, 2019



Response to Landmarks Petition
August 29th Hearing  

 Father Bill Bowling – Holy Name Parish/Holy Trinity Parish
 Evolving needs of Holy Name Parish as neighborhood residents/parishioners relocated.

 Accessibility for aged and disabled, Need for Meeting Space, Need for Parking.

 Cost challenges and financial reliance on Holy Trinity Parish.

 Future of Parish and Catholic Charities presence on the Property.

 Bruce Hines – Business Manager, Holy Name Parish
 Holy Name’s annual budget, including annual average revenue and expenses last 4 years.  

 Holy Name operating at average annual deficit of -$40,000; Capital improvements during 2015 –
2019:  $218,000.

 Debt to Archdiocese and Holy Trinity; Cost of Church’s roof replacement. 

 2016 Unsuccessful discussions with developer Colin Underhill & Underhill Associates to market 
buildings.



Response to Landmarks Petition
August 29th Hearing  

 Lisa DeJaco Crutcher – Catholic Charities
 Charitable Arm of the Roman Catholic Church→ one of the Church’s three essential functions.

 Discussed need to consolidate programmatic services in one location – Headquarters Building.

 Importance of Presence on Holy Name Property, nearing 50 years on Property.

 Identified obstacles to carrying out programming within current facilities on Holy Name Property.

 Catholic Charities Annual Budget → annual cost in repair and maintenance, Building 
inefficiencies.

 Mark Trier – JRA Architects
 Discussed current conditions and code deficiencies of the former School and Convent Buildings.

 Pointed out integrity issues of Buildings → former School 2/3rds Gaffney, windows, added garage.

 Testified to inability and infeasibility to rehabilitate Buildings to meet Catholic Charities needs.

 Set forth cost numbers to rehabilitate both Buildings:
 Cost to rehab Former School Building = $1,313,798 above and beyond new construction;

 Cost to rehab Former Convent Building = $622,758 above and beyond new construction.

 Rehabilitation of Buildings is not recommended; additions would not comply with NPS standards.



Former Holy Name School – 2911 S. 4th St.



Former Holy Name School – 2911 S. 4th St.



Response to Landmarks Petition
August 29th Hearing  

 Bill Weyland – Weyland Ventures
 Mayor’s Preservation Task Force of 2017.

 Identified a number of buildings in Louisville Metro and the Region Bill has worked to preserve. 

 Volunteered his professional time and expertise to the Archdiocese to examine the Buildings. 

 Reduced value of tax credits, especially in KY, seriously undercut ability to save the Buildings. 

 Economically infeasible to rehabilitate School to establish Multi-Family Residential Building.

 Total Reconstruction of Building Systems will Also Impact Structure’s Integrity.

 Jon Baker – Wyatt, Tarrant & Combs 
 The government interest in historic preservation, though noble, does not rise to the level of 

sufficiently compelling to justify restraints on the free exercise of religion, a right of primary 
importance. 

 The free exercise clause of the 1st Amendment of the U.S. Constitution and §§ 1 & 5 of the Kentucky 
Constitution prevents the government from regulating one’s religious beliefs. See Triplett v. Livingston Cty. 
Bd. of Educ., 967 S.W.2d 25, 31 (Ky. App. 1997).

 5th and 14th Amendments (U.S.) and § 13 (KY) → prevents the federal government from taking 

private property for public use without just compensation.



University Corridor Redevelopment Study

Revisit of 2 Previous Metro Studies:
1.  South Central Louisville 
Development Coordination Study 
(1999);
2.  South Fourth Street and Central 
Avenue Plan (1999)

Confirm Certain Recommendations and 
Made New Ones re: 
Corridor Improvements to Area; 
-Attract New Investment
-Redevelopment; 
-Infrastructure Improvements;
-Streetscaping & Lighting;
-Property Maintenance; -Reduce Crime



University Corridor Redevelopment Study



University Corridor Redevelopment Study



University Corridor Redevelopment Study



University Corridor Redevelopment Study





A. Responses

1. Not Applicable.
2. Attached to Supplemental Letter, Tab 1.
3. $46,220.00.  Supplemental Letter, Tab2.

4. Holy Name Property yields no annual income.
5. Testimony of Bruce Hines and Lisa DeJaco 

Crutcher at August 29th Hearing; Tabs 3 and 4 of 
Supplemental Letter.

6. No real estate taxes are paid on the property.
7. Annual cash flow is zero. 
8. Not Applicable.
9. 1970 Appraisal of former Convent Building:  land 

= $14,820 & Building = 46,650.82 (33yr/50).
10. No listings in past 2 years.
11. 2016 Awad Offer for Gym and School Buildings = 

$285,000.00.  Bank refused to provide financing.  
Tab 6 of Supplemental Letter.

12. Considered Catholic Charities as adaptive reuse.
13. No tax returns relating to property.



B. Responses

1. - JRA Architects Evaluation Report, 08/23/2019, 
Mark Trier, AIA, LEED AP, Registered Architect in 
KY (#3661), Tab 2 to Initial EHE Letter;                       
- Structural Review Reports for both School and 
Convent, 07/31/19, Icon Engineering and Inspection 
Services, Michael S. Childers, Licensed Professional 
Engineer in KY, Tab 2 to Initial EHE Letter.

2. -> Religious Use, Offices:  structures found infeasible 
to repurpose as such;  -> Affordable  Housing, Multi-
Family Residential structures found infeasible to 
repurpose as such.

3. AER, Mark Trier, Tab 2 to Initial EHE Letter; 
Testimony of Mark Trier, 08/29/2019.

4. Pro Forma Analysis for repurposing former School 
Building to multi-family residential use, Bill 
Weyland, Tab 4 to Initial EHE Letter;           
Testimony of Bill Weyland at Commission’s 
08/29/2019 Public Hearing.

5. Not Applicable.

6. Not Applicable.

7. Not Applicable.



Father Bill Bowling & 
Holy Name Parishioners

 1st priority is to protect Holy Name Church Bldg.
 How presence of Catholic Charities on property and its 

partnership with the Parish is critical for sustaining the 
parish and future growth;

 Future of the Parish without Catholic Charities?
 Necessary space for religious programs and gathering

before/after Mass.
 Great need for parking.
 Lack of parking directly

affects participation in 
Church programs.   



QUESTIONS?



Legal Objections to Landmark Designation

• The Church is a religious organization.

• This Commission is a state governmental actor.

o As such, its actions, when taken for public purposes, must comport with
the U.S. and KY Constitutions.

• 1st Amendment (U.S.) and §§ 1&5 (KY)

o The free exercise clause of the 1st Amendment of the U.S. Constitution
and §§ 1 & 5 of the Kentucky Constitution prevents the government from

regulating one’s religious beliefs. See Triplett v. Livingston Cty. Bd. of
Educ., 967 S.W.2d 25, 31 (Ky. App. 1997).

o Testimony has been that the Church believes it is religiously

obligated to demolish and rebuild in order to most effectively

serve the needs of the faithful.

C2 Zoning In Immediate Area



Legal Objections to Landmark Designation

• 1st Amendment (U.S.) and §§ 1&5 (KY)

• The development plan is the exercise of the Catholic faith.

• If this Commission’s rulings infringe on those right and

selectively chose not to exempt the Church, then strict scrutiny

will apply, and the Commission must show a compelling gov’t

interest for its actions.

• The case law is nearly uniform that government interest in the

historic landmarking of property and/or structures does not rise to

the level of a compelling interest.

C2 Zoning In Immediate Area



Legal Objections to Landmark Designation

• 5th and 14th Amendments (U.S.) and § 13 (KY)

• § 1983 due process claim under 5th and 14th

Amendments

 5th Amendment prevents the federal government from taking private 
property for public use without just compensation.

 By and through the 14th Amendment, this applies to state 
governments (the Commission).

C2 Zoning In Immediate Area


