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Old Business



819 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 819 Bourbon Street   

OWNER: Beomjune B Kim APPLICANT: Toni DiMaggio 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 75 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 7935 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 8 units REQUIRED: 2380 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: Unknown EXISTING: Unknown 

PROPOSED: Unknown PROPOSED: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

Main building & service ell: Blue, of major architectural and/or historic significance. 
 

This is a grand Greek Revival townhouse constructed during the flush antebellum decade of the 1850s. Its 

detailing includes an elaborate recessed entrance with Ionic pilasters and entablatures and a cast iron, 

wraparound balcony on the front and St. Ann side elevations. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      01/12/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit #20-25239-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new lighting and exhaust vent, per application & materials received 04/15/2020 & 

01/06/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

Vents: 

The St. Ann toilet vent was conceptually approved for approval at staff level on 12/22/2020. The 

applicant has revised the proposal to include a sink vent in this same area, indicated in the drawings as a 

dashed line. Two vent pipes will be attached to the masonry wall at the first floor and painted to match the 

brick, joining horizontally under the second-floor gallery and extending vertically through the gallery 

roof. Staff finds the alterations to be discretely located and minimally visible in this location, and 

recommends conceptual approval of the additional vent, with final roof penetration details and sizing to 

be handled at staff level. 

 

Lighting: 

The lighting throughout the property, which is largely non-conforming with VCC Design Guidelines, will 

be replaced as follows: 

 

• Main Building: 

On the Bourbon, St. Ann, and Dauphine elevations, exposed floodlights will be replaced with WAC 

Lighing WP-LED415 Endurance single spotlights in white, which meet VCC Design Guidelines for CRI, 

color temp and size. The fixtures are located behind the decorative wrought iron and centered on the 

gallery bays, and have a maximum lumen output of 965 (dimmable). The VCC Lighting Guidelines 

typically suggest centering downlights on the depth of the gallery; however, staff finds the light 

placement appropriate given the depth of the galleries and significance of the building, since the fixtures 

can be angled to ensure the façade is adequately lit. The lights should be dimmed to output no more than 

800 lumens and avoid hot spots. 

 

On the Dumaine elevation, existing exposed floodlights will be replaced with three (3) WAC Lighting 

Mod 6” wall sconces, which are bronze finished to minimize visibility. The fixtures meet VCC Design 

Guidelines for CRI, color temp and size and have a maximum output of 850 lumens.  

 

• Service ell: 

Existing, inappropriate pendant lights and sconces will be removed from the first-floor balcony. No 

replacement fixtures are proposed. On the second floor, five (5) 21” Bevolo French Quarter electric 

pendants will be installed, centered on alternate balcony bays. While decorative pendants and sconces are 

discouraged in courtyards and service ells by the VCC Design Guidelines, staff finds them appropriate in 

this case because of the unusual existing conditions: the material on the underside of the balcony is not a 

wooden soffit, but a hard plaster or concrete in which recessed lights cannot be installed. Given the grand 

style of the building and long-standing use of decorative fixtures throughout, staff does not object to the 

installation of the electric Bevolo fixtures, which are restrained in size and number. 

 

• Courtyard: 

The existing post-mounted fixtures along the St. Ann side of the service ell will be replaced with electric, 

cradle-mounted Bevolo fixtures in the same size and style as the existing models. Several fixtures are 
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missing and will also be replaced. Staff notes that no new lighting is proposed on the first floor of the 

service ell, and the electric light in the courtyard will provide lighting to this area.  

 

Overall: 

Staff finds the proposed lighting plan appropriate and recommends approval of the fixtures as proposed. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 



214 Royal
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ADDRESS: 200-30 Royal   

OWNER: New Hotel Monteleone, Inc. APPLICANT: Nathan Garnache 

ZONING: VCC-2 SQUARE: 35 

USE: Hotel LOT SIZE: Irreg.=28275 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: N/A REQUIRED: 8482 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: N/A EXISTING: None 

PROPOSED: N/A PROPOSED: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

The Monteleone Hotel consists of the following three structures:  

 

208-20 Royal.  Green:  Of Local Architectural or Historical Importance.  Eleven-story, original 

Monteleone Hotel (1908), a fine example of a "Beaux Arts" building. 

 

200-06 Royal/621-37 Iberville/201 Exchange Alley.  Orange:  Twentieth Century Construction.  The 

earliest portion of this 15-floor modern hotel building was constructed in 1955, with the upper five floors 

and pent- house added in 1963-64, according to the plans of architect Joseph G. Bernard.    

 

222-32 Royal. Orange:  Twentieth Century Construction.  C. 1940 multi-story extension of the Monteleone 

Hotel. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      01/12/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit #20-47390-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to replace existing windows, install new door openings and perform MEP work, per application & 

materials received 11/24/2020 & 01/05/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

After Committee deferral on 12/22/2020, the applicant has submitted revised materials for the following 

items: 

 

Iberville-side second floor doors: 

The overall design of the proposed doors and Juliet balcony rails remains unchanged, but the transom 

header height has been increased by raising the interior ceiling height by 17-1/2”. The interior ceiling is set 

back 11” from the transom frame. 

 

Masonry products: 

The brick façade will be cleaned with Prosoco “Enviro Klean 2010 All Surface Cleaner,” which the spec 

sheet describes as “concentrated for the toughest industrial cleaning jobs on concrete, metal and many other 

plant and warehouse surfaces. It’s dilutable for home use on windows, bathroom tub and tile, countertops 

and more. Easy-to-use EK2010 All Surface Cleaner is water-rinsable and contains no harsh acids, caustics 

or solvents.” It notes that “repeated use may dull polished carbonite surfaces, including but not limited to 

limestone, marble and travertine.” Staff notes that the proposed drawings call for “existing limestone panels 

to be cleaned and repointed as required,” but the Prosoco product is only noted for use on the brick portions 

of the building. The technical data for EK 2010 All Surface Cleaner notes its pH as “10.5, 7.8-8.2 typical 

rinse water.” It recommends that the product be applied with a low-pressure sprayer, brush, or heavy nap 

roller. Rinse with enough water and pressure to flush spent cleaner and dissolved soiling from the masonry 

surface and surface pores without damage. Masonry-washing equipment generating 400-1000 psi with a 

water flow rate of 6-8 GPM is the best water/pressure combination for rinsing porous masonry.” Staff notes 

that VCC guidelines for masonry limit pressure washing to 400 PSI in most cases. 

 

The StoColor Acryl Plus coating is proposed for masonry that is currently painted. The manufacturer’s spec 

sheet describes the product as an “acrylic-based high performance decorative and protective wall coating 

that protects against weather, salts and environmental pollutants.”  The technical data notes its water vapor 

permeability between 13 and 22, depending on the type of primer used (20.6, unprimed). 

 

Staff seeks the guidance of the Committee regarding the appropriateness of these materials 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 



729 Governor Nicholls
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ADDRESS: 729 Governor Nicholls   

OWNER: Reagan Thomas APPLICANT: Williams Architects 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 54 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 5,740 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

    ALLOWED: 6 Units     REQUIRED: 1,722 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 1 Unit     EXISTING: 2,940 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: 3,738 sq. ft. 

 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION: 

 

The buildings at this address are situated on a L-shaped lot which has existed in the present configuration 

since the early 1900s. A c. 1900 2-bay frame shotgun fronts on Gov. Nicholls; brown-rated construction is 

located behind the cottage. New construction, begun illegally and inappropriately designed, stands on the 

portion of the lot extending at a right angle at the back of the lot. 

 

Main Building – Green 

Previous Additions Demolished 2020, New Addition: Unrated 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 21-00429-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to modify previously approved plans, including relocating mechanical equipment to rooftop 

location and changing design of courtyard masonry wall, per application & materials received 01/05/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

Staff has issued various permits for the ongoing renovation at this property in the past 12 months, most 

recently with a permit issued 12/14/2020. Following the issuance of that permit, the applicant returned with 

the proposed modifications to the plans. 

 

Mechanical Equipment 

 

The previously approved plans showed one condenser unit located at grade behind the rebuilt rear addition. 

The applicant now proposes to locate this single unit on a new roof rack on the rear addition. Visibility 

wise this condenser would not be visible from any public rights of way but may be slightly visible to one or 

two neighboring properties that front onto Bourbon St.  

 

The Guidelines note that, “the installation of rooftop mechanical equipment, such as an air conditioner 

compressor unit…is not permitted where it will be visibly obtrusive. Every effort should be made to shield 

the equipment from view and minimize associated noise.” (VCC DG: 04-11) 

 

Staff does not find the proposed rooftop location to be “visually obtrusive” and requests commentary from 

the Committee if limitations should be set on the noise level of the equipment. 

 

Courtyard Wall 

 

The applicant proposes a slight redesign to the masonry wall that would be located behind the main 

building and separate a small courtyard of the building from the larger green space and parking area 

behind. The previously approved plans had this wall as an 8’ tall double brick wall with an incorporated 

planter on the courtyard side. The applicant proposes to modify this wall to a single wythe wall with 

perforations above the 6’ height. A similar wall is seen at the front property line of the neighboring 723 

Gov. Nicholls. 

 

This type of perforated single wythe wall might be slightly atypical but staff has no objection to the design 

in this location. Staff requests detail drawings of the wall including the foundation. 

 

Summary 

 

Overall, staff recommends approval of the proposed changes with final details to be worked out at the staff 

level. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 



1008 Dauphine
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ADDRESS: 1008-1010 Dauphine   

OWNER: Angela C Johnson APPLICANT: Maple Ridge Architects 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 77 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2040 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 2 units REQUIRED: 612 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: 6 units EXISTING: Unknown 

PROPOSED: 6 units PROPOSED: Unknown 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

Main building & kitchen: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance. 

Connecting structure and rear addition: Brown, detrimental, or of no architectural and/or historic 

significance 
 

Nice 2½-story masonry c. 1833 double townhouse, which has frieze windows across the front façade and 

four bays (2 doors and 2 short windows) on each floor. The upper French doors open onto a small balcony. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      01/12/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit #20-48257-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to perform structural repairs on front elevation, remove fire escape, install new courtyard stair 

and other work in conjunction with renovation, per application & materials received 12/02/2020 & 

01/05/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

Following deferral on 12/22/2020, the applicant has submitted revised drawings as follows: 

 

Structural ties: 

Elevations indicate that five ties will be installed on the Dauphine elevation, with four of them located at 

the third floor and one at the second floor. Two are proposed for the St. Philip side, and three are shown on 

the third floor, Bourbon elevation. The detail drawing (2/A-5.2) shows the tie as a 1” dia. galvanized steel 

tie rod with turnbuckle, penetrating four existing floor joists and an additional, added joist, with a ½” x 12” 

x 8” steel plate welded to the tie rod. The front, exterior plate is noted as a “decorative steel escutcheon 

plate,” but size and type of decoration are not specified.  

 

Paving plan: 

The paving plan has been revised, with 24” x 24” precast concrete pavers installed 1” apart, sloped 

towards the existing trench drain.  

 

Mechanical: 

Two condensers are shown under the first floor, rear stair, three are shown under the rear, second floor 

stair, and two additional units are shown on wall brackets mounted to the seven-board fence where it 

meets the rear service building. Pending submittal of specifications, staff finds the locations under the 

stairs to be discrete and conceptually approvable. Staff does not object to the location of the service ell 

units, but they cannot be mounted to the seven-board fence. Staff recommends the applicant revise this 

element of the proposal to include a platform and screening.  

 

A section of the new water heater cabinet has been provided, in the same location as previously reviewed. 

The size of the louvered opening has been reduced to 8’-2 ½” in height and is shown in section in detail 1/ 

A-5.2. Specifications will be required for the tankless water heaters, but staff finds the revisions to be 

positive and conceptually approvable. 

 

Stairs: 

Sections of the new stairs have been provided on sheet A-5.1. Notes will be required prior to final 

approval, as the structural elements are unclear, but appear to be largely conceptually approvable for 

purposes of design development. 

 

Decking: 

Detail 1/ A-5.2 also shows the new roof system for the single-story rear addition, including sleepers for the 

proposed Aeratis decking. The drawings will require further development and detail prior to final approval 

but are conceptually approvable as shown, with one minor revision: the note calls for 1”x 6” T&G 

composite wood boards; Aeratis Heritage or Traditions decking should be used, as the size and profile of 

the decking matches the historic detail and is less suburban in appearance than 1”x 6” boards.  
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Overall: 

Staff finds the proposed work conceptually approvable and will work with the applicant on minor 

revisions prior to development of construction documents. Full construction documents, mechanical 

equipment specifications, and the lighting plan will require Committee review prior to final approval and 

permit. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 
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Architecture Committee Meeting of      12/22/2020 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/22/2020 

Permit #20-48257-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to perform structural repairs on front elevation, remove fire escape, install new courtyard stair 

and other work in conjunction with renovation, per application & materials received 12/02/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/22/2020 

 

The applicant has submitted preliminary drawings for an extensive renovation of the property, which has 

been cited for demolition by neglect violations and was recently purchased by new owners.  

 

Substantial wall bulging and lintel failure is apparent on the upper floors of the main building and 

structural tiebacks will be needed. Staff has informed the applicant that structural drawings will be 

required for review of the tiebacks at the Committee level, but the extent of the work needed is not yet 

known. The applicant proposes to remove all exterior stucco and repoint masonry; staff is concerned that 

total removal of stucco is unnecessary and could substantially damage the building, and recommends that 

the stucco be fully sounded and replaced only where delaminated.  

 

The applicant proposes to remove the fire escape, which does not contribute to required egress, and repair 

the balcony. Synthetic wood decking is proposed throughout.  

 

The drawings call for “reframing the ‘annex’ building due to extensive water damage to structure,’ but it is 

not clear if this referring to the connecting structure or the rear addition on the main building. Drawings 

show both Brown rated structures, including door and window openings, will match existing with two 

exceptions. The first floor of the rear addition is shown with new louvered double doors that will house a 

mechanical alcove for the installation of wall-mounted tankless water heaters. Staff noted that the opening 

is exceptionally tall, reaching nearly to the underside of the balcony above, and recommended that the size 

of the opening be reduced. On the second floor of the connecting structure, the applicant proposes to 

eliminate a small, inappropriate window. 

 

The existing metal and concrete courtyard stair will be demolished and replaced with a new switchback 

stair, shown with a metal rail. The exterior second floor stair, which leads from the rear addition roof to the 

attic unit, will also be rebuilt. The areas under both stairs will house new HVAC equipment screened with 

removable lattice panels. The concrete patio on top of the rear addition will be removed and replaced with 

synthetic wood decking (applicant should provide section for review). Elevations show all new rails, 

including the stairs, Brown rated balcony railing, and Green rated kitchen building railing, will be 

replaced with metal. Staff does not object to metal rails on the Brown rated portions of the property, but 

the balcony rail on the rear kitchen building should be replaced with wood as metal would be historically 

inappropriate. 

 

The existing asbestos shingle roof will be removed and replaced with “synthetic slate tiles.” Staff notes 

that cementitous slate-type shingles are approvable for Green rated buildings, but synthetic (i.e. 

fiberglass) shingles such as Inspire are not. Metal cap flashing will be removed and replaced with a mortar 

cap, and skylights will be removed from both the main and kitchen buildings.  

 

Several sets of French doors were inappropriately removed from the kitchen building and replaced with 

wood infill and single doors. The applicant proposes to install new French doors to match existing. Staff 

notes that doors and windows throughout the property are in surprisingly good condition and can largely 

be refurbished instead of requiring replacement. 

 

The applicant proposes to replace the St. Philip-side alley gate with a simple metal picket gate with header 

panel and solid metal backing. Staff notes that metal backing, whether solid or expanded metal, is not 

approvable within the VCC Design Guidelines.  

 

The drawings call for demolition of the concrete slab in the courtyard, to be replaced in kind with new 

slope. However, staff notes that discussions with the applicant and owner in the field indicated that they 

would pursue permeable pavers. 

 

Staff recommends deferral and requests that the applicant submit additional drawings as requested above 

and during our meeting on site on 12/17/2020, with revisions to be completed per staff and Committee 

comment. Further development of structural drawings, framing details, mechanical equipment 

specifications and a lighting and paving plan should also be submitted for review at the Committee level.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/22/2020 



New Business



936 Esplanade
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ADDRESS: 934-36 Esplanade   

OWNER: Felicia B. Stallard APPLICANT: Ryan Mayer 

ZONING: VCR-2 SQUARE: 81 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 3413.4 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 3 Units     REQUIRED: 1024 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: Unknown 

    PROPOSED: No change     PROPOSED: Unknown 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

Main building:  Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance. 

Service ell:  Brown, detrimental, or of no architectural and/or historical significance. 

 

This late Victorian (c. 1895) 2-story frame Italianate townhouse with second-level balcony occupies the 

site of the historic side garden for 938 Esplanade. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      01/12/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit #20-43846-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to relocate HVAC condensers, replace wooden balcony rail, and demolish courtyard hot tub, per 

application & materials received 10/23/2020 & 12/15/2020, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

The applicant has proposed the following scope of work in conjunction with repairs and renovation at the 

property, which has recently changed ownership. 

 

HVAC: 

On 11/26/19, the Committee reviewed an appeal to retain structural reinforcement added without permit 

to the rear, N. Rampart-side balcony. The proposal was deferred, with the owner to provide an engineer’s 

report for review, and the application expired from inactivity. The current applicant has submitted an 

engineer’s report from Hermann Alb, P.E., of Batture, LLC, which states that the brackets were installed 

to provide additional support for unpermitted HVAC units installed on the balcony. It is their opinion 

that, with the relocation of the units, the metal brackets are not needed, and the existing cantilevered joists 

can support the balcony load as originally designed. 

 

The existing HVAC equipment has been relocated to the courtyard to remove the load from the balcony. 

The applicant is proposing to retain the two (2) Lennox units, which measure 39.4” x 35.5” x 48”. The 

Lennox-provided data notes the noise output as “as low as 65 dB,” but does not specify a range or 

maximum level. The units will be located at the back of the rear addition, installed on a new 6’-0” x 8’-0” 

platform. Drawings of the platform and screening have not yet been provided, but it is described as “built 

from treated yellow pine, with 4x4 posts set into existing soil. The deck of the platform will be at the 

same elevation as the existing floor deck (20” above grade) and the screen (to obscure the 48” condenser) 

will be 49” and include three sides and a removable panel.” A photo from the Design Guidelines (10-11) 

is provided showing an example of approvable lattice screening. They propose to paint the platform and 

lattice to match the shutters, in a medium gray color. 

 

Staff notes that there is a small planter in the existing location, and requests clarification regarding 

whether or not it will be removed, or if pavers will be installed. Full drawings will be needed for review 

and approval of the platform and screening, which can be handled at staff level. The condensers are quite 

large and staff is concerned that only limited data regarding their noise output is provided by the 

manufacturer. However, given that these units are existing, staff has no objection to retaining them for the 

rest of their lifespan. Staff also requests that the platform drawings show the surrounding building and 

landscaping to ensure that the 6’-0” x 8’-0” platform will not obstruct any window openings or paths of 

egress.  

 

Balcony rail: 

The applicant is proposing to replace the existing rail on the N. Rampart-side second floor balcony, which 

is brown rated and has significantly deteriorated. The detailing and profile of the top rail and pickets is 

inconsistent and atypical; staff finds replacement conceptually approvable, and seeks the guidance of the 

Committee regarding whether or not the rail should be replaced to match existing, or if one of the options 

from VCC Standard Detail sheet no. 11 should be utilized instead.  

 

Staff also notes that the Barracks-side fascia appears to have pulled away from the building. The 
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engineer’s report states that no indication of damage to the existing framing was observed; staff requests 

that this condition be examined closely during repairs to ensure that no concerns are warranted. 

 

Hot tub: 

A large, freestanding hot tub was installed in the courtyard without permit and the applicant is proposing 

to demolish it. Staff recommends approval of the demolition. 

 

Steel structure: 

During inspection on 11/16/2020, staff noted a large, freestanding steel structure was installed in the 

courtyard, supporting several ceiling fans. No photographs of the structure were found in the VCC 

records, with the most recent photos of the courtyard dating to 1997. The structure has not yet been cited 

as a work without permit violation and is not addressed in the current application; staff seeks the guidance 

of the Committee regarding whether the structure may be maintained or should be demolished. Staff finds 

the current state of the structure to be minimally impactful but is concerned that it may become 

detrimental if lights or a roof system are added. 

 

Conclusion: 

Staff recommends: 

• Approval of the removal of the unpermitted balcony bracing, 

• Approval of the condenser retention and relocation, 

• Conceptual approval of the platform, screening, and location, with additional drawings to be 

submitted for review at staff level, 

• Conceptual approval of the balcony rail replacement, 

• Approval of the hot tub demolition. 

 

Staff seeks comment from the Committee regarding the freestanding steel structure.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 



715 Ursulines
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ADDRESS: 715 Ursulines   

OWNER: Nathan E. Chapman APPLICANT: Robert J. Cangelosi, Jr. 

ZONING: VCR-2 SQUARE: 55 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2,509 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 4 Units     REQUIRED: 753 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 1 Unit     EXISTING: 328 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:  

 

Rating: Green, or of Local Architectural or Historical Importance. 

 

One of the 15  2 ½ -story row houses constructed in this block as an investment in 1831-2 by the Company 

of Architects, 715 Ursulines retains its historic side corridor but no longer has a wrought iron balcony, the 

design of which as documented by archival drawings would have had a cathedral pattern railing. Other 

changes include Greek revival and later millwork alterations. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-48052-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to construct meter cabinet in alleyway with bamboo shade front, per application & materials 

received 12/01/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation of 12/22/2020. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     12/22/2020    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/22/2020 

Permit # 20-48052-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to construct meter cabinet in alleyway with bamboo shade front, per application & materials 

received 12/01/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/22/2020 

 

The applicant submitted revised drawings for three small changes to this ongoing renovation project. Staff 

has no objections to the first two changes, revising the alleyway door design and installing lattice beneath a 

rear set of stairs, but finds the details of a proposed meter enclosure atypical. In the alleyway, the applicant 

proposes to hide the property’s meters inside of a custom-built cabinet. Staff has no objection to the 

concept of this enclosure but finds the detail shown for the front of the cabinet unusual. The applicant 

proposes to install a roll up bamboo shade in lieu of doors. 

 

The applicant noted that the reason for the bamboo shade proposal was because the narrow width of the 

alleyway does not allow for operable doors. Staff questions if something like a removable panel as the front 

of the cabinet might present a more typical appearance while still allowing for occasional access to the 

meters. 

 

Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the proposal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/22/2020 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report and there was no one present on behalf of the application. With no one 

present to answer questions, the Committee moved on to the next agenda item.  

 

The was no Public Comment. 

Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron moved to defer the application because of the failure of the 

applicant to appear. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.  

 



943 Chartres
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ADDRESS: 943 - 45 Chartres Street              

OWNER: McKane Properties, LLC  APPLICANT: Katherine Harmon  

ZONING: VCR-2     SQUARE: 48 

USE: Residential    LOT SIZE: 1575 sq.ft. 

DENSITY:      OPEN SPACE:   

Allowed: 1 unit      Required: 315 sq. ft.      

Existing: 1 unit      Existing: 0 

Proposed: 1 unit      Proposed: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:  

 

This building occupies the St. Philip Street corner position in a row of three, 2-story masonry structures. 

Constructed in the early 1830s by George Washington Johnson (father of Bradish Johnson), these buildings were 

described in 1857 as "three, 2-story brick buildings with a large store room and three rooms in each."  Plan book 

drawings from 1857 indicate that the buildings were not covered with stucco but had exposed brick surfaces.   

 

Rating: Green - of Local Architectural or Historical Importance  

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-50001-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to remove existing mechanical equipment including window units and rooftop vent, and to install two  

new rooftop split unit condensers, per application & materials received 12/21/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

The proposed work includes the removal of six (6) existing window air conditioners and the removal of a rooftop 

hood vent. Some of these window units are in locations where the windows and shutters were modified to 

accommodate the installation. The applicant proposes to repair/replace these modified elements to return these 

openings to the historic conditions. Staff has requested details for this work but overall finds it approvable and 

beneficial. 

 

The existing rooftop hood vent is located approximately 3’ back from the building edge on the St. Philip 

elevation. This hood vent is visible from the street level below. The applicant proposes to remove this vent and 

patch the roof. 

 

The applicant proposes to install two new split unit condensers on the roof at least 10’ from the side and rear 

walls of the buildings. Staff has requested details on the exact equipment being proposed but is confident that this 

equipment will be minimally invasive and minimally visible. 

 

Overall, staff finds the proposal approvable and recommends approval with final details to be worked out at the 

staff level. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 
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ADDRESS:  1005-09 St. Philip Street 

OWNER: Balentine Carbondale Holdings LLC 

ZONING:   VCR-1 

USE:   Residential 

 

DENSITY 

Allowed:   3 units (approx.) 

Existing:   1 Unit 

Proposed:  No Change 

 

APPLICANT:   John C. Williams 

SQUARE:   105 

LOT SIZE:   2792.4 sq. ft. (approx.) 

 

OPEN SPACE 

Required:   837.7 sq. ft. (approx.) 

Existing:   Unknown 

Proposed:   No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

This address actually consists of two historic lots of record, upon which separate buildings stand.  At 

1005, there is a circa 1895 2-bay shotgun cottage. At 1009-11, however, a c. 1830 frame Creole cottage 

was demolished in the 1940's. The historic service building at the rear property line was rebuilt, probably 

using the original materials. The small shed at the front property line has no significance. 

 

Rating: 1005 St. Philip -- Green - of local architectural and/or historical importance.   

1007-09 St. Philip -- Rear “kitchen”-- orange - unrated 20th century construction;  

shed at front property line -- brown of no architectural significance.  
 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      01/12/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit #20-47387-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Nikki Szalwinski, appellant; Jorge Anchissi, applicant; Balentine Carbondale Holdings, LLC, owner 

 

Appeal of application to retain security cameras installed without benefit of VCC review and approval, 

per application & materials submitted 11/23/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

The neighboring property owner notified VCC staff that a security camera had been installed on the rear, 

kitchen building, noting privacy concerns over its placement. Several cameras were approved for 

permanent installation on the property in 2018. One camera, installed on the shed at the front of the 

property, was also approved for 180 days in April 2020 for the purposes of monitoring construction 

progress on the rear building.  

 

Staff contacted the applicant regarding the unpermitted camera. The security system contractor submitted 

an application to retain three cameras installed without permit, including the camera on the rear kitchen 

building. Staff has not issued a permit to retain the cameras, as spec sheets have not been provided for 

final review for compliance with VCC Design Guidelines. The placement of these cameras is within VCC 

Design Guidelines and would normally be approvable at staff level. The City Attorney has advised VCC 

staff that privacy concerns are outside VCC jurisdiction and should be considered a civil matter.  

 

With the proviso that specifications must be submitted for the cameras, staff recommends conceptual 

approval for retention and denial of the appeal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 



327 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 327 Bourbon   

OWNER: 327 Bourbon Street, LLC APPLICANT: Erika Gates 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 69 

USE: Vacant LOT SIZE: 5,472 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 9 Units     REQUIRED: 1,641 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: None     EXISTING: 1,679 sq. ft. approx. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:  

 

Rating:  Blue - of Major Architectural or Historical Importance. 

 

This c. 1835 Greek Revival townhouse is noted for its historical associations as the home of Judah P. 

Benjamin, as well as for its elegantly detailed features such as the carriageway entrance, main entrance, and 

"bow and arrow" wrought ironwork.  The components of the original complex (house, kitchen, stable) remain 

intact.  The mansard roof is a late 19th century addition. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-46277-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #19-02773-DBNVCC     Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to stabilize failing cornice by reattaching with “Tapcons” or “All Thread” every eight feet, per 

application & materials received 11/11/2020 & 12/17/2020, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation of 12/22/2020. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     12/22/2020    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/22/2020 

Permit # 20-46277-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #19-02773-DBNVCC     Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to stabilize failing cornice by reattaching with “Tapcons” or “All Thread” every eight feet, per 

application & materials received 11/11/2020 & 11/19/2020, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/22/2020 

 

Since the 12/08/2020 meeting, the applicant had an opportunity to revisit the property to gather some 

additional information. The applicant provided an updated drawing and photographs of the conditions on the 

interior side of the wall behind the cornice. The applicant notes the presence of a strong wooden ledger that 

the cornice can be attached to using galvanized threaded rods. 

 

Staff acknowledges that the proposal appears to be structurally sound, but staff is still concerned regarding the 

final aesthetic of the new attachments as well as possible damage that may occur while the cornice is being 

shifted back into place. 

 

Staff requests commentary from the Architecture Committee regarding the revised proposal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/22/2020 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report and there was no one present on behalf of the application. With no one 

present to answer questions, the Committee moved on to the next agenda item. 

 

There was no Public Comment. 



V C C  P r o p e r t y  S u m m a r y  R e p o r t  –  3 2 7  B o u r b o n           P a g e  | 15 

 
Discussion and Motion: Ms. DiMaggio moved to defer the application to request reasonable documentation 

and encouraging the applicant to install temporary bracing. Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion, which passed 

unanimously. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     12/08/2020    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/08/2020 

Permit # 20-46277-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #19-02773-DBNVCC     Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to stabilize failing cornice by reattaching with “Tapcons” or “All Thread” every eight feet, per 

application & materials received 11/11/2020 & 11/19/2020, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/08/2020 

 

Staff observed the failing condition of the cornice on 11/06/2020 and immediately informed representatives 

for the building. An application was submitted 11/11/2020 to re-attach the cornice using “tap cons” or “all 

thread” to “secure it, without compromising aesthetics until we can fully renovate the building.” Initially no 

additional information was provided but staff has been in contact with the applicant who did submit an image 

of the cornice noting the proposed attachment points. The applicant has also stated that they have had the 

condition looked at by the engineer Walter Zehner who approved the proposed repairs from an engineering 

standpoint. 

 

Staff is concerned about the likely fragile condition of the cornice that has resulted in the overall neglect to the 

building for several years. Staff worries that further damage will be done if the cornice is not put back in a 

very cautious and delicate manner.  

 

Staff seeks commentary from the Committee regarding the situation. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/08/2020 

 

Mr. Albrecht gave the staff report with Mr. Anderson present on behalf of the application. Mr. Bergeron 

inquired if this was a sheet metal cornice. Mr. Anderson replied that yes it was. Mr. Bergeron asked what the 

original attachment of the cornice was. Mr. Anderson replied that he was unsure and would like to find that 

out as well. Mr. Bergeron stated that he was concerned that the real problem was hidden behind the cornice 

and that this was only a Band-Aid repair.  

 

With nothing left to discuss the Committee moved on to the next agenda item. 

 

There was no Public Comment. 

Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron moved to defer the application to allow for some exploratory work to 

take place to investigate the existing conditions. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion, which passed 

unanimously. 



415 Burgundy
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ADDRESS: 415 Burgundy   

OWNER: 415 Burgundy, LLC APPLICANT:  

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 98 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2,048 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 614 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 4 Units     EXISTING: 465 sq. ft. approx 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

C. 1840 building, which was constructed as one in a row of three 2½-story townhouses. This individual 

building, which no longer has its cornice and crossette carriageway surround, has lost some of its original 

character. 

 

Rating:  Main and Service Ell: Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-22947-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #20-00485-VCCSN                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to rebuild stuccoed brick wall at the rear of the property omitting the stucco when rebuilt, per 

application & materials received 11/25/2020 & 12/08/2020, respectively.  

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation of 12/22/2020. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     12/22/2020    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/22/2020 

Permit # 20-22947-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #20-00485-VCCSN                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to rebuild stuccoed brick wall at the rear of the property omitting the stucco when rebuilt, per 

application & materials received 11/25/2020 & 12/08/2020, respectively.  
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STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/22/2020 

 

The applicant proposes to repair the damaged rear masonry wall by dismantling the wall to grade and 

rebuilding using the same bricks. The wall will be connected to the two adjacent walls with steel ties 

concealed within the wall. The existing wall is stuccoed on both the 415 Burgundy side of the wall as 

well as the neighboring side of the wall. The applicant proposes to leave the rebuilt wall as natural brick 

and not to reapply a stucco finish. 

 

The Guidelines note the protection offered by stucco over soft bricks and states that, “the VCC does not 

allow removing historic stucco from a masonry surface.” (VCC DG: 06-5 & 06-12) Although this wall 

will be completely rebuilt and existing damaged bricks replaced, staff finds that the application of stucco 

will protect the underlying bricks for years to come. Staff also notes that a large tree adjacent to the wall 

appears to possibly be at least a partial source of the damage being experienced by the wall. Staff 

recommends that the tree be heavily cut back or removed so as not to continue to damage this wall or the 

surrounding buildings. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposal to omit the stucco with the applicant to revise the proposal to 

apply a traditional stucco after the wall is rebuilt. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/22/2020 

 

Prior to reading the report, Mr. Albrecht noted that the applicant had requested deferral of the 

application prior to the meeting. The Committee elected to move on with the agenda. Public  

 

Comment: We encourage the applicant to explore whether this fence has an adequate foundation 

prior to rebuilding as the design hints that it may have had height added along the way which is 

also compromising its stability. We hold out hope that the plantings do not have to be removed. 

Nikki Szalwinski 

FQC 

 

Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron moved to defer the application to the next meeting. Ms. 

DiMaggio seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. 

 

 



435 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 435 Bourbon   

OWNER: Copping Properties, LLC APPLICANT: Rodney Ratliff 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 70 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 1,444 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 465 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 0 Units     EXISTING: 110 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

Rating: Main building: green, or of local architectural and/or historical importance.  

 

This address features a small 2 ½ story brick building and attached two-story service building.  Details 

include a side pedestrian alley and a balcony at the second level.  This Greek Revival structure either was 

constructed circa 1853 or is a c. 1853 remodeling with a second floor of an earlier two-bay masonry cottage 

shown in an 1852 plan book drawing.  

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-49027-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #20-21684-VCCNOP                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain violations including cut shutter and through wall air conditioning unit on the rear 

elevation, per application & materials received 12/10/2020. 

  

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

A similar violation retention application that included the proposed retention of the cut shutter was 

reviewed by the Committee at the 09/13/2016 meeting and was deferred. The recommendation of the 

Committee at that time was to elevate the sign as it appears there is enough room between the top of the 

shutter and the underside of the balcony to allow for the sign installation without modifying the shutter. 

As the Guidelines do not allow for shutters to be cut in to sections (VCC DG: 07-15) and the shutter was 

only cut to accommodate the installation of this sign, staff does not find its retention appropriate. 

 

The through wall air conditioner mentioned in the agenda was determined to be prescribed as VCC 

photographs indicate it has been in place at least fifteen years. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposed cut shutter retention with all other violations to be reviewed at 

the staff level. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 



711 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 711 Bourbon Street   

OWNER: Seven-Eleven Bourbon LLC APPLICANT: Christione Turner 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 73 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 4,422 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 7 Units     REQUIRED: 1,326 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: None     EXISTING: 1,263 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY:    

 

Rating:  Blue - of major architectural/historical importance.   

 

The Tricou House is a fine example of a Transitional porte cochere building, designed c. 1832-34 by the 

prolific architect duo of Gurlie and Guillot.  Its elaborate wood cornice with garlands, the rhythm of its 

arched ground floor openings, and the nicely detailed dormer windows are characteristic of the architects' 

work. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-49245-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #20-22727-VCCNOP     Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain paint on previously exposed natural brick, per application received 12/11/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

A painting application was submitted on Tuesday, September 8th, 2020 which noted among the other 

information that the existing wall color was Sherwin Williams Baked Clay and proposed a new wall color 

of Sherwin Williams Mindful Gray. Staff observed that painting work had started on Friday, September 

11th prior to a permit being issued. Staff instructed the workers to stop and staff issued the paint permit over 

the weekend on Sunday, September 13th. 

 

Among the other information, the permit stated that the work included, “making minor millwork and 

masonry repairs as necessary to match existing conditions and to paint as follows to match existing 

conditions: walls: Mindful Gray SW 7016. flat or eggshell”  

 

Following the issuance of the permit, staff observed that the previously natural brick of the second floor of 

the Bourbon St. elevation of the main building, the first and second floors of the Dauphine St. elevation of 

the main building and the first and second floor of the Orleans elevation of the service ell had all been 

painted. VCC Guidelines state that, “the VCC does not allow painting traditionally unpainted material, 

such as … previously unpainted brick or stone” and notes that the application of a coating or paint to 

previously unpainted brick or stone requires Commission approval for all buildings rated yellow or higher. 

(VCC DG: 09-8)  

 

Although the permit noted the painting of walls, the intention was for painting only on the stuccoed and 

historically painted walls. Nothing in the application or permit implied or called out the unpainted bricks as 

approved for painting. Staff notes that the paint permit boilerplate has since been updated to say the permit 

does not allow for painting to any currently unpainted materials. 

 

Regarding this instance, staff is concerned about the likely difficulty in removing paint from this much 

brick without doing damage to the brick itself. Still, staff feels a test patch or multiple test patches of 

various paint strippers may be worthwhile.  

 

Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding this situation.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



433 Burgundy
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ADDRESS: 433 Burgundy   

OWNER: Ritchie Richard, et. Al. APPLICANT: Ritchie Richard 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 98 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2,000 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 400 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 8 Units     EXISTING: 530 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

Rating:  Green.  

 

A c. 1835 Transitional style 2-story double brick building, semi-attached service ells and a detached 

building (2 story) across the rear property line.  It has a balcony at the second level, entered into through 

French doors. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-49339-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

                    Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain torch down roofing repairs to existing synthetic slate roofing, per application received 

12/14/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

Staff discovered by looking at aerial photographs that the roofs of both the main building and rear service 

building had been modified without benefit of VCC review or approval. Photographs and a VCC permit 

indicate that in 2000 an Eternit slate-type shingle roof was installed on the main building and was still in 

place as of 2004. In 2005, a grey material is seen covering the entire St. Louis and Burgundy corner of the 

building. By 2008, the grey material has expanded to three sides of the main building. The same condition 

is observed in the most recent aerial photographs. It appears that a similar torch-down material was placed 

on the rear building prior to 2004, however there are no records of permits for such work and it is 

unknown if or when it was ever approved.  

 

The applicant noted that on the main building there is a single ply torch down material covering the 

synthetic slate roof. The applicant continued that the imitation slate is cracking and will leak if the torch 

down is removed and that the condo association does not have funds to replace or cover the existing 

material. 

 

Staff does not find this type of repair appropriate and notes that given that this roof has been failing for 

approximately 15 years there should have been adequate time to prepare for an appropriate roof 

replacement. As this is an existing synthetic slate roof on a green rated building, the VCC Guidelines 

would allow for replacement with a cement, slate-type shingle, contemporary slate roof systems, and 

traditional slate roofs. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposal to retain the roof repairs and recommends that the applicant 

apply for an approvable new roof. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 



641 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 639-41 Bourbon   

OWNER: 641 Bourbon Street, LLC APPLICANT: Erika Gates 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 72 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 2,299 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 2 units     REQUIRED: 459 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: None     EXISTING: 396 sq. ft. (approx.) 

    PROPOSED: No change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

This c. 1840 two-story brick building with a deep, wraparound gallery was constructed at the same time 

as the two (2) neighboring buildings at 635-37 Bourbon & 633 Bourbon.  All three buildings have similar 

Greek Revival detailing.   

 

Green - Of local architectural or historical importance 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     01/12/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     01/12/2021 

Permit # 20-49390-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #18-11678-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain air conditioning compressor installed on balcony without benefit of VCC review or 

approval, per application received 12/14/2020. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   01/12/2021 

 

The air conditioning units under reviewed are located with two (2) on the balcony on the Dauphine 

elevation of the main building and two (2) on the Bourbon elevation balcony of the rear building. This 

violation has been cited numerous times starting in 2015. The applicant has stated that the HVAC 

equipment is excluded from a current proposal to address other violations because the courtyard is the 

only area that the bar can currently operate with current restrictions. 

 

A similar application to retain the HVAC equipment was denied by the Architecture Committee on 

08/27/2019, denied by the full Commission on11/20/2019, and the denial upheld by the City Council on 

02/20/2020. Staff has consulted with the Legal Department who stated that she could not find anything in 

City code that says they cannot reapply for retention but notes it is possible something was missed. 

 

Still, there is nothing in the current proposal that would change the previous position of staff and no 

timeline is provided of when the applicant actually plans to address this violation. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   01/12/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

City Council Meeting of      02/20/2020    

VCC APPEAL - OF ERIKA GATES, GATES PRESERVATION  

Brief: Requesting to appeal the Vieux Carrè Commission’s decision of “denial” for the retention 

of HVAC units located on the balconies for the property located at 641 Bourbon Street.  

 

Annotation: (Cm. Gisleson Palmer, Cn. Deadline 3/1/20).  

ON DEADLINE.  

DENIAL UPHELD. See Motion No. M-20-70. 
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Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of     11/20/19    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     11/20/19 

Permit # 18-41337-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #18-11678-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain air conditioning compressor units installed on balconies without benefit of VCC review 

or approval, per application & materials received 05/17/19. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   11/20/19 

 

The air conditioning units under reviewed are located with two (2) on the balcony on the Dauphine 

elevation of the main building and two (2) on the Bourbon elevation balcony of the rear building. This 

violation has been cited numerous times starting in 2015.  

 

Staff notes that the condensing units on the balcony of the main building are particularly visible from the 

street, while all units are visible from within the courtyard space. The guidelines state that, “the property 

owner is required to minimize the size and quantity of mounted equipment, as well as locate it to minimize 

visibility in or on a courtyard, yard, balcony, gallery, or porch.” (VCC DG: 10-11)  

 

Staff finds the condensers on the balcony of the main building too visible to be considered for retention 

and recommends that the applicant explore relocating these units. The Architecture Committee found that 

the installation of condensing units on any balcony is not something they could approve. 

 

The Architecture Committee voted to deny the proposed retention of the condensing units installed on the 

balconies and the applicant is appealing that denial.  

 

Staff finds that there are viable alternative locations for this or similar equipment. As the installation does 

not conform to the guidelines regarding visibility, staff recommends denial of the proposed retention. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    11/20/19 

 

Ms. Vogt read the staff report with Ms. Gates present on behalf of the application.  Ms. Gates 

stated the units had been in place for 5-7 years prior to the citation and that their current location 

was the safest alternative as the courtyard was active and the balconies were not used.  Mr. 

Fifield stated that the Committee was not told about any egress issues, was not presented with 

any alternative locations and was not notified of any hardship on the part of the owners/ bar 

operators. Ms. Thibodeaux asked if there were in fact any alternative locations.  Ms. Gates stated 

that the owners found all alternatives to be disruptive to the business.  Mr. Fifield stated that the 

use of the building should not disrupt the architecture.  Mr. Bergeron asked if the applicant 

should return to the Committee. Mr. Fifield stated that if they were denied here, they could return 

to the Committee to try and resolve the issue.  Ms. Bourgogne asked the applicant if there was 

any point in returning the Committee. Mr. Gates stated that the owners were not interested in 

moving the units unless they were denied retention.  Mr. Fifield moved for a denial of the 

retention of the HVAC units illegally installed on the courtyard balconies.  Mr. Bergeron 

seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.   

 
Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of     11/06/19    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     11/06/19 

Permit # 18-41337-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #18-11678-DBNVCC     Inspector: Marguerite 

Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain air conditioning compressor units installed on balconies without benefit of VCC review 

or approval, per application & materials received 05/17/19. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   11/06/19 

 

The air conditioning units under reviewed are located with two (2) on the balcony on the Dauphine 

elevation of the main building and two (2) on the Bourbon elevation balcony of the rear building. This 

violation has been cited numerous times starting in 2015.  

 

Staff notes that the condensing units on the balcony of the main building are particularly visible from the 

street, while all units are visible from within the courtyard space. The guidelines state that, “the property 
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owner is required to minimize the size and quantity of mounted equipment, as well as locate it to minimize 

visibility in or on a courtyard, yard, balcony, gallery, or porch.” (VCC DG: 10-11)  

 

Staff finds the condensers on the balcony of the main building too visible to be considered for retention 

and recommends that the applicant explore relocating these units. The Architecture Committee found that 

the installation of condensing units on any balcony is not something they could approve. 

 

The Architecture Committee voted to deny the proposed retention of the condensing units installed on the 

balconies and the applicant is appealing that denial.  

 

Staff finds that there are viable alternative locations for this or similar equipment. As the installation does 

not conform to the guidelines regarding visibility, staff recommends denial of the proposed retention. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    11/06/19 

Meeting canceled due to power outage. Rescheduled 11/20/19. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     08/27/19    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/27/19 

Permit # 18-41337-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #18-11678-DBNVCC     Inspector: Marguerite 

Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain air conditioning compressor units installed on balconies without benefit of VCC review 

or approval, per application & materials received 05/17/19 & 08/20/19, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/27/19 

 

The air conditioning units under reviewed are located with two (2) on the balcony on the Dauphine 

elevation of the main building and two (2) on the Bourbon elevation balcony of the rear building. This 

violation has been cited numerous times starting in 2015. A previous proposal submitted to staff showed 

the condensers relocated to a position in the courtyard. After consulting with the building’s owner the 

applicant revised the proposal to the current proposal to retain the condensers in their current locations 

where they were installed without permits. 

 

Staff notes that the condensing units on the balcony of the main building are particularly visible from the 

street, while all units are visible from within the courtyard space. The guidelines state that, “the property 

owner is required to minimize the size and quantity of mounted equipment, as well as locate it to minimize 

visibility in or on a courtyard, yard, balcony, gallery, or porch.” (VCC DG: 10-11) Although it is highly 

atypical and should not be encouraged, as the guidelines allow for installations of equipment on balconies 

provided that it is not visually obtrusive, the Architecture Committee may find the proposed retention of 

the two (2) condensers on the balcony of the rear building approvable. If approved, care should be taken 

to maintain the balcony decking and surrounding elements. 

 

Staff finds the condensers on the balcony of the main building too visible to be considered for retention 

and recommends that the applicant explore relocating these units. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the retention of the units on the balcony of the main building and approval of 

the units on the balcony of the rear building. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   08/27/19 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Ms. Gates and Mr. Berg present on behalf of the application.  Ms. 

Gates stated that the owners did not want the units in the courtyard and thought that the balcony was the 

best location. Mr. Berg noted that the neighboring bar, which has the same owner as 641 Bourbon, does 

have condensing units in the courtyard. Mr. Fifield stated that he could not see himself approving 

condensers on any balcony.  

 

Ms. DiMaggio moved to deny the retention of the HVAC units on the both balconies.  Mr. Fifield 

seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.  

 


