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1008 Dauphine



V C C  P R O P E R T Y  S U M M A R Y  R E P O R T  –  1 0 0 8  D A U P H I N E  P a g e  |  1  

 
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 DESCRIPTION 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      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

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

 

Review of courtyard stair construction in conjunction with renovation, per application & materials 

received 12/02/2020 & 06/15/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

When last reviewed on 06/22/2021, the Committee conceptually approved most items except the 

courtyard stairs, which were deferred. The applicant has revised the drawings to remove the Azek and 

use natural wood, but several aspects of the design are unusual due to the metal substructure and require 

additional review by the Committee. Typically, historic wooden stair stringers are located beneath the 

treads and decking, leaving the sides of the treads and decking exposed. The design submitted by the 

applicant hides the steel beams below the landings, as well as the sides of the stairs, by applying a raised 

wooden fascia that extends 1-3/4” above the decking and protrudes 2” past the metal plate. Since the 

structure of the stair is atypical, staff is unsure of how best to advise the applicant and seeks the 

guidance of the Committee. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 



740 Dauphine
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ADDRESS: 738-740 Dauphine St.   

OWNER: 740 Dauphine LLC APPLICANT: Patrick Tucker 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 74 

USE: Commercial/Bar LOT SIZE: 1890 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 378 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: 0 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 
 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

2-story masonry corner commercial building, which actually is a 19th century Creole cottage that had a 

second floor added c. 1920. The service building from the earlier structure remains at 834 St. Ann. 

 

Rating:  Main Building:    Yellow 

Service Building:  Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     06/22/2021   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-06778-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Conceptual review of proposed new roof over existing gallery, per application & materials received 

03/09/2021 & 06/15/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

This application was deferred at the 03/23/2021 meeting to allow the applicant to further investigate the 

existing conditions and provide additional and updated drawings. The revised materials now include 

details on how the proposed roof would attach to the existing building and gallery. The detail shown on 

sheet A04 notes that the existing rafter tails would be cut back to the face of the building wall to allow 

for the attachment of a new 2x8 and the rest of the roof structure. This would allow the existing roof 

plane and the new roof plan to meet, with the new roof plane considerably shallower than the existing.  

 

The history of this building notes that the second floor of this building was added to an existing creole 

cottage ca. 1920. The exposed rafter tail details almost certainly are original to this second-floor 

addition. 

 

Besides this attachment detail, the proposed new roof is detailed with a galvalume standing seam roof, 

galvalume half round gutters with spitters, an exposed underside with metal structure and beaded 

purlins, and 2” diameter metal pipe columns at the street edge of the roof. 

 

Staff reminds the Committee that although the proposed overhang does not meet current Guidelines, the 

existing gallery was constructed in 1988 and would not meet the current Guidelines either if proposed 

today. Staff has some concerns about the proposed cutting back of the existing rafter tails as this work 

would not be easily reversible in the future if the roof was ever removed. Still, given the rating of the 

building and the relatively contemporary nature of the second floor compared to more significant 

buildings in the district, the Architecture Committee may consider this overhang potentially approvable 

in this unique situation. 

 

Staff request commentary from the Committee regarding the proposal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 
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Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/23/2021   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/23/2021 

Permit # 21-06778-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Conceptual review of proposed new roof over existing gallery, per application & materials received 

03/09/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/23/2021 

 

The gallery on this building only dates to 1988 when the Architecture Committee and Commission 

approved its installation. Staff at that time noted that a gallery would help to distinguish the 20th century 

second floor from the 19th century creole cottage remnant of the first floor. The applicant proposes to 

construct a new roof above this gallery and has submitted conceptual drawings for review. Staff notes 

that current VCC Guidelines require documentation of a previously existing balcony or gallery in order 

to reconstruct one and that a proposal for a new gallery at this location now would likely not be able to 

satisfy this requirement. Still, as the gallery is in place, the Architecture Committee may find the 

proposal conceptually approvable. 

 

The Guidelines note that, “adding a new … overhang will greatly alter the appearance of a building. In 

select cases, the VCC might approve the installation of a new balcony, gallery, porch, or overhang 

provided that: 

• There is documentary evidence supporting a … overhang previously existing 

• The installation is appropriate for the building type 

• The installation does not destroy or conceal an important architectural feature or detail 

• The proposed design is compatible in size, scale, and design to the building and surrounding 

streetscape” (VCC DG: 08-9) 

 

The proposed gallery roof is shown as near flat and with thin posts supporting the outer edge of the roof 

so staff does not find that it would obscure any important architectural details of the ca. 1920 second 

floor. Given that this is a yellow rated building and a rather unique situation, staff does not find that the 

addition of a gallery roof would be objectionable. If the Architecture Committee determines that the 

concept warrants additional development, the applicant would need to return to the Committee with full 

drawings and details for further review. 

 

Staff requests commentary from the Architecture Committee regarding whether or not the proposed new 

gallery roof is worth developing further. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/23/2021 
 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Mr. Tucker present on behalf of the application.  Mr. Tucker 

stated that they were here strictly for a preliminary review to see if the project was worth developing 

further.  He went on to stated that the owners wanted to do this so that the corner business could have a 

covered area for patrons.  Ms. DiMaggio stated that if this had gone to Commission under previous 

guidelines, this probably would have been approved.  Mr. Bergeron stated that the rafter tails would be 

obscured. He went on to say that the architectural changes to the building over time were quite sad.  Mr. 

Fifield asked the applicant “we would be giving you permission to investigate?”  Mr. Tucker states that 

he too was concerned about how to connect the proposed roof to the exterior rafter tails. He went on to 

say that they were 10’ above the deck, so they would need to investigate how to attach the existing roof 

to the proposed roof. Mr. Fifield stated that the Committee need to make a defensible decision. He went 

on to say that the roof needed to have a good slope and that it should be a well-integrated addition.  For 

clarification Mr. Fifield added that he did not want the rafter tails to generate an addition that was not 

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

 

Public Comment: 

Nikki Szalwinski, FQ Citizens 

While we understand why and sympathize with the applicant wanting a covered gallery, we are concerned 

about further altering an already heavily modified building, particularly when the staff report indicates the 

gallery addition in the 80s was to differentiate between the new and old. We ask that the applicant instead 

consider a less permanent solution such as umbrellas or a removable awning rather than further building 

alterations that confuses its eras. 

 

Discussion and Motion: 
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Ms. DiMaggio made the motion for the deferral of the application in order for the applicant to provide 

drawings and to address any violations as noted.  Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion and the motion 

passed unanimously. 
 

 



939 Orleans
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ADDRESS: 939-41 Orleans   

OWNER: Micah Collin Loewenthal APPLICANT: Micah Collin Loewenthal 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 87 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 3672.5 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 3 Units     REQUIRED: 734 sq. ft. (20%, corner lot) 

    EXISTING: 1 Unit     EXISTING: 1357 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No change     PROPOSED: No change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

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

Sheds: Brown, or no local historic and/or architectural significance.  

 

C. 1900 4-bay frame late Victorian double shotgun cottage. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit #21-07380-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new pool in courtyard, per application & materials received 03/15/2021 & 06/14/2021, 

respectively.   

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

Following Committee review and deferral on 04/27/2021, the applicant has submitted an engineer’s report 

on the existing foundation conditions. Brian A. Mistich, PE, of Dammon Engineering inspected the 

property and provided a letter dated 05/18/2021, as follows: 

“The residence is supported on brick constructed piers using bricks as the foundation to 

these piers. Mr. Decorté [the pool contractor] had his excavation crew expose the 

foundation. It appears that the foundation for these piers is decaying. Analysis of the 

existing conditions revealed that the existing pier foundations are supported not only 

directly beneath the piers but also starting at the bottom of the foundation on an angle of 

45 degrees away from the foundation as well. Since the pool is to be constructed only 1’ 

away from these pier foundations, the pool will interfere with the pier support 

mechanism.” 

 

Mr. Mistich’s letter states that “the Vieux Carré has required additional separation from the property line. 

This has resulted in moving the pool closer to the residence, approximately 1 foot from the edge of the 

residence.” Staff notes that this is incorrect and the VCC has not mandated or stipulated any minimum 

distance between the pool and property line. The Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance requires 4’-0” of 

separation, which was upheld by the Board of Zoning Adjustments on 03/15/2021 following appeal by 

the applicant. 

 

Mr. Mistich recommends:  

“1. The owner should consult with a House Leveling or Foundation Repair company to 

have the piers and their foundations removed. We recommend that screw piles be 

installed to support the piers and have the company rebuild the piers to meet the Vieux 

Carré requirements. The screw piles shall be installed such that a minimum depth of 10’ 

is obtained for supporting the piers. This minimum depth is 2-3’ bellow the excavation 

required to install the pool. 

2. After the screw piles have been installed and the piers have been rebuilt, we 

recommend that prior to the general excavating for the pool that the exterior sidewalls of 

the pool be excavated and shoring to be installed resist against sidewall failures. [sic.] 

3. We also recommend that the pool be constructed a “minimum” of 3’ from the edge of 

the piers supporting the house to the outside edge of the concrete pool wall. If this is done 

then screw piles are not required under piers.” 

 

Staff seeks clarification from the applicant regarding the existing conditions of the pier foundations; if 

decay is present, repairs should be proposed so deterioration does not continue.  

 

The positioning of the pool in relation to the property line is not a VCC issue and has already been denied 

by the BZA. Considering the engineer does not find the pool construction possible without major 

structural intervention that may put the historic building in jeopardy, staff recommends denial of the 

proposal to install a pool at this property.   

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 







200 Bourbon
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ADDRESS:     200 Bourbon  

OWNER:  200 Bourbon, LLC 

ZONING:  VCE 

USE:  Commercial  

DENSITY 

Allowed: 1 unit 

Existing:  Unknown  

Proposed: No change

 

APPLICANT: Kris Shull 

SQUARE: 65 

LOT SIZE: 1784.3 sq. ft. 

OPEN SPACE 

Required: 356.9 sq. ft. (20% corner lot) 

Existing:    None 

Proposed:  No change  

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:   

 

Rating: Main building: blue, or of major architectural and/or historical importance.  

Courtyard infill: brown, objectionable or of no architectural and/or historical importance. 

 

Impressive c. 1831, 3½-story masonry townhouse with fine details, including side gable with round-headed 

openings; attic frieze windows, and wrought iron balconies. Ground floor was altered for commercial usage in 

the 1850s, and the courtyard infill was done c. 1890. 

 
Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit #21-09736-VCGEN       Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new hood vent and intake air, per application & materials received 04/13/2021 & 

06/15/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

On 05/25/2021, the Committee deferred the proposal to install a hood vent in the rear loggia roof and 

encouraged the applicant to explore using an inline fan. The applicant has submitted a revised proposal to 

install an inline fan, including three different options for screening the equipment and platform.  

 

The inline fan exits the rear wall of the main building on the fourth floor between the center and Royal-

side windows. A galvanized steel channel platform to support and service the equipment is proposed 

below the fan and roof system, with screening to be installed on the Bourbon side. A section of the inline 

fan and platform shows the bottom of the fan 3’-4” above the roof, and notes call for the equipment to be 

painted to match the color of the roof system to minimize visibility.  No rooftop platform or railing is 

shown; staff requests clarification that none will be needed due to the service platform below.  

 

Three options are proposed for screening, to be installed set back from the plane of the roof and service 

ell wall. Option A is divided vertically into four louvered panels, which are similar in size and proportion 

to louvered shutters. Option B is divided into five louvered panels below solid, wood plank siding. Option 

C has only two louvered panels, which are larger in scale, with a painted stucco panel above. Staff finds 

Option A to be preferable since it reads as a louvered screen addition, while the other two options utilize 

materials that are more commonly used for walls. 

 

Staff notes that the second-floor roof plan also shows a major reduction in the amount of mechanical 

equipment to be located on the Brown-rated infill roof. Staff welcomes the removal of the unpermitted 

mechanical equipment that has long overrun this highly visible area, and requests that the applicant 

submit manufacturer’s specifications for the make/model of all equipment for final review and approval 

by the Committee prior to permit issuance.   

 

Overall, staff finds the proposed work conceptually approvable, with a preference for screening Option 

A.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 



828 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 828 Bourbon   

OWNER: Sahuque Reaty Co APPLICANT: Archetype (2021) 

Charles Berg (2019) 

ZONING: VCR-2 SQUARE: 58 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2,310 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 2 Units     REQUIRED: 693 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: 260 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: 7 Units     PROPOSED: No Change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

This 2½-story masonry Greek Revival townhouse, along with its neighbor at 830 Bourbon, was 

constructed c. 1832 by Jean Florent Durel. During the second half of the 19th century its appearance was 

modified with the addition of new millwork on the front openings, a new recessed entrance, and a cast 

iron covered gallery. 

 

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

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-13334-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to renovate property including modifying window and door openings, installing new millwork, 

and installing a new garde de frise, per application & materials received 05/10/2021 & 06/03/2021, 

respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

This application was approved at the 05/25/2021 Committee meeting with the proviso that the millwork 

details would return to the Committee for additional review. The applicant has submitted revised 

drawings noting that there were errors on the last submittal which were based off incorrect previous 

drawings. Some noted changes on the new set include the fact that there are not transom windows existing 

or proposed above the French doors of the service ell and the existing single leaf second floor door is a 

solid wood five panel door rather than a door with lites. The applicant has also eliminated the previously 

proposed new door opening within the alleyway.  

 

Where existing, the millwork is primarily proposed to be repaired to match existing. The one exception is 

the solid wood door at the second floor of the service ell. The existing drawings show this as a five-panel 

door with equal sized horizontal panels while the proposed show a four-panel door with tall vertical 

panels over shorter lower panels. 

 

All opening of the service ell and rear building, with the exception of the four-panel door, are proposed to 

receive new board and batten shutters. Staff finds this style of shutter appropriate for the age of building 

and location but requests additional details on these shutters. (tongue and groove? vertical outside face 

grooves? dimensions of boards? etc.)  

 

Finally, the meter cabinet in the alleyway has been reduced in size and additional doors added. 

 

Overall, staff finds the revisions approvable with the one exception being the proposed change of the five-

panel door to a new four-panel door. The existing door appears to be in good condition and is located in 

an in-fill portion of the building so staff requests commentary from the applicant and Committee 

regarding this proposed change.  

  

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 
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Architecture Committee Meeting of     05/25/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     05/25/2021 

Permit # 21-13334-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to renovate property including modifying window and door openings, installing new millwork, 

and installing a new garde de frise, per application & materials received 05/10/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   05/25/2021 

 

A similar proposal from a different applicant was reviewed back in August 2019 and was deferred at that 

time. The proposed scope of work with this new applicant is largely similar and consists of renovations to 

the rear elevation of the main building, to the service ell, and in the open-air corridor connecting the street 

to the courtyard. 

 

For the rear elevation of the main building, the applicant proposes to repair the existing millwork and 

railing and to install a new 6” copper gutter and downspout. 

 

At the service ell, the applicant proposes to modify some inappropriate windows, through wall AC units, 

and other in-fill elements. Presumably original window and door locations will be restored to full size if 

necessary and have new millwork installed.  

 

Where the side service ell meets the rear building, the applicant proposes to remove existing windows at 

the first and second floor and completely in-fill the openings with matching masonry. Staff is generally 

hesitant to in-fill openings but notes that this portion of the building wall at the first floor features a large 

brick arch, indicating that this portion of the building has been previously modified. The second-floor 

portion also appears to clearly be later in-fill. Based off of similar building types, it is possible this 

portion of the building was originally open air and may have featured stairs to the second floor. 

 

Staff finds the millwork for the service ell largely approvable but notes that one second floor door is 

proposed to receive a new nine lite over single panel door while the rest of the door openings feature 

French doors. Looking at the existing composition of the building as well as Sanborn maps, it appears that 

this portion of the service ell is later, post-1940 in-fill construction. Given the later construction date for 

this portion of the property, the Committee may prefer the change in door style.  

 

A new garde de frise is proposed near the top of the inappropriate concrete stair to create a safe barrier 

between this and the neighboring 830 Bourbon property as the stair rises to near the top of the historic 

courtyard wall. Staff finds the simple proposed garde de frise approvable.  

 

New mechanical equipment is proposed for the small open-air space between the service ell and the rear 

of the main building. Three different levels of mechanical equipment are shown. Staff finds this location 

for mechanical equipment consistent with the Guidelines and approvable. 

 

In the passageway between the street and courtyard, the applicant proposes to widen an existing door 

opening by approximately 1’ to a total width of 4’. A second 4’ wide new door opening is proposed 

further down the passageway. Staff questions if there is any brick scarring or other indication that the first 

opening was previously wider and that the second opening existed.  

 

The applicant also proposes to construct a new 2-1/2’ x approximately 17’ meter enclosure room in the 

passageway. Staff questions if this is a Safety/Fire Marshal requirement or only for aesthetics.  Either 

way, staff questions if the enclosure is as narrow as it could be. 

 

Overall, staff finds the proposal largely approvable and consistent with Guidelines. Staff recommends 

approval of the proposal with any final details to be worked out at the staff level. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   05/25/2021 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Ms. Wotring present on behalf of the application.  Ms. Wotring 

stated that with regards to the new openings she would be happy to investigate and that the meter box 

requirements were state fire marshal requirements.  Ms. DiMaggio suggested making the box shallower 

by adding more doors.  Ms. Wotring agreed and stated that she would investigate this alteration.  Mr. 

Fifield asked Ms. Wotring to look more closely at the detailing of the French doors and the single swing 

door and transom based on the existing.  Ms. Wotring stated that the paneling and lite pattern was based 

on what was currently there and that she would provide photos. Mr. Block asked for verification from 

zoning on the number of allowable units. Ms. Wotring stated that to her understanding 7 units were 

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

 

Public Comment: 
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Nikki Szalwinski, French Quarter Citizens 

While we are pleased to see this building renovated we urge the applicant to consider reducing the 

number of units in this proposal as seven units far exceeds the allowable two units.  The open space at this 

address is barley more than a third of that required by zoning and accommodating mechanical and 

electrical equipment for seven units in this small space will render the courtyard unpleasant at best and 

likely unusable. As another applicant stated a few meetings back preserving courtyard space is part of 

building preservation. Further we agree with the staff report regarding the concrete stairs.  Wooden stairs 

are more appropriate and concrete stairs have shown to cause rot and moisture issues at other addresses. 

Finally, we ask that the committee consider deferral until such time as the applicant provides clearance 

from zoning on the number on units. 

 

Discussion and Motion: 

Ms. DiMaggio made the motion for the approval of the proposal on the condition that the zoning is 

verified with all details at the staff level. Mr. Fifield asked if she could amend her motion to include a 

millwork packet.  Ms. DiMaggio amended the motion for the millwork packet to come back to the 

Committee. Mr. Bergeron seconded the amended motion and the motion passed unanimously.   

 
Architecture Committee Meeting of     08/27/19    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/27/19 

Permit # 19-24421-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to renovate property including modifying window and door openings, installing new millwork, 

and installing a new garde de frise, per application & materials received 08/02/19. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/27/19 

 

The majority of the proposed work occurs in the courtyard area of the property including reworking 

window and door openings, removing an existing courtyard planter, new courtyard paving, a new gard de 

frise between this and the neighboring property, and the installation of new millwork and lighting. This 

property is a mirror image of the neighboring 830 Bourbon St. and the applicant is taking numerous cues 

from that building. 

 

The proposal includes relocating second floor openings to create a vertical alignment with two existing 

first floor doors. Staff notes that the provided existing elevation of the service ell does not seem to 

completely accurately show this elevation. Specifically, there are openings that are not shown including a 

thru-wall window AC unit and ground floor windows. It is unclear what is proposed for these existing 

features. Additionally, no existing elevation is provided of the building along the rear property line. This 

elevation currently features a twelve over twelve window which the applicant shows as being changed to 

a nine over nine. Staff requests that the applicant provide more information regarding the existing 

elevations to better understand the overall proposal.  

 

One regrettable feature of this property which is not mirrored on the 830 building is the existing concrete 

courtyard staircase. Although no work is proposed for this existing feature, staff would encourage the 

applicant to explore the possibility of eliminating or reworking this non-original feature. The proposed 

garde de frise is located near the top of this stair to create a safe barrier between this and the neighboring 

property as the stair rises to near the top of the historic courtyard wall. Although no details of the garde de 

frise are provided, staff finds the concept of one in this location to be potentially approvable if no work is 

done to the existing courtyard stairs. 

 

Staff has no objections to the other aspects of the proposed work but requires more details to better review 

the proposed reworking of openings and installation of new millwork and other features. Staff 

recommends deferral of the application to allow the applicant to submit additional information as noted. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   08/27/19 

 
Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Mr. Berg present on behalf of the application.  Mr. Berg stated that 

he was revising the elevations, that the through wall units were being removed and that the 12 over 12 

window was not being changed.  Ms. DiMaggio moved for a deferral in order for the applicant to submit 

additional information.  Mr. Fifield seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.   

 



New Business



510 Wilkinson
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ADDRESS: 510-12 Wilkinson St.   

OWNER: Nicholas G Mosca, 

Alexander A Burgers, 510 

Wilkinson Loft LLC, 512 

Wilkinson Row LLC 

APPLICANT: Janet Lougee 

ZONING: VCC-2 SQUARE: 26 

USE: Commercial/Residential LOT SIZE: 1768 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 1 Unit REQUIRED: 530 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: 3 Units EXISTING: None 

PROPOSED: No change PROPOSED: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

 

This circa 1830 3 ½ story Transitional style brick warehouse building, which is the twin of 514-16 Wilkinson, 

retains its original ground floor configuration of three arched openings but the courtyard area has inappropriate 

infill.  

 
Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit #21-13041-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new shutters in ground floor openings, per application & materials received 05/05/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation dated 05/25/2021. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 
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Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/08/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/08/2021 

Permit #21-13041-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new shutters in ground floor openings, per application & materials received 05/05/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/08/2021 

 

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation dated 05/25/2021. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/08/2021 

 

Ms. Vogt read the staff report. There was no one present on behalf of the application. Mr. Fifield asked if 

the applicant had been notified of the meeting; Ms. Vogt responded that she had emailed the applicant 

several times but had received no response. With no applicant present, the Committee moved on to the next 

agenda item.   

 

No Public Comment 

 

Motion and Discussion: 

Ms. DiMaggio moved to defer the item to allow the applicant to be present to answer questions at an 

upcoming AC meeting. Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion, which passed unanimously. Mr. Fifield stated 

that staff should wait to hear from the applicant before placing the application on any future agenda. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      05/25/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     05/25/2021 

Permit #21-13041-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new shutters in ground floor openings, per application & materials received 05/05/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   05/25/2021 

 

The applicant proposes to install new beaded board and paneled shutters in the three bays on the first floor. 

Double-action strap hinges will be used to allow the shutters to wrap the jamb and lay flat when fully 

opened. The shutters will overlap when open, as seen in plan. While no photos show shutters in these 

openings, staff finds the type, style, and operation of the proposed shutters to be typical for brick 

warehouse buildings of this era, particularly in the Upper Quarter near the river, and recommends 

approval. Staff encourages the property owners to consider full shutter restoration on the upper floors as 

well.  

 

Staff notes that the plan shows all three bays of French doors swinging into the interior of the building. 

While it should not affect operation of the shutters or require alterations to the existing jamb, the left, 

Decatur-side door swings out. Staff assumes this is a drafting error and requests that the applicant confirm 

that changes to the doors are not in the current scope of work.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   05/25/2021 

 

Ms. Vogt read the staff report. There was no one present on behalf of the application.  Ms. DiMaggio stated 

that she usually liked for the applicant to be present but in this case, she was feeling comfortable with the 

proposed work.  Mr. Fifield asked Ms. Bourgogne to look up during the recess if this was a previously 

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

 

No Public Comment 

 

Discussion and Motion: 

Mr. Fifield asked Ms. Bourgogne if she had investigated previous approvals for the proposed shutters; she 

responded that a full renovation was approved in 1998 and the shutters were approved in 2000, but the 

work was not completed. Ms. DiMaggio stated that she was comfortable approving the shutters without the 

applicant present. Mr. Fifield noted that there was a fire department hookup to the left of the front entry 

which might impede the function of the shutters. Ms. Bourgogne stated that the impression she got from the 

applicant was that the shutters would remain closed most of the time to provide security and a sound 

barrier. 

 

Ms. DiMaggio moved to defer the application to allow the applicant time to be present and address any 

Committee concerns.  Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.   

 



1014 Conti
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ADDRESS: 317-321, 325-327, & 329-331 

Burgundy;  

1010-1012 & 1014 Conti;  

318 N. Rampart; and  

1019-1025 Bienville Streets 

  

OWNER: 1025 Bienville, LLC APPLICANT: Maple Ridge Architects 

ZONING: VCC - 2 SQUARE: 97 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 50,615 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: Not Applicable     REQUIRED: 15,185 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Not Applicable     EXISTING: 7,843 sq. ft. approx. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION: 

 

This application pertains to the Holzer Sheet Metal Works buildings, a complex which includes seven 

properties within the square bounded by Burgundy, North Rampart, Conti and Bienville.   

 

The application for 06/22/2021 pertains only to:  

1014 Conti, a ca. 1900  two-story masonry warehouse type building 

Rating:  Yellow - contributing to the character of the scene 

And 

318 N. Rampart, a ca. 1940 one-story masonry structure  

Rating: Brown - considered objectionable or of no architectural and/or historical importance 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-12943-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to replace existing garage door with new wood and glass garage door, install new wood window 

and install new copper awnings, per application & materials received 05/05/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

The first two aspects of the proposed work occurs at the 1014 Conti portion of this large property. On the 

Conti elevation, the applicant proposes to replace the existing garage doors with new doors that do not match 

the existing. The existing feature lites near the top of the door with large panels below and appears to 

function as one solid door. The proposed new doors would feature a total of 12 lites and would function as 

two bi-folding doors.  

 

The earliest photograph of this building identified by staff dates to 1963 and shows more of a gate in this 

opening rather than a door. It is unclear if the door was wide open in the photograph and therefore out of 

view. The earliest photograph that appears to show a door very similar to the existing dates to 1980, although 

the lites at the top of the door have possibly been modified. 

 

Although the age of the existing door cannot be verified, staff is hesitant regarding this proposed 

replacement that would be a drastic change to the front of the building. Specifically, staff finds the amount of 

glazing atypical for the utilitarian doorway. The Committee may find some kind of replacement door 

approvable, but staff recommends that the applicant reduce the amount of glazing in the doors. 

 

The second aspect of the proposal is the installation of a new six over six wood window in an existing 

infilled location on the Conti elevation of this building. The 1963 photograph clearly shows a six over six 

window in this location and the rough opening of this window is still clearly present. Staff has no objection 

to the concept of a new window in this location. 

 

The final aspect of the proposal occurs on the rear portion of the brown-rated 318 N. Rampart building on 

this property. The applicant proposes to install a total of three new standing seam metal awnings above each 

of the three doorways in this portion of the building. Two of these openings have existing fabric awnings that 

do not meet the Guidelines.  

 

Staff has no objection to the concept of the proposed awnings at these locations but finds some of the details 

shown on the section drawing atypical. Staff requests commentary from the applicant or Committee 

regarding the details of the awning including the visible bolts, the ledger board anchored to the wall below 

the rafters, and the angled fascia board. 

 

Staff recommends deferral of the application to allow the applicant to revise the proposed door but finds the 

rest of the proposal (window and awnings) conceptually approvable. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 



711 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 711 Bourbon Street   

OWNER: Seven-Eleven Bourbon LLC APPLICANT: Katherine Harmon 

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     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-15733-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to modify millwork on the Bourbon St. elevation and proposal to modify/create openings in the 

carriageway, per application & materials received 06/01/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

Looking at historic photographs of this important blue-rated building staff noted that the Bourbon St. 

elevation has been modified rather significantly in the past 40 or so years. Specifically, louvered shutters 

were seen on the ground floor doors historically and as recently as 1980. The existing paneled shutters are 

first seen in a 1988 photograph. The floor height of the downriver side of the building was lowered to grade 

sometime between 1988 and 2004. 

 

The applicant now proposes to lower the floor height of the upriver side of the building approximately 8” to 

the sidewalk level. The existing shutters and door casings would be removed and replaced to correspond to 

the taller opening. Although this would match the downriver side, this would be a departure from the 

historic condition of the building. 

 

Within the carriageway, the applicant proposes to lower the floor height at one existing opening, replacing 

the shutters and casing with new taller ones. There is a second existing opening high up on this wall, 

currently with vertical bars in the opening. The applicant proposes to enlarge this opening to match the 

adjacent opening. A third, brand new opening is proposed near the front of the carriageway. On the 

opposite wall of the carriageway, a similar small opening with bars is also proposed to be enlarged to a full-

size door opening. 

 

Without brick scarring or similar documentation to indicate the presence of door openings in this wall, staff 

is hesitant regarding this aspect of the proposal. The Guidelines state that, “the VCC does not allow 

increasing a door size or altering the shape to allow for a large entrance unless it is the only alternative to 

meet accessibility requirements.” (VCC DG: 07-13) 

 

Staff reminds the Committee that this building recently painted over the exposed brick without a permit. 

The retention of this was previously denied by the Committee and staff is awaiting proposed resolutions for 

this work. 

 

Finally, although interior work and out of VCC jurisdiction, staff notes that the proposed demolition of 

what appears to be an original stair at the rear of the building would be a terrible loss of historic fabric for 

this important building. Staff encourages the applicant to reconsider this aspect of the work. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposed enlarging and new openings in the carriageway without 

documentation of doorways previously existing and requests commentary from the Committee regarding 

the proposed lowering of the existing openings. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 



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     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

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

 

Proposal to modify millwork at ground floor door, per application & materials received 12/29/2020 & 

06/08/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

The overall renovation of this property was reviewed and permitted earlier this year. The applicant is now 

proposing a revision to one of the ground floor doors. The door is unique in that it features a full wood molding 

surround while the other doors on the building do not. The applicant proposes to remove this surround, the door, 

and the transom and install a new beaded board wood door with a new lintel to match the others on the building. 

 

Although not original to the building, staff believes the molding may have significant age. The building has been 

significantly altered over time including the addition of the gallery, modification of windows and doors, etc. 

Photographs from the 1960s clearly show the molding in place and earlier ca. 1950 photographs of the 

neighboring building appear to also show the molding in place. Without clear evidence of when this molding was 

added staff is hesitant to recommend the approval of its removal. 

 

Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the proposal. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 



Appeals and Violations



834-36 N Rampart
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ADDRESS: 834-36 N. Rampart 

OWNER:    Peter L Hall, Kenny Properties 

LLC, Dexter T Fields, Richard 

H Allison Revocable Living 

Trust, Corey Driver 

ZONING:    VCC-2 

USE:     Commercial 

DENSITY 

Allowed:   5 Units 

Existing:   1 unit (unverified) 

Proposed:  No Change

 

 

 

 

APPLICANT:    Loretta Harmon 

SQUARE:    103 

LOT SIZE:    3059 sq. ft. 

OPEN SPACE 

Required:    918 sq. ft. 

Existing:    938 sq. ft. 

Proposed:    No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

Main building & service building: Pink, or of local or major architectural and/or historical importance 

that has been detrimentally altered, but if properly restored, could be upgraded to Blue or Green rating. 

 

This ca. 1836 2 ½ story brick townhouse was owned and lived in by the Labarre family from the 1830s-

70s. The original design of this Greek revival structure included handsome wrought iron grilles over the 

attic frieze windows.  During the second half of the 19th c., front stairs were added to a 2nd level entrance, 

which was covered by a partial cast iron gallery.  Today, 20th c. construction obscures the facade of this 

once fine dwelling. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit #21-13631-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to address violations including repair service ell structure, and appeal to retain work without 

permit including metal cap flashing, per application & materials received 05/11/2021 & 06/15/2021, 

respectively. [Notices of Violation sent 10/11/2016, 03/29/2021 & 04/19/2021] 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

The applicant has submitted revisions and additional information following Committee deferral on 

06/08/2021, as follows: 

 

7: Retain service ell 4x4 columns at balconies. Paint. An engineer’s report from Robert B. Anderson, 

P.E., states that “on June 14th we reviewed the 4x4 columns at the rear balconies at the above location and 

have determined that they are both continuous from the ground to second floor and then to the third floor 

and necessary for support of the balconies. They cannot be removed. We find their structural capacity to 

be satisfactory.” Staff finds retention of the columns to be approvable. 

8A: Retain sconce lights and pendant lantern fixture at service ell. Replace bulbs with LED A19 (110W 

equivalent.), temp 3000K, CRI 80+. Staff finds the decorative fixtures and their placements to be outside 

of VCC Design and Lighting guidelines and recommends removal, with the applicant to propose 

downlighting at the rear service ell balconies, centered on each bay. 

8B: Remove fixtures. Replace with Remcraft cylindrical bullet lights, 210 Series, LED A19 (110W 

equivalent.), temp 3000K, CRI 80+. A smaller fixture must be used, but staff finds the locations and 

lamping info conceptually approvable. 

11: Retain metal cap flashing on St. Ann side.  Permits to replace the roof were last issued in 2013 and 

stated that “permit does not allow for cap flashing on parapet or surrounding walls.” Staff finds this 

particular metal cap flashing to be poorly installed, but potentially approvable in concept given the low 

height of the parapet. Staff has no objection to temporary retention until the roof requires further work. 

19: Remove and replace inappropriately sized and sistered wood outriggers to match existing at 2nd and 

3rd floor balconies on service ell. See detail 2/A1.1. The detail shows existing or new double beaded 3x6 

wood joists @ 16” o.c. spanning balcony and depth of service ell. Staff finds the outrigger detail typical 

and approvable but notes that several other elements of the balcony millwork are atypical and will 

require revision. 

21: Retain four (4) existing condensing units. Manufacturer’s spec sheets for the make and model of the 

units must be submitted for review. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



700 Royal
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ADDRESS: 700 Royal Street   

OWNER: Royal Quarter Properties 

LLC 

APPLICANT: 4H Construction 

ZONING: VCC-2 SQUARE: 44 

USE: Commercial/Residential LOT SIZE: 1650 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 1 Unit REQUIRED: 330 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: 4 Residential, 2 Commercial EXISTING: None 

PROPOSED: No change PROPOSED: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

 

700 Royal Street is one in a row of eleven 3 ½ story brick structures, which were constructed 1839-40 

for the widow of Jean Baptiste Labranche on St. Peter and Royal Streets and Cabildo Alley.  Although 

the structures have detailing in the Greek Revival style, such as their attic windows in the entablature 

frieze, such features as the original arched ground floor openings and the narrow side passageways 

represent a continuation of the French building tradition.  Although some of the buildings retain their 

original narrow wrought iron balconies, the cast iron galleries on these buildings were added during the 

second half of the nineteenth century. To many visitors, this florid iron work has become synonymous 

with French Quarter iron work.    

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      06/22/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit #21-14226-VCPNT      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Appeal of staff denial to paint cast iron gallery ironwork unapproved color, per application & materials 

received 05/17/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

The applicant submitted a proposal to paint the cast iron gallery Rust-oleum “Smoke Gray” #7786, a 

medium gray color; the VCC Design Guidelines allow for ironwork of this age to be painted black or to 

be coated with beeswax. Since several previous permits were issued for Benjamin Moore 2129-20 

“Soot,” which is a charcoal color, the applicant was also given this option as an alternative. Staff 

requested a sample swatch of the Smoke Gray but found the color to be far too light, noting that the 

existing color has faded significantly. Another swatch was applied by the applicant but was also found to 

be too light and too blue in appearance, considering the Guidelines require black paint. The applicant is 

appealing staff’s decision and requests to paint the ironwork Smoke Gray. 

 

Staff recommends denial of the appeal, with the ironwork to be painted black or Soot, as previously 

permitted. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 



323 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 321-325 Bourbon   

OWNER: Quarter Holdings LLC APPLICANT: Bob Ellis 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 69 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 4,480 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 7 Units     REQUIRED: 1,344 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 0 Units     EXISTING: 1,078 sq. ft. approx. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: 708 sq. ft. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:   

 

Important 3½-story masonry townhouse, designed in 1851 by J. N. B. de Pouilly, which retains many of 

its elegant original details including side passage, cast iron balconies, cast iron frieze window grilles with 

Grecian female figures holding Arabesque floral designs. 

 

Main and Service Ell – Green 

Rear Addition – Brown 

Courtyard Infill - Unrated 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-15779-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #19-03786-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain courtyard infill structure constructed without benefit of VCC review or approval and to 

correct various VCC violations throughout the property, per application & materials received 06/01/2021. 

[Notice of Violation sent 05/17/19] 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

The applicant has submitted a scope of work and estimate to address a variety of violations throughout the 

property. Much of this work is staff approvable and it appears that more information is forthcoming 

regarding some of the structural elements of the work. One aspect of the proposal that can be reviewed by 

the Committee now is the proposed retention of the courtyard infill.  

 

An application was reviewed back in 2018 to retain this infill. Staff at that time listed a variety of reasons 

why the structure was inappropriate and recommended denial of its retention. This new application does 

not include any additional information that would be convincing for the structure’s retention and for the 

variety of reasons listed in the 2018 report, staff does not believe that any in-fill in this location would be 

approvable.  

 

Staff recommends denial of the retention of the infill with the applicant to include its removal with the 

forthcoming information. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 



227 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 227-231 Bourbon   

OWNER: 227 Bourbon Street, Inc. APPLICANT: Manson Services, Inc. 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 68 

USE: mixed use (nightclub and 

restaurant) 

LOT SIZE: 8,379 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 14 Units     REQUIRED: 2,513 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 0     EXISTING: 1,397 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: 0     PROPOSED: 1,137 sq. ft. 

 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:  

 

Rating:  Orange: Post 1946 construction. 

 

In the fall of 1983 a fire devastated the historic 19th-century buildings that stood on this site.  The two 

Creole cottage type structures that stand at this address today were designed by architect John Williams in 

1989.  

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     06/22/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     06/22/2021 

Permit # 21-16540-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #16-05355-VCCNOP     Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate building and correct violations including installing new synthetic slate shingles, 

relocating unpermitted hood vent, and installing new millwork, per application & materials received 

06/08/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   06/22/2021 

 

Various applications for the roofing and the violations have been reviewed in the past 5 or so years. The 

hood vent has been previously denied for retention in its current location.  

 

The applicant proposes to replace all existing sloped roofs with new “Inspire” shingles which are classified 

by the VCC as a non-cement slate type shingle. As this is an orange rated building, the Guidelines would 

allow for the installation of this classification of shingles. An exception to this is when the existing roofing 

material is natural slate. Although the plans note the removal of “all existing slate roof tiles”, staff does not 

believe that the existing material is natural slate. Therefore, the proposed replacement shingles may be 

approvable.  

 

The existing roof has been patched and repaired many times, especially on the rear portion of this property 

and staff finds a total roof replacement long overdue. 

 

The applicant proposes to modify the roof by enlarging an existing mechanical well by 6’. This enlarged 

mechanical well would allow for the relocation of the unpermitted hood vent into this area. The applicant 

then proposes to screen this area with an expanded metal mesh that would rise 2’ above the roof. Although 

enlarging the mechanical well is a major intervention, given the orange rating of the building and the 

significantly reduced visibility of the hood vent in this location, the Architecture Committee may find the 

work approvable. The metal screening is atypical and staff questions if the applicant could provide a 

sample of this proposed material.  

 

This mechanical well also features an unpermitted satellite dish. If the screening were approved, staff 

believes the satellite dish would be minimally visible. 

 

The applicant proposes to retain a bar that has been constructed in the courtyard space. The plans note that 

the bar is detached from the building, however, as there are electrical and plumbing lines to this structure 

staff does not believe it could be considered as moveable furniture. Typically, the VCC has approved bars 

that are considered moveable furniture and denied bars that are fixed structures with some exceptions 

granted for bars that have the appearance of furniture and are constructed sympathetically to the building 

(see 701 Bourbon St.). If the applicant can detail the structure in such a way to be independent of the 

building and somewhat moveable and/or easily removable, a bar in this location may be approvable. 

 

Staff finds the remaining items, which include cleaning up, removing, or replacing wiring, lighting, 

heaters, fans, etc. staff approvable.   

 

Staff seeks clarification from the applicant regarding the existing roofing material, requests commentary 
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from the Committee regarding the proposed roofing work including enlarging the mechanical well and 

relocating the hood vent and commentary regarding the courtyard bar. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   06/22/2021 

 


