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616 St Peter
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ADDRESS: 600-16 St. Peter & 625 Chartres 

OWNER: Le Petit Theater Du Vieux 

Carre, 616 St. Peter St, LLC  

ZONING: VCC-2 

USE:  Theater/Restaurant(s) 

DENSITY 

Allowed: N/A 

Existing: N/A 

Proposed: no change 

 

APPLICANT: Gabriel Virdure 

SQUARE: 42 

LOT SIZE: N/A 

 

OPEN SPACE 

Required: N/A 

Existing: N/A 

Proposed: no change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:   

 

600-14 St. Peter, 633-43 Chartres – Orange, 20th century construction. 

616 St. Peter – Blue, or of major architectural or historical importance. 

 

600-14 St. Peter, 633-43 Chartres: This stuccoed 2-story building, which now is part of Le Petit Theatre, 

is a 1962 reconstruction of a c. 1796 Spanish Colonial townhouse, which was constructed by architect 

Gilberto Guillemard for Joseph X. de Pontalba. Although restored in the 1920s by Koch and Armstrong, 

the Spanish Colonial building was razed. The new construction reused the fine original wrought iron 

railing made by the local craftsman, Marcellino Hernandez.  
 

Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of      08/05/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/05/2021 

Permit #21-18629-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install new copper awning over existing wraparound gallery, per application & materials 

received 06/28/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/05/2021 

 

Following Committee review and approval, staff issued a permit to install a new copper awning over the 

existing wraparound gallery on 07/18/2019 (Permit #18-19734-VCGEN). VCC approval expired 12 

months later, and the application requires rereview by the Commission prior to permit issuance. 

 

The two-story stucco building at the corner was reconstructed in 1962 after the original c. 1796 Spanish 

Colonial building was razed. The original building was well documented as part of the iconic Jackson 

Square view shed; a drawing from 1872 and a photograph from 1885 show the original wrought iron 

balcony rail, which was transformed into a gallery by c. 1900. The original rail was salvaged and 

reinstalled on the existing building. Staff notes that the Blue rated portion of the building fronts on St. 

Peter and is not in the scope of work for this permit. 

 

The proposed gallery awning is wood construction with a lead-coated copper roof, with copper gutters 

and birds mouth scuppers. The ornamental wrought iron fascia and gallery panels will be installed slightly 

behind the existing railing, allowing it to remain independent and easily reversible. The historic rail is 

raised with extension bars below to meet building code. On Chartres Street, columns will be relocated to 

correspond to the existing iron panels above. The impact on the viewshed down Chartres Street and 

Jackson Square was studied by the Committee in 2019 and found to be minimal and in keeping with the 

Design Guidelines. 

 

As the design is unchanged from previously approved stamped materials, the Committee recommended 

approval of the proposed work. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    08/05/2021 



907-917 Governor Nicholls
1211-1215 Dauphine
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ADDRESS: 913 Gov. Nicholls, 1215 Dauphine 

OWNER: 913 Gov Nicholls, LLC  

ZONING: VCR-1 

USE:  Residential 

DENSITY 

Allowed: 12 units 

Existing: 4 units 

Proposed: 10 units

 

APPLICANT: John Williams 

SQUARE: 82 

LOT SIZE: 11,706.6 sq. ft. 

OPEN SPACE 

Required: 3527 sq. ft. 

Existing: Unknown  

 Proposed: approx. 3692 sq. ft.  

 
ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

 

Plantation type dwelling, which may be one of the Quarter's earliest buildings, was constructed (or 

reconstructed from an earlier building on Bayou St. John according to an extant contract) perhaps as early 

as 1787 for Gabriel Peyroux, who moved into town from Bayou St. John. Owned from 1795-1878 by 

Josquin Ossorno, Captain of the regiment stationed in the Plaza, and his heirs, the structure was 

remodeled in the 1830s, most significant of which is the alteration of the original steep pitched, hipped 

roof. Additionally, the rear gallery area has been enclosed. 

 

Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of      08/05/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/05/2021 

Permit #21-18881-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to build two new two-and-a-half story buildings, per application & materials received 

06/29/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/05/2021 

 

Following extensive Committee and Commission review, staff issued a permit to construct two buildings 

on the 1215 Dauphine key lot on 03/02/2018 (Permit No. 16-16729-VCGEN). The property was long 

associated with 913 Gov. Nicholls, and the properties were combined as part of the permitting process for 

new construction. VCC approval expired after 12 months, and the application requires re-review by the 

Committee and Commission prior to permit issuance. 

 

The larger of the two proposed buildings is a two-and-a-half story structure containing three residential 

units and measuring 38’-11” to the top of the parapet. Its massing and typology were influenced by 

townhouses with attached service ells commonly found in the district. Due to the extreme visibility of all 

elevations, particularly from Cabrini Park and Barracks Street, it was designed to blend in with the 

surrounding context, while millwork and gallery details were simplified to reflect its contemporary age. 

Parking spots are provided on site and inside the first floor, accessible from garage doors on the Gov. 

Nicholls elevation.  

 

The rear building measures 37’-2 ¾” in height and is similar in form, massing, scale, and typology to a 

typical two-and-a-half story detached outbuilding, and contains one unit.  

 

Staff notes that the plans were approved in 2018, prior to the implementation of the Vieux Carré Height 

Interim Zoning District (IZD), which limits the allowable height in the in the French Quarter. Staff 

reached out to the Zoning Administrator for an interpretation on the allowable height at this property. The 

CZO states: “The maximum building height shall be limited to the current height of the existing structure, 

as defined by Article 26, or if the property is currently undeveloped or vacant, either of the following 

methods shall be used to calculate the maximum height; however, in no case shall the building height 

exceed fifty (50) feet.” (CZO: 19.4.A.1.k) Zoning Administrator Nick Kindel interpreted the allowable 

height as that of the existing structure on the same lot (in this case, the Ossorno House), as the property is 

not currently undeveloped or vacant. Therefore, the height of the front building must be reduced below 

the height of 913 Gov. Nicholls, which measures 37’-2 ¾” tall. 

 

None of the design elements have changed as part of this resubmittal. However, staff notes that the 

original approval was completed under a previous building code, and Safety and Permits has provided the 

applicant with a preliminary comments noting needed revisions, submittals, appeals and reviews by other 

divisions, including (but not limited to):  

• BBSA appeal of base flood elevation requirements and a window on the property line with Cabrini 

Park, 

• Submittal of soil testing and reports in order to receive approval from BBSA to install helical piles, 

• A legal servitude to cross property lines, and  
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• Updated review by the State Fire Marshall.  

 

Additionally, the front gallery panels were conceptually approved by the VCC but required further 

development and review at the Committee level; this has not been completed since the permit was issued 

in 2018.  

 

Staff notes that the property is currently for sale, and it is unclear if the property will be sold as one parcel 

or individual units. When reviewed by the Committee on 07/21/2021, the applicant stated that the owner 

would not be selling the property and would move forward with the new construction as originally 

planned. However, staff notes that multiple real estate signs are still in place on both the Gov. Nicholls 

and Dauphine elevations advertising the property as both “six units with off street parking” and an “extra-

large lot.” It is also advertised on the Latter and Blum website as “six units available for purchase 

individually or as a multi-unit complex.” Staff notes that, if these lots were to be returned to their original 

configurations, the proposed new construction would not be found approvable as it would no longer meet 

CZO requirements for open space. 

 

At the Committee review on 07/21/2021, the Committee moved to approve the proposal and forward 

them to the Commission, with the proviso that plans must meet building code. Considering the extensive 

preliminary review comments from Safety and Permits that were sent to the applicant on 07/22/2021, staff 

recommends that the Commission defer the proposal until these items are addressed with Safety and 

Permits, the BBSA, and any other agencies that may require alterations to the design. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    08/05/2021 





August 2, 2021 
 
 
Daniel & Heidi Raines  
905 Governor Nicholls Street  
New Orleans, LA 70116  
 
Vieux Carre Commission  
1300 Perdido St, 7th Floor 
New Orleans, LA 70112 
 
 
RE: 1215 Dauphine St, 913 Governor Nicholls Street  
       21-18881-VCGEN 
 
Dear Commissioners,  
 
My wife and I have lived at 905 Governor Nicholls Street with our three daughters for the past 
15 years. As the owners of the property to which the proposed new development will attach, we 
are very concerned about impending damage to our historic home, defects in the applicant’s 
plans as submitted to the VCC, and noncompliance of the proposed new construction with the 
Vieux Carre Height Interim Zoning District requirements.  
 
This new construction is proposed to attach to the rear of our American Townhouse constructed 
in 1840 and to our historic courtyard wall which was constructed prior to 1876. (Figure 1: 
Sandborn Image 1876).  Our American Townhouse is supported by a masonry foundation that 
extends outward underground, and there is a concern that this historic structure will be 
compromised by the site preparation needed (i.e. excavation, driving of pilings, roof attachment, 
etc.) further compromising the integrity of the historic structure .  The development is also 
proposed to attached to our historic courtyard wall which has endured for many decades as an 
essential element of our property - but does not possess the structural foundation required to 
support the attachment of a new 38-foot structure. The historic wall is not supported by a 
masonry foundation and is not able to support a structure of this magnitude.  VCC Guidelines 
provide for the protection of existing historic structures such that new construction should not 
damage existing archaeological resources (VCC Guidelines for New Construction, Additions and 
Demolition). We respectfully request that the VCC defer the proposed construction pending 
revisions which creates adequate space between our home and any new construction in order to 
protect the structural integrity of our American Townhouse.  
 
There are also defects in the applicant’s plans, such as inaccuracies with the submitted property 
survey. The applicant’s survey contends that the property line on the Dauphine Street elevation 
falls inside our home by over 6 inches and over 8 inches on the Governor Nicholls Street 
elevation, which is in conflict with historical surveys, as well as customary building practices 
followed when our American Townhouse was constructed in 1840. (Attachment A: 21-18881-
VCGEN Page 2) (Attachment B: 905 Governor Nicholls Property Survey). We respectfully 
request that the VCC defer the approval of the applicant’s plans and require the applicant to 
remediate defects from the plans.   



 
It is important to note that newly adopted “Vieux Carre Height Interim Zoning District”  (Ord. 
28410 MCS, ZD 18/20, 7-16-20) restrictions dictate that all new construction in the Vieux Carre’ 
Residential District, in which this development is planned, should be no higher than the existing 
or previous structures on the same lot. The intent of the Vieux Carre’ Height Interim Zoning 
District is to modify the maximum building height regulations to preserve the historic 
development pattern of the Vieux Carre’.  This ordinance limits any new construction on the site 
of 1215 Dauphine to a single story in height.  
 
The efforts of the Vieux Carre Commission to preserve the integrity of our neighborhood are 
greatly appreciated. It is our hope that the VCC hears the concerns and defers approval of the 
project until all of the issues above have been investigated and fully resolved.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Daniel & Heidi Raines  
905 Governor Nicholls Street  
New Orleans, LA 70116  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 



 

Join Coleman Fmln
Monique Coleman 
628 Governor Nicholls 
New Orleans, 70116 



 

July 30, 2021 

To: Erin Vogt, Vieux Carre Commission 

From: Jane Cooper and Bob Heaps, French Quarter Residents 

Erin, we write to you to express our opposition to the proposed construction of a two and one-half story 

apartment complex at the rear of 913 Governor Nichols Street. The applicant is John C. Williams, Governor 

Nicholls Properties, LLC. Of 1215 Dauphine St., 913 Governor Nicholls St. Application 2118881-VCGEN. 

We live at 931 Barracks Street, one block away. The lot in question where Mr. Williams proposes to 

build, is directly adjacent to both other residences and to the community treasure which is Cabrini Park. 

We are not architects or city planning experts, but clearly any new two and one-half story construction 

would be inconsistent with the current neighborhood, which is several hundred years old. It would have 

a negative impact on important green space which is used by the residents and the children of Homer 

Plessy. Preserving green space is critical as we battle climate change throughout New Orleans. 

We urge the staff and commissioners to deny this application as it is currently submitted. 

Thank you, 

 

company 
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Erin B. Vogt

To: Bryan D. Block; Renee  D. Bourgogne; VCC

Subject: RE: Opposition to 913 Gov.Nicholls_VCC Plans_2021_Resubmittal

From: Magner, Michael <mmagner@joneswalker.com>  

Sent: Wednesday, August 4, 2021 5:41 PM 

To: Bryan D. Block <bdblock@nola.gov> 

Cc: Irene <igcerise@gmail.com> 

Subject: Opposition to 913 Gov.Nicholls_VCC Plans_2021_Resubmittal 

 

EMAIL FROM EXTERNAL SENDER: DO NOT click links, or open attachments, if sender is unknown, or the message seems 

suspicious in any way. DO NOT provide your user ID or password. If you believe that this is a phishing attempt, use the 

reporting tool in your Outlook to send this message to Security. 

 

 

Mr. Block - 

 

We live at 916 Governor Nicholls, across the street from this project, and we write in opposition to it.  We just learned 

that this was on the VCC docket for tomorrow and ask for a 90 day continuance in order to provide additional materials 

in opposition. No efforts were made to consult with the nearby property owners concerning this design. 

 

The proposed building plans are entirely too large for the property and would occupy virtually every square inch of the 

existing property.  It is out of character for the neighborhood and is strenuously opposed by the neighbors. 

 

The original renovation was done in a slipshod manner.  There are obvious structural problems in the Governor Nicholls 

side of the property that were ignored.  The front pillars lean noticeably.  The structure is in obvious need for a new roof 

which was not installed. 

 

No effort was made to landscape the property other than install plastic foliage in the already unsightly cyclone fence.  A 

large, beautiful live oak tree was not protected during the last "renovation." 

 

To my knowledge, none of the condo units have sold, suggesting there is no need for additional units in the 

neighborhood. 

 

The proposed plans make no allowance for parking which is already in short supply in the neighborhood. 

 

To my understanding, the area in the back was originally a stables, and adding substantial additional residential space 

would be a significant change from the historical design. 

 

If there is a chance that this design could pass tomorrow, please advise immediately  so we can consult with our elected 

officials and consider further formal action. 

 

Mike & Elizabeth Magner 

 

 

Michael W. Magner  |  Partner 

Jones Walker LLP 

D: 504.582.8316  |  M: 504.229.1327 

mmagner@joneswalker.com 
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Erin B. Vogt

To: VCC

Subject: RE: 1215 Dauphine, 913 Gov. Nicholls -- public comment

From: Bowlin, Angela M. <abowlin@frilot.com> 

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 9:51 AM 

To: VCC <vcc@nola.gov> 

Cc: Angela Bowlin <abowlin@frilot.com> 

Subject: 1215 Dauphine, 913 Gov. Nicholls -- public comment  

  

EMAIL FROM EXTERNAL SENDER: DO NOT click links, or open attachments, if sender is unknown, or the message 

seems suspicious in any way. DO NOT provide your user ID or password. If you believe that this is a phishing 

attempt, use the reporting tool in your Outlook to send this message to Security. 

 

I oppose the current proposed plan for 1215 Dauphine / 913 Governor Nicholls for the following reasons: 

  

1. Density. This project is much larger than anything that has ever been situated on this parcel and it will 

dominate two block-faces and completely change the historic view of the area. Specifically, this new 

construction will affect the historic view of the blue-rated structure at 913 Gov. Nicholls. This 18th century 

plantation house was originally situated on the lot  so that there was green space around it, similar to its original 

site condition on Bayou St. John. This new construction, although on the Dauphine frontage, will be highly 

visible from Gov. Nicholls and have an extremely negative impact on one of the oldest buildings in the FQ.  For 

those of us who live and own property on Gov. Nicholls this is unacceptable and will set a very bad precedent.  

  

2. The proposal relies on the merging of multiple lots into one which we understand the VCC recommended 

only after new construction was complete. It is not. This proposal would not be possible without the lots merged 

into one as it relies on the  open space of the original 913 Gov. Nicholls parcel to maximize construction on 

what was a separate lot until the current owners consolidated them. This seems to employ the same piecemeal 

approach that has resulted in significant alterations at other addresses in the FQ 

  

3. Height. This new construction is much taller than anything previously built on the original lot which was 

historically a one-story accessory structure.  

  

4. The plans use a historic fence as building wall – they seemingly incorporate the wall of a garage on the 

adjacent property/garage. This garage is a simple roof over the historic fence. Besides that this construction 

would completely conceal this historic fence, the fence is unlikely to have a foundation adequate to support the 

proposed townhouse. Further there are currently windows on the garage wall and service building of 905 

Governor Nichols that appear on the Historic American Buildings Survey. This new construction is against 

these windows, so by default 905 Gov. Nichols would lose their light and view in total. 

  

Thank you.   

Angie Bowlin 

528 Governor Nicholl Street 

NOLA  
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Erin B. Vogt

From: VCC

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 10:40 AM

To: Erin B. Vogt

Subject: Fw: 1215 Dauphine, 913 Gov.  Nichols

 

 

From: Chad Pellerin <chadpellerin69@gmail.com> 

Sent: Thursday, August 5, 2021 10:32 AM 

To: VCC <vcc@nola.gov> 

Subject: 1215 Dauphine, 913 Gov. Nichols  

  

EMAIL FROM EXTERNAL SENDER: DO NOT click links, or open attachments, if sender is unknown, or the message seems 

suspicious in any way. DO NOT provide your user ID or password. If you believe that this is a phishing attempt, use the 

reporting tool in your Outlook to send this message to Security. 

 

 

Public Comment for VCC Commission  August 5, 2021: 1215 Dauphine /913 Governor Nichols 

 

   If not mistaken,  this property is the home  of a former governor that was moved to this site on Governor Nichols 

street. I understand it  has a high Blue rating     It has a large yard around it with lively shade trees in front that grace it, 

and it lies in the last truly exclusively residential part of and in the  lower Quarter.  Perhaps the Commission should 

concern itself more with keeping it in its present scale and maintain its historical significance and tout 

ensemble.   Surely, another vacant condo building in this area is not in keeping with uses of single homes and apartment 

buildings in this area. Please consider a denial of this project. Thank you. 

   I am not a spokesperson for any other than myself. 

    Chad Pellerin, resident of 

    819 Orleans Avenue 

 

 

Sent from my iPhone 



823 Decatur
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ADDRESS: 823 Decatur St.   

OWNER: 823 Decatur LLC APPLICANT: n/a 

ZONING: VCC-1 SQUARE: 22 

USE: Commercial (restaurant) LOT SIZE: 3,316 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 5 Units     REQUIRED: 663 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: Unknown 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

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

Service building: pink, or of local or major importance but with distracting modifications. 

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

 

In 1827 Joseph Cheyron bought a portion of the site of the Naval Arsenal from the U.S. Government and 

built a two-story brick building at the corner of Decatur Street and the newly laid Madison Street. Before 

1929 when Cheyron's old building became the home of Tujague's Restaurant, it was popular as Begué's 

Restaurant. Several significant changes have occurred to the typically Creole building since its 

construction. The first floor arches have disappeared; the ground floor façade has been rusticated; and the 

historic courtyard area has been filled in with inappropriate construction. 

 
Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of     08/05/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/05/2021 

         Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Commission review of staff recommendation to grant historic “Tujague’s” signs Designated Classic Sign 

status per Article 24.15 of the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/05/2021 

 

The Tujague’s restaurant recently moved from their historic location at 823 Decatur to a new location at 

429 Decatur St. The restaurant is seeking to install replicas of the blade sign and under-gallery sign at 

their new location under a separate permit, which the Commission reviewed at the 05/19/2021 

Commission meeting. As neither the historic signs at 823 Decatur nor the proposed new signs at 429 

Decatur meet current CZO requirements, the signs need to be designated as “Classic Signs” per Section 

24.15.A(2)(a). of the CZO before replication can be considered approvable. The Law Department 

informed VCC staff that the existing historic signs must first be designated as classic signs, then replica 

signs could be installed at the new location. The “Classic Signs” article of the CZO states: 

 

Any person or the City may apply for designation of an existing sign, as of the date of 

adoption of this Ordinance, as a classic sign. Classic signs are exempt from area, 

setback, height, lighting, movement, flashing, placement, type, content, placement, and 

construction materials requirements of this Ordinance. 

To qualify for designation as a classic sign, the sign shall: 

a. Be at least twenty-five (25) years old or an exact replica of an original sign where the 

combined age of the duplicate and original sign is at least twenty-five (25) years. 

b. Possess unique physical design characteristics, such as configuration, message, color, 

texture, etc. 

c. Be of significance to the city, regardless of the use identified by the sign. 

A sign designated a classic sign may remain on the premises even if the original use to 

which the sign relates is no longer located on the premises. 

Classic Sign designations within the Vieux Carré must be approved by the Vieux Carré 

Commission, per the CZO. 

 

Originally established in 1856, Tujague’s was located at 823 Decatur from at least 1929. A VCC 

photograph from c. 1950 shows the three neon signs still in existence today: the corner blade sign which 

reads “Tujague’s, est. 1856,” an under gallery sign reading “Tujague’s Restaurant,” and another under-

gallery sign reading “Bar.” All three signs are over 25 years old, as mandated in Criteria A. Staff finds 

that the sign also meets Criteria B and C as noted in Section 24.15.A(2)(a). of the CZO. Staff 

recommends approval of the Classic Sign designation for all existing historic neon signs at 823 Decatur.  

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    08/05/2021 



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. 

 

 

Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of     08/04/2021   

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/04/2021 

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

 

Proposal to construct new roof over existing gallery, per application & materials received 03/09/2021 & 

07/15/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/04/2021 

 

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 been working with the Architecture Committee to reach 

the current proposal.  

 

The gallery roof would extend the entire width of the existing gallery, feature standing seam metal 

roofing, half round gutters and spitters to drain the roof. The applicant presented two options for the 

ends of the gallery roof at the last Architecture Committee meeting, as seen on sheet A03.1. Staff and 

the Architecture Committee expressed a preference for option 1, which features a more open end. The 

underside of the roof would be finished with a wood bead board ceiling and feature ceiling fans centered 

in the bays.  

 

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. The Architecture 

Committee noted that if both the gallery and overhang were proposed in 1988 together, they most likely 

would have both been approved. Given the rating of the building and the somewhat atypical situation, 

the Architecture Committee moved to approve the design of the overhang as proposed. Staff 

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

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    08/04/2021 
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Architecture Committee Meeting of     07/27/2021   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     07/27/2021 

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

 

Proposal to construct new roof over existing gallery, per application & materials received 03/09/2021 & 

07/15/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   07/27/2021 

 

Following the deferral at the 07/13 meeting the applicant submitted revised drawings incorporating the 

discussion from that meeting.  

 

The plans still include two options for the gallery ends, as seen on Sheet A03.1. As previously noted, 

Option 1 utilizes a simple fascia board sloped to match the slope of the gallery roof. Option 2 squares off 

the underside of the gallery roof end and uses lap siding. The applicant notes that with a wood structure 

and beadboard, the height of the fascia board has increased by approximately 4” to cover these thicker 

elements. Of these two options, staff prefers the simpler and more open Option 1. 

 

The structure of the roof is now proposed to be constructed from wood, as detailed on Sheet A04, with 

the underside covered in beadboard to conceal the structure. The beadboard is shown extending all the 

way back to the building wall, all in the same plane. The applicant notes that the underside of the 

structure has been sloped, as a flat ceiling would be only about 1-1/4” above the existing windows and 

doors. 

 

The applicant also included examples of existing gallery roof structures that have similar features as the 

proposed new roof structure. 

 

If the Architecture Committee finds the installation of the new gallery roof approvable, staff 

recommends details consistent with the options noted above. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   07/27/2021 

 

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Mr. Hill, the contractor, present on behalf of the application.  

Mr. Fifield asked the Committee if they had any questions. He then stated that the new drawings seemed 

to reflect the last ARC discussion. Ms. DiMaggio agreed and stated that she preferred option 1. Mr. 

Bergeron questioned the columns stating that they looked “rather thin.” He asked for the details. Mr. 

Fifield stated that sheet A04 had the columns at 2” in diameter metal pipe column. Mr. Bergeron stated 

that this seemed much smaller than the columns below. He asked the Committee for their opinion.  Mr. 

Fifield stated that as long as it was structurally ok, he was fine with it. He then asked the contractor if 

the rail was to be buttressed. He went on to say that this was unusual. He asked staff if this was existing. 

Mr. Albrecht stated yes.  Mr. Hill asked if they should enlarge the poles. Mr. Fifield stated no, that that 

was not on the table at this time.  With nothing left to discuss, the Committee moved on to the next 

agenda item.   

 

Public Comment: 

Nikki Szalwinski, FQ Citizens 

While we appreciate that the applicant has taken the advice of the committee since the last meeting we 

are concerned about the addition of this awning as a precedent. After all this gallery was added not all 

that long ago after which we saw a similar change across the street. Allowing this applicant to add an 

awning here continues to muddy the architectural history of this building taking it farther from its 1920s 

incarnation when the second floor was added. As we are seeing the effects of facade changes at another 

address today, we wonder if allowing others to follow that path is logical in this historic landmark 

district. This building has been in the same use successful for many, many years without an awning. We 

ask that the committee carefully consider whether one is really necessary before setting further 

precedent. Whether at this address or elsewhere incremental changes over the last decade have 

dramatically changed entire blockfaces to the point that the district’s histrionics is being erased. 

 

Motion and Discussion: 

Mr. Bergeron made the motion for conceptual approval with detailing consistent to opt 1 and all final 

details worked out at the staff level. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion and the motion passed 

unanimously.  
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Architecture Committee Meeting of     07/13/2021   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     07/13/2021 

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

 

Proposal to construct new roof over existing gallery, per application & materials received 03/09/2021 & 

06/23/2021, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   07/13/2021 

 

Following the discussion and deferral of this application at the 06/22/2021 meeting, the applicant 

revised the proposal and included different options for various aspects of the proposal. The first options 

are seen on sheet A03.1 and involve the ends of the gallery roof. Option 1 utilizes a simple fascia board 

sloped to match the slope of the gallery roof. The fascia board is noted as being aligned with an existing 

rafter tail so these two elements would be in the same plane. Option 2 squares off the underside of the 

gallery roof end and uses lap siding. Of these two options, staff prefers the simpler and more open 

Option 1. 

 

The second set of options concerns the connection between the gallery roof and the existing roof and 

building. On Sheet A04, the existing rafter tails are left in place and a new 2x8 is attached directly to the 

wall of the building. The gallery roof structure would then extend from this board out over the gallery. 

Sheet A04B attaches a similar 2x8 directly to the ends of the rafter tails. Provided that the existing 

rafters can support the additional load of the gallery roof, staff prefers the cleaner connection seen on 

sheet A04B. 

 

A reflected ceiling plan has been included which shows a combination of ceiling fans and can lights 

installed in the new gallery roof. The lighting Guidelines recommend centering the lights between 

gallery posts in this instance. As drawn, the ceiling fans are primarily centered between the posts with 

the can lights flanking the fans. Given the larger size and visibility of the fans compared to the can 

lights, staff finds centering the fans between the posts an orderly proposal. 

 

If the Architecture Committee finds the installation of the new gallery roof approvable, staff 

recommends details consistent with the options noted above. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   07/13/2021 

 

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

stated that they agreed with the staff report.  Mr. Fifield asked the applicant which option they 

preferred. Mr. Tucker stated that they preferred A04B and the open-end gallery. Ms. DiMaggio stated 

that the connection didn’t seem to have any structural support.  Mr. Tucker stated that they would be 

reviewing the drawings with the engineer but that they did speak with him before and he did say that this 

was a viable option.  Mr. Bergeron questioned the fact that the roof was detailed with steel. He asked 

the Committee if perhaps wood would not be more appropriate.  Mr. Fifield agreed that perhaps the 

Committee should investigate a wood detailing.  Ms. DiMaggio stated that she was fine with either 

wood or steel but agreed that if the rest of the Committee thought they should reconsider she was ok 

with that as well.  Mr. Fifield stated that maybe it should be a wood structure instead of the metal with 

beaded board on the underside.  He went on to say “in a single plane” more like slide 34, hiding the 

attachment.  Mr. Tucker asked if this would hide the rafter tail.  Mr. Fifield responded yes. Mr. Tucker 

stated that he had never seen anything like that in the French Quarter.  Mr. Fifield stated that there was 

nothing like this- a building with no gallery getting a gallery addition and then decades later getting a 

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

 

Public Comment: 

Nikki Szalwinski, FQ Citizens 

This building has been substantially altered from original and adding a metal canopy only further 

conceals what was original, what is 1920s and what is 1988 onward. As Comm. Fifield said, there are no 

examples to look at of adding a gallery to a building that never had one and then additionally adding a 

canopy. Within the district there are a number of buildings that with floors that were to earlier Creole 

buildings, many of which the VCC staff are not even aware of and whose quality and condition are often 

concealed by stucco and laters skim coats. Attaching a canopy not only to a holding where one did not 

cost prior but also  to a building with a story not necessarily designed to carry the weight and wind loads 

should be concerning to all. Perhaps a better alternative on this building is a cloth awning  or simply 
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continuing with the present side umbrellas rather than further altering and obscuring the original design. 

 

Discussion and Motion: 

Mr. Bergeron made the motion to Defer the proposal in order to allow the applicant time to revise the 

proposal to show wood roof structure attached to the building, similar to option 2. Ms. DiMaggio 

seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.  

 

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 

 

Mr. Albrecht gave the staff presentation with Messrs. Wood and Tucker present on behalf of the 

application. Ms. DiMaggio asked if they had considered attaching the roof below the rafter tails. Mr. 

Tucker responded that attaching below the rafter tails would create both a visual and height issue. Mr. 

Fifield noted that there would be an overlap condition at the ends of the gallery roof.  

 

Ms. DiMaggio stated that she was ok with the concept of adding the roof but wanted it to be sensitive to 

the historic building material and be easily reversible. Mr. Fifield inquired if they had considered 

mounting to the face of the rafter tails. Mr. Tucker responded that it could be done but he was concerned 

it could create a visual awkwardness. Mr. Fifield encouraged the applicant to explore detailing the 

attachment in this manner. 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 the applicant time to 

revise the proposal based on the conversation had during the meeting. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the 

motion, which passed unanimously. 
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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. 

 

 



V C C  P r o p e r t y  S u m m a r y  R e p o r t -  7 3 8 - 7 4 0  D a u p h i n e  S t .   P a g e  | 9 

 
Discussion and Motion: 

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. 
 

 



Change of Use



220-22 Chartres



V C C  P r o p e r t y  S u m m a r y  R e p o r t  –  2 2 0 - 2 2  C h a r t r e s   P a g e  |  1  

 

ADDRESS: 220-22 Chartres Street   

OWNER: 222 Chartres LLC APPLICANT: John C Williams 

ZONING: VCC-1 SQUARE: 30 

USE: Mixed LOT SIZE: 4269.1 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 7 Units REQUIRED: 1,280.7 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: Unknown EXISTING: Unknown 

PROPOSED: No change PROPOSED: No change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

Main building & service building: Yellow, contributes to the character of the District. 

 

C. 1910 four-story masonry building, which loosely follows the Renaissance Revival style. Building has 

rusticated façade, cornice window heads on upper floors and post-and-lintels on the ground floor. Its 

façade is unified with that of 224 Chartres. 

 

Vieux Carré Commission Meeting of      08/05/2021 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     08/05/2021 

Permit #21-17006-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

 

Proposal to install mechanical equipment, new millwork, and lighting, in conjunction with a change of 

use from vacant to specialty restaurant, per application & materials received 06/15/2021 & 06/28/2021, 

respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   08/05/2021 

 

Article 2.10 of the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance states that: 

“Within the Vieux Carré Historic District, no occupancy permit shall be issued by the 

Director of Safety and Permits, for any change in the use of any existing building until and 

unless a special permit shall have been issued by the Vieux Carré Commission, except that 

where no change of exterior appearance is contemplated such permit by the Vieux Carré 

Commission shall not be required. Where any change in exterior appearance is 

contemplated, the Vieux Carré Commission shall hold a hearing, and if it approves such 

change, it shall issue a special permit to continue the same use, or for any other use not 

otherwise prohibited in the district, subject to the following conditions and safeguards: 

 

1. The historic character of the Vieux Carré shall not be injuriously affected. 

2. Signs which are garish or otherwise out of keeping with the character of the Vieux Carré 

shall not be permitted. 

3. Building designs shall be in harmony with the traditional architectural character of the 

Vieux Carré. 

4. The value of the Vieux Carré as a place of unique interest and character shall not be 

impaired.” 

 

The proposed exterior changes to the building are as follows: 

 

Front elevation: 

• Install three (3) decorative frosted glass globe fixtures at three center pilasters. The Committee 

responded to the proposed fixtures and gave conceptual approval for final selection at staff level. 

 

Rear elevation: 

• Restore bricked-in door to match adjacent, and install 12” x 12” and 12” x 24” mechanical louvers. 

Swept-head brick lintels and brick sills on the rear elevation show at least three openings existed at 

one point, with all being bricked-in except the center door. While there was some question about 

whether these openings were windows or doors, the applicant stated that the locations of existing 

brick sills were due to changes to the interior floor level and the Committee found the work 

conceptually approvable. The louvers were also found conceptually approvable, as they will be 

located below the second-floor level and can be painted to minimize visibility. Staff notes that the 

courtyard is small and not visible from other properties. 

 

Mechanical: 

• Install two condensers and roof curb on roof of main building. The number and location of the 

condensers was found conceptually approvable. Final selection of the units will be handled at staff 

level following review of sound output data, but should not impact any surrounding properties. 
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The Committee found the proposed alterations to be conceptually approvable with final review and 

approval to be handled at staff level, and is recommending that the Commission forward a positive 

recommendation to the City Planning Commission regarding the change of use to specialty restaurant. 

 

VIEUX CARRÉ COMMISSION ACTION:    08/05/2021 



Appeals and Violations



326-30 Chartres
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