Vieux Carré Commission
Architecture Committee Meeting
Tuesday, May 11, 2021

Old Business

715-721 Chartres

VCC Property Summary Report- 721 Chartres
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

721 Chartres Street
Archdiocese of New Orleans
VCR-1
Place of Worship
Not Applicable
Not Applicable
Not Applicable

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

P a g e | 18

St. Louis Cathedral
45
29,925 sq. ft.
8,978 sq. ft.
12,825 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
In 1850 the French architect J.N.B. DePouilly enlarged and remodeled the old parish church to be more
visibly compatible with the newly constructed Pontalba Buildings and with improvements made to the
Cabildo and Presbytere. The result of DePouilly's work was a lengthened nave, a heightened facade, and a
new airy steeple (later covered with slate). Thus this focal point of the Vieux Carré’s public square actually
dates from the mid-nineteenth century and only includes a few wall fragments of the Spanish church.
Rating:

Purple - of National Architectural and/or Historical Importance.

Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-05684-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to remove two existing electric light fixtures and to install two new hanging copper electric fixtures,
per application & materials received 03/04/2021 & 05/04/21, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

This application was deferred at the 03/23/2021 meeting to allow the applicant to provide some additional
information. The applicant has provided drawings and additional photographs of the existing conditions. At
the last meeting the Committee was concerned both with the material change of the fixture to copper as well
as the slightly larger size of the proposed new fixture.
The existing fixture measured approximately 17” top to bottom while the proposed new fixture measures 201/2”. The applicant stated that if the Committee feels this fixture is too large that they would be open to the
smaller lantern which measures 17-3/4” tall.
Given the height of the opening and the large mass of the Cathedral, staff finds the proposed larger 20-1/2”
fixture potentially approvable.
The applicant has stated that if the existing brackets are found to be damaged beyond repair, new matching
brackets will be made and installed. Staff recommends every effort be taken to retain and repair the existing
brackets prior to complete replacement.
Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the proposed material change to copper which will
eventually patina but will be a drastic change when first installed. It does not appear that there are any other
existing copper elements on the building. Staff notes that there are relatively easy methods available to dull
the copper and accelerate the patina. Staff requests commentary if this might be a viable option.
Staff recommends approval of the proposal provided that every effort be taken to retain the existing brackets
and with the Committee to comment on the preferred size and material treatment for the fixtures.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

Architecture Committee Meeting of

03/23/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-05684-VCGEN

03/23/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to remove two existing electric light fixtures and to install two new hanging copper electric fixtures,
per application & materials received 03/04/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

03/23/2021

The existing fixtures are located with one each above each of the two side doors that access Pirate’s and Pere

VCC Property Summary Report- 721 Chartres
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Antoine Alley. The applicant proposes to remove the existing non-functioning fixtures and install new 21”
hanging copper lantern fixtures on new brackets in the same locations as the existing.
Staff searched for historic photographs of these side doors, hoping to provide more information regarding the
existing fixture and the existing decorative bracket, but unfortunately found very few photographs of this
area of the building. Staff finds it unlikely that the existing hanging fixtures carry any historic significance
but staff is more wary of the existing decorative bracket that the fixture hangs from. These brackets appear to
predate the existing light fixtures. Staff questions if the applicant has any additional information regarding
the existing light fixtures and decorative brackets.
The proposed new lantern would measure 21” tall, which appears would be larger than the existing fixture.
The proposed fixture would also be made from copper while the existing is painted black metal. Staff
questions if this size increase and material change is appropriate.
Staff recommends deferral of the application to allow for more research to be conducted and to potentially
revise the proposal as needed.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

03/23/2021

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Mr. Gordy Hyde present on behalf of the application. The applicant
stated that they had Bevolo making the fixtures and they recommended the size. He went on to say that the
current fixtures did not work, but that they wanted to keep and reuse the existing bracket. Mr. Fifield asked
the applicant for clarification if the proposed bracket was correct. Mr. Hyde stated that the proposed bracket
was a backup plan in case the existing bracket was rusted through. Ms. DiMaggio stated if the existing
bracket were to remain, a smaller fixture would be more appropriate.
Mr. Fifield stated that the Committee needed to see elevations. Mr. Hyde stated that he did not think it
would be a problem to produce elevations. Mr. Fifield went on to say that the Committee needed elevations
to scale showing the fixture over the opening. Mr. Fifield stated that it would be helpful to know the size of
the existing fixture. Ms. DiMaggio asked the Committee if they had any thoughts on the finish, black vs.
copper? She went on to say that she though the black would be better to match the bracket. The applicant
stated that he would have to ask Bevolo if this would be possible. With nothing left to discuss, the
Committee moved on to the next agenda item.
Public Comment: No public Comment
Discussion and Motion:
Ms. DiMaggio made the motion for deferral of the application to the next meeting in order for the applicant
to provide elevations, size and color. Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion and the motion passed
unanimously.

813 Barracks

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 813 BARRACKS
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

813 Barracks Street
Richard M Wilkinson
VCR-1
Residential
4 Units
1 Unit
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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John C. Williams
80
3800 sq. ft.
1140 sq. ft.
839 sq. ft.
No change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service building: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
C. 1886 Victorian 3-bay frame cottage, which has a side bay.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #21-06790-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to remove service ell porch and modify courtyard planters, per application & materials received
03/09/2021 & 05/03/2021, respectively
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

The service ell porch, swimming pool and courtyard planters were designed by Frank Masson and
installed in 2001. The applicant is proposing to remove the porch addition and install wooden steps at two
sets of French doors (note: the elevation shows the existing service ell openings in a door-door-windowdoor-window configuration, but photos show the openings as door-door-window-window-window; staff
requests clarification that the openings will not be modified). The handrail on the adjoining porch at the
rear of the main building will be extended, removing the newel post at the corner. Once the porch is
removed, the drawings call for evaluation of the piers and repair with like materials.
Unfortunately, staff was unable to locate any photographs of the rear building taken prior to the 2001
installation of the porch that would show the service ell’s previous appearance and underlying foundation.
While the existing porch is not historic in age, it is appropriate for the style of the building and was
approved as a reconstruction based on Sanborn maps from 1896. If the applicant’s proposal to remove the
porch is motivated by improving courtyard access from the service ell, modifications to the rail to allow
for additional steps could potentially be found approvable. However, staff finds the complete removal of
the service ell porch and addition of wooden steps to be highly atypical for an Eastlake cottage and not in
keeping with the Design Guidelines. Staff recommends deferral to allow the applicant to revise the
application.
The applicant is also proposing to extend the existing planter beds surrounding the courtyard pool. Staff
has no objection to these modifications and finds them conceptually approvable.
Staff notes that the permit application initially proposed to modify the window on the rear elevation of the
main building, and the scope of work has been expanded to include removal of the porch, courtyard
modifications, and an upgrade in roofing materials from cementitious slate to natural slate. Given the
recent rise in applications which expand the scope of work during review, often leading to incremental
changes that are driven by previous partial approvals rather than a comprehensive proposal, staff requests
that the applicant clarify the complete exterior scope of work.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

New Business

429 Decatur

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 429 Decatur
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

429 Decatur
Kara Farms LLC
VCC-2
Commercial
9 units
Unknown
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Michael Barr
28
5586 sq. ft. (approx.)
1675.8 sq. ft.
Unknown
No change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
A late Victorian (c. 1885) Italianate design masonry commercial building, which may be a remodeling of
two, c. 1840 buildings. (Note: the earlier buildings had four floors; this building has only three floors.)
[429-431 Decatur (Lot 11063) and 433-435 Decatur (Lot 11064) make up this building.]
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #21-05094-VCSGN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to install second floor blade sign, per application & materials received 02/23/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

Tujague’s recently moved to 429 Decatur and has not been given permission by the previous building’s
owner to relocate their historic neon blade sign. Although staff recommended that the existing Tujague’s
sign at 823 Decatur be designated a Classic Sign in 2016 this process was never completed as the final
designation would need to come from the City Planning Commission, with amendment of the CZO to be
completed by City Council. The applicant is proposing to install an exact replica of the existing Tujague’s
sign in a similar location at 429 Decatur under Section 24.15.A(2)(a). of the CZO. The article states that:
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 existing sign, placing it well over the minimum twenty-five years old
required for Classic Sign designation.
Staff notes that the proposed replica sign, as submitted, is not an exact match for the existing historic sign.
The submittal notes the sign as a “painted aluminum sign cabinet with illuminated push through acrylic
letters,” which is not allowed by the Design Guidelines and would not meet the CZO’s requirement that
the sign be an exact match. If the sign is to be reproduced exactly, the signage must be neon, which the
Design Guidelines prohibit outside of the VCE overlay district but the Committee and Commission have
the ability to override.
The existing historic Tujague’s sign at 823 Decatur must be thoroughly documented and exactly copied in
size, approximate location in relation to the building, material, illumination, color, attachment, and other
discernable features in order to be installed at 429 Decatur. The method of attachment and all structural
information must also be shown on the drawings, so the impact to the existing building may be evaluated
by the Committee. Staff recommends that the Committee move to conceptually approve the application
to designate the Tujague’s sign as a Classic Sign, per Section 24.15.A(2)(a). of the CZO. Revised

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 429 Decatur
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drawings, supporting documentation, and other materials must be submitted to staff for analysis prior to
returning to Committee. If the sign is found to be an approvable exact match for the sign at 823 Decatur,
the Committee may then forward the application to the Commission for Designation as a Classic Sign.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

1041 Royal

VCC Property Summary Report- 1039-1041 Royal
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

1039 - 1041 Royal Street
Alexander Blondeau
VCR-2
Residential
4 Units
Unknown
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Alexander Blondeau
56
2,717 sq. ft.
543 sq. ft.
140 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Although the Daily Picayune in 1884 stated that this 2-story exposed brick commercial building with ornate
wraparound galleries was "designed and erected by E. Surgi," it is almost identical to the building situated
across the street at 1101 Royal that was designed by Thomas Sully.
Rating:

Green - of local architectural and/or historical importance.

Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-09964-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to install new “hedgehog” security device above masonry alleyway wall, per application & materials
received 04/12/2021 & 04/26/2021, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

The applicant proposes to install a new metal “hedgehog” device near the Ursulines and Bourbon corner of the
property. There are two alleyways in this location with one accessing 1041 Royal and the other for the
neighboring 706 Ursulines. The applicant proposes to install the hedgehog above the existing gate for this
alley and at the top of the wall back to the deeper recessed gate of the neighboring building, a distance of about
3’.
The hedgehog is noted as rising 1’ above the existing 7’ tall gate and wall. The plans note the use of three (3)
decorative fleur de lis brackets to support the horizontal bar. The plans note that this bracket detail will be
based off of a similar hedgehog at 1039 Chartres St. Staff suggests that the fleur de lis detail may be overly
decorative for this utilitarian ironwork and recommends that simple brackets are used instead.
In addition to the proposed hedgehog, the plans also note the addition of “S” scrolls in the currently empty
space between the gate and the top horizontal frame piece. Staff again questions the decorative nature of this
proposed element and recommends simplifying this element.
Overall, staff finds the proposal conceptually approvable and consistent with the Guidelines provided that
some of the decorative elements of the proposal are removed. Staff recommends conceptual approval with
final details to be worked out at the staff level.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

615 Ursulines

VCC Property Summary Report – 615-17 Ursulines
ADDRESS:
615-17 Ursulines
OWNER:
Maurice L. Delechelle
ZONING:
VCR-2
USE:
Commercial/residential
DENSITY
Allowed:
5 units
Existing:
5 units (unverified)
Proposed:
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE
Required:
Existing:
Proposed:
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Maurice L. Delechelle
50
3159.37 sq. ft.
947.8 sq. ft.
80 sq. ft.
No change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Once part of the garden area for Le Carpentier (Beauregard-Keyes) House, this site now has a c. 1870
two-story masonry commercial building, which beginning in the 1920s housed Brocato's Ice Cream
Parlor and today continues the tradition as a French pastry shop. Although actually constructed as a
single building, it has three units, two of which were the old Brocato's. Today all three units house
Croissant d’Or.
Main & service building:
Courtyard infill:

Green, or of local architectural and/or historical importance
Brown, or of no significance

Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-10616-VCGEN
Violation Case #21-02991-DBNVCC

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht
Inspector: Marguerite Roberts

Proposal to install new metal gate at front of entrance alcoves, per materials received 04/12/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation of 04/27/2021.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

Architecture Committee Meeting of

04/27/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-10616-VCGEN
Violation Case #21-02991-DBNVCC

04/27/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht
Inspector: Marguerite Roberts

Proposal to install new metal gate at front of entrance alcoves, per materials received 04/12/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

04/27/2021

A similar application to install metal gates at the entrance alcoves of this building was presented in 2016
and ultimately deferred with the Committee encouraging the exploration of other options.
The proposed gates would be located at the front of the entrance alcoves which are approximately 5’
deep. The gates are notes as being 5’ tall with ½” solid square bar pickets spaced 4” apart. The gates are
proposed to be mounted to a new 2” square tubing which would be welded to a 4” square plate at the top
and bottom of the square tubing. These 4” plates would be anchored into the existing file floor at the
bottoms of the posts and into the wood at the top of the posts. A cane bolt is proposed in the center of the
gate with an additional hole drilled into the tile to secure the bolt and middle of the gate.
Regarding window and door security, the Guidelines state that, “the VCC recommends
• utilizing historic security devices such as shutters and night blinds
• minimizing the size, number, and visibility of modern exterior security devices.” (VCC DG: 0719)
The Guidelines continue that, “an exterior metal grille is only permitted at a doorway with an exterior
vestibule at least 18-inches in depth.” (VCC DG: 07-19)

VCC Property Summary Report – 615-17 Ursulines
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A previous concern of the Architecture Committee was the importance of these entrance alcoves and their
decorative details. One of these alcoves is actually featured in the Guidelines as an example of a historic
storefront entrance alcove.
Staff notes that a similar entrance alcove at a restaurant addressed similar issues with a proposal back in
2015. At 201 Royal St, the Committee approved the installation of a removable ironwork gate. The gate
was detailed with minimal connectors to the building so that with the gate removed, the alcove security
essentially disappears. The gate is stored inside the building when not in use. Staff questions if a similar
concept could be utilized in this situation with small brackets located at the sidewalls and possibly ceiling
and the majority of the security as a removable element.
Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the proposal as well as possible alternatives
that might serve the same purpose.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

04/27/2021

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report. There was no one present on behalf of the application. With no one
present on behalf of the application, the Committee elected to move on to the next agenda item.
There was no Public Comment.
Discussion and Motion:
Ms. DiMaggio made the motion for the deferral of the application in order for the applicant to be present.
Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.
Architecture Committee Meeting of
DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:

01/26/2016
01/26/16

Proposal to install iron gates at front of entrance alcove, per application & materials received 01/12/16.
STAFF ANALYSIS AND RECOMENDATIONS:

01/26/16

The applicant proposes to install a pair of iron gates near the front of what is dimensioned as a 61” deep
storefront entrance alcove. Although not explained on the application staff hypothesizes that the pair of
gates is to be closed and locked at off-business hours to prevent unwanted activities from occurring in the
alcove. Staff notes that this building features two entrance alcoves and staff questions if this proposal is
for both alcoves or only one.
The guidelines for storefronts note that, “the VCC does not allow installing an inappropriate building
material at a storefront, installing a stylistic element from a period that is different from the storefront, or
building, or does not complement its overall stylistic expression,” or “altering a historically important
storefront without sufficient evidence or documentation to provide an accurate representation of the
historic condition.” (VCC DG: 13-12)
The guidelines encourage the use of electronic security systems, motion detectors, lights, etc. to secure
property in this situation. Staff would encourage the applicant to explore various options of electronic
devices to discourage activities in the entrance alcoves. If the concern is more for people breaking into the
property, the guidelines recommend installing slide bolts with deep throws on each of the paired doors. “If
metal bars or a grille is considered the only acceptable method for securing a building, the VCC
encourages the property owner to install them at the interior of the window, door, or display window.”
(VCC DG: 13-10)
Staff recommends deferral of the application to install iron gates and encourages the applicant to explore
alternative options of securing the building and entrance alcove.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/26/16

The item was deferred until the end of the meeting, at which time Mr. Albrecht gave the staff presentation
although no one was present to represent the application. Mr. Fifield stated that the recessed entrances are
one of the main characteristics of the building and that the gate would obscure the shop windows and
suggested finding a solution that is less destructive of the commercial space. Mr. Taylor suggested a
solution may be some kind of gate that is put up as necessary and taken down and stored inside when the
business is open.
Mr. Fifield moved to defer the application to allow the applicant to explore other options. Mr. Musso
seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

1000 Orleans

VCC Property Summary Report- 1000 Orleans
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

1000-04 Orleans Street
(713-717 Burgundy)
Timothy Gilbridge, et. al.
VCR-1
Residential
3 Units
4 Units
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Tim Gilbridge
101
3,234 sq. ft.
646.8 sq. ft.
1,137 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Rating:

Main building: Green, or of local architectural or historical significance
Rear addition: Brown, or of no significance.

Although the Vieux Carre Survey assigns a date of circa 1850 to this Creole cottage, construction may
have occurred earlier in the century, as indicated by brick-between-posts construction. The building
received some Victorian decorative details in the late 1800s; and the historic detached 2-story kitchen was
demolished around 1950. VCC archives include a series of 1948 photographs, depicting the advanced
state of deterioration of the building at the time.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-11355-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to install new metal railing to existing concrete stoop on the Burgundy elevation, per application
& materials received 04/21/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

The insurance company for this property has informed the owners that a railing is required at this stoop in
order to maintain insurance coverage. The proposed railing is similar to existing ones that are located at all
the stoops on the Orleans elevation of the building. A notable difference between the proposed and the
existing is that the existing railings are set back from the building in order for the shutters to be able to
continue to operate. The proposed new railing is shown as extending all the way to the building. The
applicant has indicated that this was expressed as a requirement of Safety & Permits. Staff has reached out
to the plan reviewer for Safety & Permits asking if any alternatives are available but has not heard back as
of yet.
With the railing extended to the wall, the shutter would only be able to open approximately 90° and would
be in front of the railing while open. This would not be ideal but would be preferred to removing the shutters
at this opening.
Staff has no objections to the concept of a railing in this location but questions if some of the details can be
modified in order to retain a fully functioning shutter. Staff can work with the applicant and the Building
Department to find the most preferred option.
Staff recommends conceptual approval of the application with final details to be worked out at the staff
level.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

920 Governor Nicholls

VCC Property Summary Report – 920 Gov. Nicholls
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

920-24 Gov. Nicholls Street
Gregory W Kahn
VCR-1
Commercial/B&B
7 Units
1 Unit
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Gregory W Kahn
83
6426 sq. ft.
1927.8 sq. ft.
4200 sq. ft.
No change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service building: Pink, or of potential local or major architectural and/or historical
significance but with detrimental modifications.
Housing a bakery in the 1890s and a school in the 1870s, the Creole style of this c. 1835 two-story portecochere structure was altered by the addition of a ca. 1915 facade gable.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-11885-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to replace missing roof shingles with dissimilar material, per application & materials received
04/27/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

The applicant submitted a proposal to repair the existing roof, which is an Eternit cementitous slate
system dating to 2001. Approximately thirty slates in various locations require replacement. Since Eternit
shingles have a thinner profile than comparable cementitious slates, the applicant proposes to fabricate
appropriately sized, individual shingles out of sheet metal. The VCC Design Guidelines require
repair/replacement of materials in kind, and states “if over 20% of the roof slates are damaged or
missing, replacement of the roofing might be warranted, although the property owner is strongly
encouraged to make every attempt to match the quality, color, size, thickness and decorative pattern with
replacement slates.” (VCC DG: 04-03)
Staff does not find the custom-made sheet metal shingles to be appropriate and seeks alternate
recommendations from the Committee. Staff also notes that the existing roof system is twenty years old,
and replacement should be considered if another method of repair cannot be agreed upon.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

Appeals and Violations

725 St Peter

VCC Property Summary Report- 725 St Peter
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

725 St. Peter Street
H O V LLC
VCC-2
Commercial
Unknown
None
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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John Williams Architects
60
– sq. ft.
– sq. ft.
Unknown
No change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service building: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
A c. 1817 double masonry Creole cottage with dormers with arched glazing and a detached 2-story
service building.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # unassigned
Violation Case # 19-10704-DBNVCC

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt
Inspector: Anthony Whitfield

Appeal to retain patina in response to demolition by neglect citation and 04/28/2021 adjudication hearing.
[Notices of Violation sent 01/27/2017 and 11/01/2019]
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

On 10/31/2019, staff inspected the property and issued a violation notice for demolition by neglect and
work without permit, including deterioration of paint. Large portions of repaired stucco on the main
building are unpainted, and significant wooden elements are exposed to moisture and sun due to missing
and peeling paint. The shutters, windows, doors, trim, and shutters were also cited as a violation due to rot
and/or deterioration. The applicant is seeking to retain the existing conditions.
The VCC Design Guidelines state “paint is one of the most common ways to protect exterior materials,
particularly wood, from the elements. When a painted surface has been compromised, moisture and the
elements can infiltrate the underlying material and initiate deterioration. In general, all exterior surfaces
should be repainted every 5 to 8 years, with touch-ups of high traffic, worn or deteriorated areas as
needed.” (VCC DG: 09-02)
Staff recommends denial of this appeal, with all deteriorated elements to be repaired and painted as
needed to preserve historic materials.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

719 Toulouse

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 719 TOULOUSE
ADDRESS:
OWNER:

719 Toulouse St

Whelan Leblanc & Sons
LLC

APPLICANT:

Erika Gates

ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

x
x

SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

x
x

x
x
x
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x
x
x

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service building: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
Although the c. 1826 masonry double Creole cottage and detached 2-story kitchen at this address retain a
great deal of their original fabric, the oversized dormers date from the early 20th century. In 1928, Roark
Bradford, a member of the Quarter's art colony, bought the cottage from writer David Cohn.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #20-40881-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to replace dependency railing and stairs to meet building code and to install new rooftop HVAC
platform in response to violations, per application & materials received 09/17/2020 & 11/12/2020,
respectively. [Notice of Violation sent 06/12/2018]
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

Dependency balcony and stair:
The applicant proposes to demolish the existing stair, balcony decking, handrail and newel posts, all of
which are heavily deteriorated. The outriggers and fascia are shown as remaining, but it is unclear if the
stringers will be replaced. The decking will be replaced with treated pine to match existing. The stairs are
poorly detailed and currently have no risers, indicating that they may not be original. The applicant
proposes to rebuild the stairs in keeping with typical VCC details. The new newel posts and handrails for
the balcony and stairs will be taller, with the handrail increasing from 2’-9” to 3’-3” high. Staff requests
additional detail drawings showing profiles for all new millwork, but is comfortable recommending
conceptual approval for the proposed scope.
HVAC platform:
The applicant proposes to remove the existing equipment rack from the rear slope of the main roof and
install a larger powder coated aluminum platform with bar grating and 42” guardrails. The overall size of
the new platform is 25’-7” wide x 9’-2” deep, bringing it much further down the rear roof slope.
Considering the current equipment visibility from the courtyard, staff is concerned that the increased
platform size and added screening will have a significant impact on the space.
Staff notes that the plan shows larger equipment than currently exists, but the drawings do not indicate
replacement equipment will be installed. Existing duct work is not shown on existing or proposed plans.
It’s possible that the platform could be approved at a smaller size, if it can be reduced. Staff also notes
that unpermitted HVAC installation was included in the violation case, and the status of these units needs
to be examined further. Staff recommends deferral of the platform and screening until these issues are
addressed by the applicant and a site visit can be scheduled to inspect the status of the overall violation
case.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

417 Bourbon

VCC Property Summary Report- 417-419 Bourbon
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

417-19 Bourbon
Darlene B. Weiner
VCE
Restaurant
6 Units
0 Units
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Zella May
70
3,962 sq. ft.
1,188 sq. ft.
1,850 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Rating: Yellow, or contributory to the streetscape. (Staff notes that if the facade is restored to its pre-1960s
appearance, the rating most likely should be upgraded by the VCC to green.)
This address features a late Victorian (ca. 1890) double cottage with an eclectic design blending Queen
Anne and Italianate detailing. In the 1960s the structure was detrimentally altered by the infilling of its
front porch and by the removal of two of its front openings and the installation of two show windows.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-07896-VCGEN
Violation Case #21-00641-VCCSN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht
Inspector: Marguerite Roberts

Proposal to retain relocated air intake vent installed through masonry wall without benefit of VCC review
or approval, per application & materials received 03/19/2021 & 04/13/2021, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

Staff cited this property in February 2021 for violations including the modified mechanical venting for the
building. The applicant is seeking to retain this new air intake as installed.
Photographs indicate that previously the air intake for this restaurant was located extending vertically
through the roof near the end of the rear wing. This intake was completely removed between March and
October 2020 and a new intake was installed on the Conti elevation through the masonry wall. An
unpainted wood frame is seen around where the duct meets the wall. The orientation of this building and
the oversized neighboring building make this new location minimally visible.
Although the penetration through the masonry wall is less easily reversible than the roof penetration, staff
finds the new location otherwise consistent with the recommendations of the Guidelines. Staff has been in
contact with other Departments within Safety & Permits and will continue to work with them to ensure
that this air intake satisfies all Building & Mechanical codes.
Staff recommends approval of the retention, provided the wood frame is painted to match the building
wall.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

420 Bourbon

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 420 BOURBON
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

420-22 Bourbon Street
Quarter Holdings LLC
VCE
Commercial/Bar
8 Units
None
None

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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David Merlin
63
5,027.9 sq. ft.
1508.37 sq. ft.
2021 sq. ft.
Not stated

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service building: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
C. 1830 typical 1½-story masonry double Creole cottage and detached two-story dependency.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #21-11809-VCGEN

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to renovate main building, dependency, and courtyard to address violations, per application &
materials received 04/27/2021. [Notices of Violation sent 04/19/2018, 07/10/2020, 11/30/2020, &
03/18/2021]
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

While much of the proposed work can be handled at staff level, the following items require Committee
review. Several items in the scope of work may also need Committee review and approval once additional
information is submitted. Staff comments are provided in italics on the items below.
VC-1a & VC-1b:
• 1.1, 2.4: French doors at far left and far right of front elevation to be removed for new single swing
glazed door to match historic profiles. Staff requests additional millwork details for further review,
noting that placement of hardware for mulled doors must be carefully considered.
• 1.7, 6.7: At front, existing dormers to be repaired, new exterior painted wood trim at dormer window
surrounds and fascia. At rear, dormer windows to be replaced with new wood windows to match front
historic windows. Additional millwork details will be required for further review, but staff
recommends that sashes be replaced on both front and rear dormers. Existing conditions indicate
that original sashes would have had swept headers.
• 3.2: Former window openings on side elevation to have infill structure repaired or replaced.
Exploratory demo and proposed infill section to be provided prior to final review and permit
issuance, but existing conditions indicate that these openings have been infilled for a significant
amount of time.
• 6.1, 6.2: On rear elevation, window/glazed door assembly to be replaced with new to match historic
profiles. A wood clad steel beam is shown above the new doors. Concrete curb below windows to be
modified to be flush and finished with new stucco. The existing millwork is not original to the
building as the cottage would have had an open loggia, but it may be old enough to be considered
significant. Staff notes that the configuration of doors/windows will be changed; a single interiorswinging door is provided for life safety and the “window” panels are actually bifold doors that
retract as part of a nanawall-type system. This is a significant alteration that will require further
scrutiny of millwork details to evaluate whether they will be able to convincingly appear historic
when closed. Staff suggests further development for consideration by the Committee, but notes that
the Design Guidelines would discourage modifications of this extent, particularly on a green-rated
building.
• 6.9: Existing hollow metal door and transom infill wood panel to be removed. New transom glazing
and historic wood door to be fitted within existing trim. Since this is not an original opening, it is
more likely that this would have been a solid wood paneled door, not French doors. Staff suggests
that this door not mimic mulled French doors.
• 8.1, 8.2, 9.5, 10.4, 10.5: Existing brick paving to be removed, site regraded for ADA, and new
flagstone paving installed. Please specify thickness of the flagstone. Existing drainage channel to be
retained. Existing brick planting beds, plantings and tree stump to be removed. Fountain to be
removed. Metal site fence to be removed. Ice cooler, ice machine, mechanical units and patio heaters
to be removed. Plans show a 13’0” x 28-8” area of courtyard to be covered with a removable astroturf
“rug” beneath removable self-supporting bar trailer. While an astroturf rug might be considered
furniture under the Design Guidelines because it is not a permanent installation, staff is concerned
that trapped moisture may lead to deterioration of the flagstone pavers. Regarding the bar trailer,
staff finds this to be an interesting idea since it would avoid need to construct a permanent structure.
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However, the applicant should check with the Zoning Department, as this may be disallowed by the
Municipal Code of the City of New Orleans, Sec. 54-492. – “Sale of food, beverages in certain
areas.” At the rear of the courtyard, a new demountable stage for live entertainment is provided,
covered by new canvas sail shades. Additional information will be needed for consideration,
including method of attachment and canvas color. The applicant should check with Zoning to ensure
that this will not impact compliance with required open space. LED string lights are proposed to
cover the entire courtyard, spanning between the dependency and exterior wall of the neighboring
building. Permanent string lights may be considered, but all conduit and attachments must be shown
and may be denied if the Committee is concerned that they would cause damage to the buildings or be
visually obtrusive. Additionally, the Design Guidelines do not allow colored bulbs or light spillage,
so cowls may be encouraged. Staff recommends the applicant complete a lighting study of all
buildings and courtyard spaces and return to the Committee with additional information.
Manufacturer’s spec sheets must also be provided for review.
8.6: Non-historic pendant lights at rear dependency to be replaced. Conduit to new fixtures to be
minimized. The proposed electric pendants are decorative and no lamping information is included. If
decorative lighting is included in the proposal, it should be limited and selectively located, per the
Lighting and Design Guidelines.
11.1, 11.2, 11.3: On the ground floor of the dependency: the non-compliant single concrete risers to
be removed. Non-historic interior concrete floor to be removed and restored to original floor level at
grade. Ground floor doors and shutters to be replaced with new elongated millwork to match historic
profiles in same locations. New doors will be single swing to meet current code. As noted above,
“mulled” doors must be thoughtfully detailed to be considered approvable. Staff suggests that they be
limited in number and only used as needed for building code and ADA compliance.
11.5-7. Existing steel columns at stair landing to remain. CMU at existing concrete stair to be parge
coated. Design Guidelines require full stucco and lath when installed on CMU to prevent joints
telegraphing. Non-historic iron guardrail at balcony/stairs and iron roof posts at balcony to be
replaced with new wood guardrail, handrail, and posts. Larger scale drawings will be needed to
provide additional feedback, but staff finds this conceptually approvable as the existing ironwork is
anachronistic. Typical details should be used; if the proposed rail is 42”h, additional discussion may
be required. Regarding the wooden rail at the concrete stair, staff requests that the applicant verify
that the stair will be code-compliant and provide details showing how the wooden rail assembly will
attach to the concrete/stucco stair.
15.1-3: Structural settling of SE corner of rear dependency visible. Door opening to be reframed
plumb for new elongated door and shutters. Siding to remain as-is. See attached engineer’s report
from Mary Schambeau Johnson, PE; visual observations did not indicate new settlement.
16.1: Existing rear shed to be removed in its entirety. New shed structure to be built within same
footprint. (Approximately 125 sq. ft.) New seven-board wooden access control fence with gate. New
mechanical hood vent, new rooftop mounted condenser for cooler. Additional detail needed (wall
sections, etc.), but likely to be found conceptually approvable.
Remove hood vents on rear slope of main building roof. Install one new mechanical hood vent. No
exterior mechanical equipment is shown in this proposal except at the rear shed, for the cooler.
Mechanical plans should be included in the next submittal for Committee review.
Exterior speakers shown throughout elevations: prohibited by CZO, must be removed.
Partially stuccoed Bourbon elevation of dependency proposed to be fully stuccoed. In order to
prevent further deterioration of stucco and mortar loss from water intrusion, staff recommends
conceptual approval.
Wall-mounted fans shown in dependency section: not permissible. Should be pole-mounted and
classified as movable furniture.
Signage: submit separate sign application.

Staff seeks general comment from the Committee on the proposed work and recommends deferral, with
additional detail to be developed and provided for further review.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

627 Bourbon

VCC Property Summary Report- 627 Bourbon
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

627 Bourbon
El-Jaouhari, LLC
VCE
Restaurant
5 Units
0 Units
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Joe Palmer
72
3,227.96 sq. ft.
968 sq. ft.
316 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:
Ratings: Main building—yellow, contributes to the character of the district;
Front and downtown side additions—brown, objectionable or of no architectural/historical significance.
This is a 2-story late Victorian (c. 1880) frame building, which loosely follows the Italianate style. Originally
there was a gallery with a wooden balustrade, rather than the current inappropriate iron railing.

Architecture Committee Meeting of

05/11/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-12303-VCGEN
Violation Case #21-02807-DBNVCC

05/11/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht
Inspector: Marguerite Roberts

Proposal to retain HVAC equipment and rack installed on the Dauphine elevation of the rear service ell, per
application & materials received 04/29/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

05/11/2021

This property was extensively renovated in 2012 and 2013. During that time it appears all mechanical
equipment was installed on the flat roof of the brown rated addition. Aerial photographs indicate that
around 2014 the AC condensers for the property were relocated to a new roof rack installed on the flat roof
immediately behind the second-floor portion of the building. The applicant has indicated that their
mechanical contractors recommended elevating the equipment as the flat roof does not drain well and to
avoid proximity with the kitchen venting on this roof.
Staff does not find that this location is readily visible from neighboring properties and is not significantly
more visible than the previously approved roof location. Staff notes that the 2012 approval did note the
installation of louvered screening at the mechanical equipment. Staff requests commentary from the
Committee if screening should be included with this new location.
Staff recommends approval of the proposed retention with the Architecture Committee to comment
regarding the possibility of screening the equipment.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

05/11/2021

