Vieux Carré Commission
Architecture Committee Meeting
Tuesday, January 25, 2022

Old Business

New Business

619 Royal

VCC PROPERTY SUMMARY REPORT – 619 ROYAL
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

619-21 Royal
619 Royal Street LLC
VCC-2
Unknown
6 units
Unknown
Unknown

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

Page |

4

Trapolin Peer Architects
61
4,186.5 sq. ft.
1255 sq. ft.
Unknown
Unknown

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building & service ell: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
This brick 3-story masonry Creole style building with carriageway, as well as the adjoining twin
building at 619-21 Royal, was built by General Jean Labatut, c. 1795. Beginning as a 1-story building, a
second floor was added for the General in 1821 by builders Pinson and Pizetta. Then a third floor was
added later in the 19th century.

Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #20-30797-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Review of opening modifications, per application & materials received 06/09/2020 & 12/15/2021,
respectively
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

At the 1/19/2022 VCC hearing the commission voted to approve the retention of the reconstruction of
the portion of the dependency using a brick veneer construction with details to be approved at the staff
level. However, during that hearing Commissioner Bergeron stated that when the ARC first reviewed
this they didn’t know this was to be demolished although it is shown in the drawings as such due to the
severe deterioration of the historic brick masonry. He went on to say that now there was no evidence of
the original openings seen on the left in pre-construction photographs. He questioned whether or not
these should be memorialized. Ms. Virdure stated that early on they were also looking at 623 Royal St,
the adjacent sister building, and they noticed that there were no openings. In comparison the openings on
their building were atypical, so they determined it was a retrofit and made design decisions that were
perhaps more appropriate. Cm. Bergeron stated that where the new wall intersected the historic there
was a new opening, so he questioned the interaction shown in the slide. Cm. DiMaggio stated that there
was a clear passageway on the Sanborn. Mr. Block stated that the modifications had already been
reviewed and approved by the AC, particularly where the building intersected with the new
building. Cm. Villareal asked if the proposal should return to ARC. Mr. Block state that it could for
details, but at that time they were discussing the retention of the veneer construction.
Drawings in the slide presentation show what had previously been approved on the two elevations of the
service wings as well as photos of previously existing fenestration conditions. As construction is already
well underway based on previous approvals that did not require that these openings be retained, staff
recommends that external indications of their historic existence might be required without them needing
to be full openings, perhaps with shallow indentations in the brick masonry ghosting their size and
previous locations. Staff seeks the guidance of the committee on this matter.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

1310 N Rampart

VCC Property Summary Report – 1310 N. Rampart
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY:
ALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

1310 N. Rampart Street
Esplanade Nola LLC
VCC-2
Vacant & Residential
1 Unit
Unknown
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE:
REQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Giuseppe Dipasquale
108
1492.95 sq. ft.
447.9 sq. ft.
70 sq. ft.
No change

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCIPTION OF PROPERTY:
Main building: Brown, detrimental, or of no architectural and/or historic significance
A c. 1920 commercial structure with no architectural merit or detailing.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #20-46919-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Review of proposed rooftop equipment screening, per application & materials received 11/20/2020 &
01/13/2022, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

The applicant has submitted revised materials for the proposed HVAC screening, as well as a document
showing the dimensions of the roof top equipment platform as installed. Additionally, photos of the
mockup screening have been provided for review.
Staff largely finds the screening successful but notes that the Committee requested that stiffeners be
added on the back of the screening to prevent the louvers from warping due to their width. The louvers
are oriented up on the outside and down on the side facing the equipment, which will limit visibility
through the screening.
The platform has an approved overall measurement of 32’-3” x 10’-9 1/2”, to be set back 28’-7” from the
front elevation. The actual dimensions, as built, are smaller than what was approved: 28’-2 ½” x 10’-9”. It
is also set further back, at 29’-1” from the front elevation.
Staff notes that the metal cap flashing should be painted to match the adjacent surface. Additionally, the Ibeams supporting the platform should be painted to minimize visibility. Staff recommends conceptual
approval of the screening, with stiffeners added behind the screening to prevent louver warp.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

616 St Peter

VCC Property Summary Report – 600-16 St. Peter
ADDRESS:
OWNER:

600-16 St. Peter & 625 Chartres
Le Petit Theater Du Vieux
Carre, 616 St. Peter St, LLC
VCC-2
Theater/Restaurant(s)

ZONING:
USE:
DENSITY
Allowed:
Existing:
Proposed:

N/A
N/A
no change
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APPLICANT: Gabriel Virdure
SQUARE:
42
LOT SIZE:
N/A
OPEN SPACE
Required:
Existing:
Proposed:

N/A
N/A
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.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #21-18629-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Review of proposed changes to conceptually approved ironwork to be installed in conjunction with
construction of a new gallery roof, per application & materials received 06/28/2021 & 12/29/2021,
respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

The applicant provided two additional mockups to replace the conceptually approved ironwork, custom
fabricated by laser cutting. The new samples are ½” square, which are consistent with the historic railing
panels. Both samples are custom cut in pieces and forged together to provide a similar worked metal look
to the original historic panels, which staff found to be very successful. Sample 1 has lambs tongue
scrollwork, while sample 2 has button scrollwork.
Staff met the applicant on site and provided guidance to improve the design of the panels. Staff found the
button scrollwork to be much more appropriate but recommended that the bars taper slightly to less than
½” as they curl around in order to better match the naturally occurring taper found in the worked wrought
iron. Staff also inspected the vertical panels, fabricated using the same method, and made similar
suggestions that will help the new ironwork better match existing.
Overall, staff finds the visual differences between the existing ironwork and the proposed laser cut
ironwork to be limited and discreet, and recommends approval, with slight revisions to better match the
existing rail pattern as discussed on site.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

1307 Decatur

VCC Property Summary Report- 1307 Decatur
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

1307 Decatur St.
George Kantor
VCC-1
Mixed Use
1 Unit
Unknown
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Bert Brown
17
1,848 sq. ft.
554 sq. ft.
115 sq. ft. approx.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
This c. 1834 3½- story townhouse, the twin of 1305 Decatur, also has distracting alterations on its ground
floor front façade and on its rear façade. During the late 19th century this building housed the Baltimore
Hotel.
Ratings: Main Building: Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance.
Rear Additions: Brown, objectionable or of no Architectural or Historical importance
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-33661-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to remove existing second floor balcony decking and install new Aeratis synthetic decking and
new metal supports, per application & materials received 12/03/2021 & 01/18/2022, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

This application was last before the Committee at the 12/21/2021 meeting where the motion for deferral
specifically included comments for the applicant to work to develop a proposal to add new purlins that are
minimally visible, do not modify historic elements, and are reversible. The applicant now proposes to
leave the three existing wood purlins in place and add three new steel “purlins” between the wood ones.
The new steel is noted as being 3/8” wide by 3” tall and welded to the existing outriggers.
Provided that these new steel pieces are painted to match the underside of the balcony decking, staff
believes this proposal would meet the criteria noted during the last Architecture Committee meeting. Staff
reminds the Committee that this proposal is being made in conjunction with the proposed installation of
Aeratis synthetic decking, which requires a span of 16” or less between supports. As noted in the
12/21/2021 report, staff found the proposed synthetic decking installation generally approvable in this
instance, provided a solution was found regarding the purlin spacing. Staff recommends approval of the
current proposal, with any final details to be worked out at the staff level.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

Architecture Committee Meeting of

12/21/2021

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-33661-VCGEN

12/21/2021
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to remove existing second floor balcony decking and install new Aeratis synthetic decking, per
application & materials received 12/03/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

12/21/2021

The applicant has provided photographs showing the extent of the deterioration of the existing decking
and staff believe that total replacement is warranted. The conditions of this gallery meet the majority of
criteria that staff has established in reviewing synthetic decking proposals. However, staff has some
concerns regarding the structure under the decking. Staff inquired about the existing purlin spacing and
the applicant responded that they are currently 28” on center. As the synthetic decking requires a spacing
of only 16” on center, approximately four additional purlins would need to be added to the five existing
purlins in order to achieve the proper spacing. Staff is concerned that this drastic increase could
detrimentally affect the appearance of the underside of this gallery.

VCC Property Summary Report- 1307 Decatur

Page |2

Staff questions if a smaller and less visible support could be added between the existing wood purlins in
lieu of adding so many additional full-size purlins.
Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the proposal and the need for additional
structure if approved.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

12/21/2021

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Mr. Brown present on behalf of the application. Mr. Brown stated
that they definitely wanted to use the synthetic material so they would do whatever they had to do to
make that work. Mr. Bergeron asked if the balcony had been repainted in the last 7 years. Mr. Brown
stated that it had at least one time. Ms. DiMaggio stated that if a detail could be proposed, it might be
worth considering however, any modification to the exterior or adding would be detrimental. Mr. Brown
asked if the addition of steel would work. Ms. DiMaggio stated that it was impossible for the Committee
to say yes or no with a drawing. Mr. Bergeron agreed with Ms. DiMaggio and stated that a proposal with
new purlins that are minimally visible and reversible might work.
There was no Public Comment.
Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron move to defer this matter to allow the applicant time to work with
staff on a proposal to add new purlins that are minimally visible, do not modify historic elements, and are
reversible. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

919 St Peter

VCC Property Summary Report- 919 St. Peter
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

919-921 St. Peter
Thomas Parker
VCR-1
Residential
2 Units
2 Units
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Maryann Parker
88
2,432 sq. ft.
729.6 sq. ft.
1,082 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Rating: Green, of local architectural and/or historical significance.
One of a pair of late Victorian (c. 1885-1890) camelback variation shotgun cottages with Eastlake
ornamentation.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-34497-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to add vertical extension and fish-hook style pickets above existing alleyway gate, per
application & materials received 12/13/2021 & 01/16/2022, respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

At the previous Architecture Committee meeting, the staff recommendation was to remove the existing
bars above the alleyway gate and to install a completely new system up to the desired height. The
Committee agreed with that recommendation to remove the existing frame with bars and replace it
entirely with the new hooks and bars to an increased height. The applicant has submitted two new
proposals in order to accomplish this as well as a photograph of a very similar existing gate top at a
neighboring property.
Both proposals are nearly identical and include the removal of the existing bars, installation of a new
horizontal 2x4 above the exiting gate header, installation of a new metal frame to a height just below the
existing masonry fence, and installation of new steel pickets. The only noted difference between the two
proposal is the attachment to the house. One option would bolt the new metal frame directly to the house
while the other option would utilize a 2x4 between the metal frame and house, more consistent with the
existing condition. Staff finds both options potentially approvable but is partial to the one with the frame
bolted directly to the house.
The drawings still note the steel pickets as ¼” steel which staff believes is much too thin for any kind of
longevity. This dimension should likely be a ½” in diameter at least.
Overall, staff finds the proposal consistent with the Guidelines and potentially approvable. Staff
recommends approval of the proposal and requests commentary from the Committee regarding the
attachment to the house and the noted dimensions.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/11/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-34497-VCGEN

01/11/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to add vertical extension and fish-hook style pickets above existing alleyway gate, per
application & materials received 12/13/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/11/2022

The applicant proposes to increase the height and security at the alleyway gate by adding a metal panel
with additional vertical pickets and fishhook style tops. The top rail of the proposed new panel would be
at approximately the height of the existing masonry wall between this property and the neighboring 923
St. Peter. Photographs from the 1960s through 1980 show panels above this gate to approximately the

VCC Property Summary Report- 919 St. Peter
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same height as the masonry wall. The existing barred transom is not seen until sometime after 1993.
The existing transom of the gate is not historic, and the Guidelines recommend that, “gates and walls
should be designed holistically and not as an additive process – if a taller gate or fence is desired, a new
gate or fence should be designed to fulfill the height needs in a manner that is compatible stylistically
with the building’s type and style.” (VCC DG: 10-6) As such, staff questions if a more successful
approach would include removing the existing transom and installing one new system to the desired
height.
Staff finds the details included in the proposal potentially approvable but suggests the proposed ¼” steel
might lack sufficient strength to hold up long term without getting bent.
Staff requests commentary from the Committee regarding the overall proposal and details.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/11/2022

Mr. Albrecht read the staff report with Ms. Parker present on behalf of the application. Ms. Parker asked,
“So a whole new top?” Mr. Fifield stated yes, redesign the entire gate system so it is more unified. Mr.
Bergeron stated that he agreed with the staff report, the frame with bars and replace in whole with the
hooks and bars. Mr. Fifield asked if she could work with staff and come back to the next ARC. Ms.
Parker asked, “So I have to redo both gates?” Mr. Fifield stated “not necessarily.” He went on to say that
it was a question of what should be constructed. He then stated that they should defer and they would
look forward to seeing Ms. Parker at the next meeting. With nothing else to discuss, the Committee
moved on to the next agenda item.
There was no Public Comment.
Discussion and Motion: Ms. DiMaggio made the motion to defer the application. Mr. Bergeron
seconded the motion and the motion passed unanimously.

1022 Barracks
(to be handled at staff level)

New Business

500 St Peter

VCC Property Summary Report - 500 block St. Peter
ADDRESS: 500-40 St. Peter
OWNER:
City of New Orleans (Upper
Pontalba Building Restoration
Corp.)
ZONING: VCC-1
USE:
Commercial / Residential
DENSITY
Allowed:
54 units
Existing:
50 Units
Proposed:
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACE
Required:
Existing:
Proposed:

P a g e | 35

Blake Kidder
25
32,543 sq. ft.
8,514 sq. ft.
1,704 sq. ft.
No change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Rating:

Purple - of national architectural and/or historical importance.

Baroness de Pontalba’s lasting contribution to the architectural landscape of the city remains the two ca.
1850 block-long Philadelphia red brick structures that flank the upper and lower sides of the square, with
sixteen elegant townhouses in each on the upper floors and separate commercial spaces on the ground
floors. Henry Howard finalized James Gallier Sr.'s plans for these twin structures, known as the Upper and
Lower Pontalba buildings.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #21-04902-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

For Recommendation Only: Proposal to install mechanical safety equipment including access ladders and
service platforms, per application & materials received 02/23/2021 & 01/11/2022.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

Service platforms are needed for two existing hood vents, both of which were installed on the Wilkinsonside dependency roofs. The applicant proposes to install two metal platforms, which will be accessed from
the courtyard via wall-mounted ladders attached to the wall with anchor bolts and metal plates. The ladders
are unfortunately very invasive to these small courtyards but should not be visible to any surrounding
properties. Additionally, because of the lower height of the dependency roof and the location along the roof
slope, the platforms should not have much impact on the roofscape, if any. Staff is unsure how many
attachment points the ladders will need to have, and requests additional information from the applicant so
the impact on the historic masonry can be evaluated.
Staff understands that this unfortunate intervention is required by building code and safety requirements for
access to rooftop mechanical equipment installed more than 16’-0” above grade. It is possible that the
ladders might be avoided if rooftop access via roof hatch is proposed instead, but this presents
complications since the upper floors are residential and not accessible by the first-floor restaurants. Staff
seeks comment and discussion from the Committee but notes that VCC approval is not required for this
property as the Upper Pontalba Building is owned by the City of New Orleans.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

632 Burgundy

VCC Property Summary Report – 632 Burgundy
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

632 Burgundy
Kevin-Steven C. Buford
VCR-1
Residential
1 unit
Unknown
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Kevin Buford
89
992 sq. ft.
331 sq. ft.
160 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Rating:

Main building - Green, of local architectural/historical importance

This small 2-story brick building probably began as an accessory service building (c. 1830) for the
demolished Creole cottage that stood at the corner of Burgundy and St. Peter. The existing structure, which
was recently renovated, perhaps consists of two c. 1830 building which were later connected, of the earlier
service building with an added wing. Around 1850 the street facade was remodeled as a townhouse,
complete with a denticulated cornice.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 22-00211-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to install Zip Wall Sheathing at wall opening immediately adjacent to neighboring building wall,
per application & materials received 12/07/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

See Staff Analysis & Recommendation of 01/11/2022.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/11/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 22-00211-VCGEN

01/11/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to install Zip Wall Sheathing at wall opening immediately adjacent to neighboring building wall,
per application & materials received 12/07/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/11/2022

While renovating the interior of this building following a fire that occurred several months ago, the
applicant discovered an atypical condition in one of the rooms. A wall opening to the neighboring
building had previously been closed up with framing and drywall, with no barrier between the
neighboring building wall and the framing. In order to properly correct and seal this opening the applicant
proposes to construct a tilt up wall that would feature exterior grade Zip sheathing. The applicant has also
stated that they would be open to using a painted Hardie material over the Zip sheathing.
This opening is technically exterior as there is a very narrow gap between this building and the
neighboring wall. The applicant has stated that flashing bridges the gap at the roof level, one side of the
gap is completely closed with masonry and the other side has been closed by a treated 2x material. Water
does not get into the space between the buildings in any kind of significant amount as evidenced by the
previously existing drywall which did not show signs of mold or any other growth on the back side when
it was removed.
In order to satisfy fire code and completely weatherize and seal the building the applicant proposes this
system. Staff is concerned, however, with the potential for moisture intrusion should the flashing fail or
should it be poorly installed. As this work will not be visible unless the neighboring building were to be
demolished and the work will benefit the long-term preservation of this building, staff recommends
conceptual approval of the work with final details to be worked out at the staff level.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:
There was no one present on behalf of the application.

01/11/2022

VCC Property Summary Report – 632 Burgundy
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There was no Public Comment.
Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron made the motion to defer the application in order to allow the
applicant time to be present for the next hearing. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion and the motion
passed unanimously.

334 Decatur

VCC Property Summary Report – 334 Decatur
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

334 Decatur
DBC, Inc.
VCE-1
Specialty restaurant
1 Unit
Unknown
No change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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Pete Santacruz
8
1533 sq. ft. (approx.)
460 sq. ft. (approx.)
None
No change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:
Main building – Green, or of local architectural and/or historic importance.
Four-story brick warehouse, which would have had post-and-lintels with Greek Revival paneled doors on
the ground floor (as on the N. Peters elevation) and longer windows at second level.

Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 22-00726-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to install or replace cap flashing on parapet walls, per application & materials received
01/09/2022.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

The applicant submitted a scope of work that included roof and downspout repair, generally related to
hurricane damage from Hurricane Ida. Included in the scope of work was replacement of parapet cap
flashing that had become dislodged or completely blown away during the storm. As metal cap flashing is
not a typical approvable material, staff researched the history of this material in this location and found
that a roof permit was issued in 2014 which included the typical language about metal cap flashing not
being allowed on parapets. Photographs seem to indicate that the cap flashing was installed around the
time of this other roof work as photographs from 2013 and earlier show the building without any metal
cap flashing.
Staff notes that this cap flashing failed in a manner that is typical of metal cap flashing in high wind
events, getting blown off this building and potentially damaging another building. This is one of several
reasons while the installation of metal cap flashing is generally not permitted. As the cap flashing in this
instance was previously installed without a permit, staff does not recommend that it be reinstalled now.
Staff recommends denial of the proposed reinstallation of the unpermitted cap flashing, with the applicant
to revise the proposal to include an approvable detail.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

714 St Peter

VCC Property Summary Report – 714 St. Peter
ADDRESS:
OWNER:
ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

714 St. Peter
718 Barracks, LLC
VCC-2
Restaurant
2 Units
Unknown
No Change

APPLICANT:
SQUARE:
LOT SIZE:
OPEN SPACEREQUIRED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:
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John C. Williams
61
2,184 sq. ft.
655 sq. ft.
390 sq. ft.
No Change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Blue - of major architectural or historical importance
The 1829 building contract for this local landmark, which was built by John Felix Pinson for Dr. Yves
LeMonnier, called for a "2-story tile roofed house and dependencies." Although two of the ground floor
arched openings have been reworked into square-headed doors, the building retains most of its Creole
style detailing, including a flagged carriageway and courtyard and a rear loggia that was originally
enclosed at the second level.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #22-00979-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to install additional signage, string lights and fans in courtyard, per application & materials
received 01/11/2022.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

Signage:
Following the recently completed renovation of this building, staff noted the installation of excessive
signage in several locations on the property and spoke to the owner about the need for permitting and
compliance with the Design Guidelines and CZO. The applicant is proposing to install movable signage
in four locations, mounted to plywood instead of applied decals. At least two of these signs will present
at the streetfront despite being set back in the carriageway.
Sign 1: “Fat Boy’s Pizza, French Quarter, New Orleans” mounted to plywood and hung from ceiling
mounted chains in the carriageway.
Sign 2: “Fat Boy’s Pizza,” hanging from the courtyard balcony outriggers and framed by the carriageway
arch. Sign is noted as non-illuminated but includes exposed bulbs. Attached to balcony outriggers with
industrial twist lock carabiners or similar steel chain connector hardware.
Signs 3 & 4: “Fat Boy’s Pizza, Finest Piece in the Quarter, More to Love” and “Live Larger in the
Quarter.” Currently decals applied to courtyard wall, applicant proposes to mount to plywood and hang
from the top of the existing wall, with “no new penetrations to existing masonry.”
Staff finds the proposed signage, even if it does not permanently modify the building and is mounted in a
‘temporary’ fashion, to be excessive and inappropriate. Staff reached out to the Zoning department to get
a ruling on whether or not this would violate signage restrictions per the CZO; Administrator Nicholas
Kindel stated that the CZO regulates signs on the exterior of the building and within 12” of a window.
Staff followed up to confirm that these signs would be considered excessive since they are exterior but
has not yet heard back. The VCC will not approve proposals that deviate from the CZO.
In the event that this signage is found allowable by Zoning, staff still finds it inappropriate and not
approvable in the Vieux Carré. While the Design Guidelines do not explicitly prohibit signage that is
compliant with the CZO, it would set a detrimental precedent and subvert the restrictions with which all
businesses are required to comply. Staff recommends denial, with all signage and/or decals in excess of
the permitted undergallery sign to be removed.
Fans:
The applicant is appealing to retain an unpermitted fan mounted to the carriageway wall and proposing to
install two (2) fans mounted to the outriggers of the courtyard balcony. The Guidelines do not allow for
mounted equipment of this kind; staff recommends denial of the proposal with the applicant to propose
movable, post-mounted fans that would be considered furniture.
String lights:
The applicant is proposing to install string lights in the courtyard, spanning from the balcony outriggers to
the adjacent masonry wall, which includes existing bolts. The materials state that the lights can be
attached to the bolts using temporary wrap and zip-tie attachments, with no new penetrations in the
masonry needed. The fixture specifications submitted do not comply with VCC requirements for lamping
and do not include a cowl to prevent light pollution. Staff has no objection to the installation of string
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lights in this courtyard and recommends conceptual approval, but compliant fixtures and lamping should
be submitted for final review and approval at staff level.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

226 Bourbon

VCC Property Summary Report – 226-228 Bourbon
ADDRESS:
226-28 Bourbon Street
OWNER:
226-28 Bourbon Street, LLC
ZONING:
VCE
USE:
Commercial
DENSITY
Allowed:
7 residential units
Existing:
0 units
Proposed:
No change
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APPLICANT: John C Williams
SQUARE:
65
LOT SIZE:
4748 sq. ft.
OPEN SPACE
Required:
1424 sq. ft.
Existing:
429 sq. ft.
Proposed:
No change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
Main building & attached: Green, of local architectural and/or historic significance.
Downtown side one-story addition and attached rear three-story addition: Brown, detrimental, or of no
architectural and/or historic significance
When this three-story brick Greek revival style townhouse was constructed in 1856, there was a side bay that
overlooked the spacious yard on the downtown side, now filled in by new construction. The ground floor of
the townhouse was outfitted for commercial usage in the early 20th c., and when the building was renovated
in 1977, a bay window was added to the brown-rated one-story addition.
Architecture Committee Meeting of

01/25/2022

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit #22-02154-VCGEN

01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Erin Vogt

Proposal to install new millwork and mechanical equipment and renovate courtyard in conjunction with a
change of use from vacant to nightclub, per application & materials received 01/21/2022 & 01/11/2022,
respectively.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

Courtyard:
The Brown rated buildings have been demolished and the courtyard will be renovated. The applicant is
proposing four new drains of unspecified size and 12”x24” bluestone pavers installed on top of a mortar bed
and 6” reinforced concrete slab. Staff notes that the applicant should confer with the Zoning department, as
at least some of this new open space may have to be permeable.
Lighting:
String lights are proposed across the courtyard at 4’-0” o.c., “to be mounted to posts,” but their method of
attachment at the building’s service ell is not specified.
Four (4) new Bevolo sconces are proposed on the second and third floor on the main building, but it is not
clear if they would be gas or electric. In the courtyard, seventeen (17) sconces are shown on all three floors
of the service ell. VCC Design Guidelines state that “decorative lighting fixture types should be: compatible
with the building in terms of its style, type and period of construction; located near a focal point of the
building, such as the primary entrance door; installed in a manner that is harmonious with the building’s
design, such as evenly spaced on a balcony, gallery, or porch bay, or centered on or around an element such
as a door, carriageway, or window.” (VCC DG: 11-07) In keeping with the Design Guidelines, decorative
fixtures are generally not permitted in alleys or courtyards; in circumstances where they are found
appropriate by the Committee, they are limited in size and quantity. Staff recommends all proposed Bevolo
fixtures be removed from the courtyard area, and requests clarification on the type of lighting proposed at the
front elevation.
Mechanical:
Three large condensers (two 10-ton and one 15-ton) are proposed to be installed on the Bienville-side flat
roof, replacing existing equipment. The kitchen exhaust is shown diagrammatically on the roof at the rear of
the main building. Several small condensers are shown on the roof of the walk-in cooler in the elevation
drawing. More thorough drawings of the walk-in cooler will be needed prior to permit, and manufacturer’s
spec sheets will be needed for all exterior equipment, including condensers, hood vent, and exhaust, prior to
final approval. The locations are typical and discrete and may be considered conceptually approvable.
Millwork:
Front elevation:
New doors were reviewed and approved under a different permit and a different applicant. The current
applicant has stated that the operation of these doors does not meet their egress needs. Instead of fixing the
first and fourth bays and making bays 2 and 3 operational, the center two openings will be fixed and the
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outer bays left operational. If the center bifold doors are no longer being proposed for operation, it may be
more appropriate to design a fixed storefront for this bay instead of restoring doors that would not be in use.
Rear elevation:
New millwork will be installed in two openings on the rear elevation of the main building; a set of wood
panel double doors with a fixed leaf, and a single four panel door. Both doors have tall transoms with two
rows of lites, with the remaining portion of the openings infilled with brick.
Service ell:
Demolition of the courtyard infill revealed six extremely tall and narrow openings and one window opening.
The applicant proposes to modify the window opening and install seven (7) four-panel wood doors to match
the existing second and third floor millwork and six lite transoms. The doors will be fixed in place as the
kitchen will be located behind. Staff has no objection to fixing the millwork as long as it is reversable so the
doors can be made operable if the occupancy changes. Head, jamb and sill details are needed for this
millwork to make sure the depth within the openings is appropriate, the transom bars are properly articulated,
and must show the infill behind the transoms in section.
Egress:
A new door proposed on the Iberville elevation to access the side alley is shown as completely flat. Staff has
no objection to this as the door is discreetly located and the alley is not visible from any surrounding
properties.
A fire stair will be added at the rear of the service ell, with a new masonry wall, four panel door (unclear if
wood or metal), and a corrugated copper roof and gutter. Staff requests detail drawings for the door and a
section showing the lintel and gutter. The corrugated copper roof must be revised to standing seam.
Overall, staff welcomes the renovation and finds the proposed work conceptually approvable, with
additional materials and revisions to be submitted prior to final approval and permit.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

Appeals and Violations

835 Decatur
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ADDRESS:
OWNER:

833-39 Decatur
TKM Properties LLC

ZONING:
USE:
DENSITYALLOWED:
EXISTING:
PROPOSED:

VCC-1
Commercial
6 Units
6 Units
6 Units

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

David Maise (2022)
Kirk Fabacher (2017)
22
4,618.5 sq ft
923.7 sq ft
None
No change

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY
833-35 and 837-39 Decatur are two-story, masonry Creole style store-houses that date from 1827. The
original ground floor arched openings of both structures have been removed and a ca. 1935 storefront
extends across both structures. The two (2) lots were resubdivided into one (1) lot of record in 2013.
Ratings:
• Main and service building: Pink, with distracting modifications but of potential green or blue
rating
• Courtyard infill:
Brown, or of no architectural or historical significance

Architecture Committee Meeting of
DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 21-35401-VCGEN
Violation Case #19-07024-VCCNOP

01/25/2022
01/25/2022
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht
Inspector: Marguerite Roberts

Proposal to correct or retain violations including proposal to retain ATM alcove constructed without
benefit of VCC review or approval, per application & materials received 12/22/2021.
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/25/2022

The applicant submitted a full scope of work that included a great deal of staff approvable work. Items
that are not staff approvable are proposed retention of roof patches and the proposed retention of the
ATM alcove.
Roof Patches
What appears to be lightly colored liquid applied patching was observed on all three roof slopes of this
building. These patches are generally small, only covering a few shingles at a time. The applicant
proposes to retain these patches as-is. Staff questions if this is the intended scope of work as noted in
item 2, as item 11 proposes to replace damaged or missing roof ridge tile caps and roofing shingles.
Staff suggests that if roof work will be undertaken with this scope of work that the atypically patched
areas should also be removed and replaced with matching shingles.
According to permits, the existing roof is a Fire Free Plus roof permitted in March 2001. Judging by the
appearance of the roof this material does appear to be what is currently installed. As such, this material
is likely very close to or already past its usable lifespan. Given this, the Committee may be open to some
kind of short-term temporary approval or the applicant may want to consider moving forward with a
complete replacement of the failing roof. Repairs to the existing roof may be ineffective at this point.
ATM Alcove
The second item in need of Architecture Committee review is the proposed retention of the ATM alcove
installed on the Decatur St. elevation without benefit of VCC review or approval.
Between October and November 2016, the formerly closed door was propped opened to reveal a small
alcove space and a new walk-up ATM was installed. The VCC first cited this violation in November of
2016. An application was filed in December of 2016 to retain the alcove and that application was denied.
A second application was made in March 2017 to deepen the alcove to allow for a door to be operational
at the front of the alcove. This application was deferred.
The previously existing exterior door remained in place in an open position until sometime between
December 2017 and April 2018, when the door was completely removed, and the existing wood
cladding was installed.
The applicant is again seeking retention of this unpermitted ATM alcove. Regarding walk up services
like ATMs, the guidelines clearly state that, “Open air ATM services are allowed only on the premises of
a bank or similar financial institution.” (VCC DG: 13-11) As there is no such bank or similar institution
in this building and a previously existing exterior door was removed in order to create this alcove, staff
does not find the retention of this alcove approvable in any form.
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Summary
Staff recommends approval of all staff approvable work not mentioned in this report, requests
commentary from the applicant and Committee regarding the proposed roof repairs and recommends
denial of the proposed ATM alcove retention with the previously existing exterior door to be reinstalled.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/25/2022

Architecture Committee Meeting of
DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 16-42164-VCGEN

03/14/2017
03/14/17
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to create ATM “closet” behind existing ground floor exterior door, per application & materials
received 12/29/16 & 03/07/17, respectively. [Notice of Violation sent 12/12/16]
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

03/14/17

The applicant has submitted a revised submittal that would essentially create an 8’ deep “closet” behind
the existing door on the ground floor of the Decatur elevation. It appears from the submittal that the
proposal could be accomplished without any exterior building modifications as the door would be able
to be opened and closed. Staff questions if any kind of hardware will be installed to lock or fix the door
open and that, if so, this aspect may require additional review.
Staff consulted with the Zoning administrator to see if this proposal would have any complications from
a zoning standpoint. According to Zoning, it appears that this proposal would meet the letter of the law.
The Zoning Administrator also confirmed that the proposed “business” would be allowed to install a
sign, however; staff notes that the signs installed without benefit of VCC review or approval are overly
large and not approvable.
Although not within the purview of VCC review, staff has concerns regarding public safety and quality
of life issues that may result in the creation of this accessible enclosed space. Staff strongly encourages
the applicant to consider these issues before proceeding with the proposal.
As the proposal does not appear to affect the exterior of the building staff recommends conceptual
approval of the application provided that the applicant apply separately for an approvable sign.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

03/14/17

Mr. Albrecht gave the staff presentation with Mr. Fabacher present on behalf of the application.
Mr. Taylor inquired if the door ever closes. Mr. Block noted that other place have similar
situations that require card access to enter the ATM rooms. Mr. Musso noted that other cities
require a portion of the door to be glazing to allow for some observation into the space.
Mr. Block noted that the VCC could defer to Safety & Permits to see if there would be any
complications with that department. Mr. Fifield moved to defer the application to allow the staff
to meet with Safety & Permits. Mr. Musso seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.
Architecture Committee Meeting of
DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:
Permit # 16-42164-VCGEN

01/24/2017
01/24/17
Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht

Proposal to retain ATM machine and signage installed without benefit of VCC review or approval, per
application received 12/29/16. [Notice of Violation sent 12/12/16]
STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:

01/24/17

A door formerly used to access the upper floors has been fixed open and the interior space walled off to
allow for the installation of an ATM immediately inside the door frame for 24 hour ATM access. The
guidelines state that, “Open air ATM services are allowed only on the premises of a bank or similar
financial institution.” (VCC DG: 13-11)
As no bank or similar financial institutions exist on the property, staff recommends denial of the
retention of the newly created ATM walk-up service. Staff notes that the applicant could return with a
proposal that would avoid or minimize modifications to the exterior of the building.
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Although this property was brought to adjudication on 01/04/17 and found guilty, staff recommends
proceeding with additional adjudication procedures while this proposal is under review unless the
applicant immediately removes the ATM as it was still in place and being used for financial gain as of
01/24/17.
ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:

01/24/17

Mr. Albrecht gave the staff presentation with Mr. Fabacher present on behalf of the application. Mr.
Fabacher inquired if there was a distance that the machine could be set back that would meet guidelines.
Mr. Block responded that it could be located behind a closed door.
Mr. Taylor moved for denial of the retention of the ATM consistent with the staff recommendation. Mr.
Fabacher seconded the motion, which passed unanimously.

718 St Peter
(staff requesting deferral; additional materials needed)

