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Old Business



917 Decatur
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ADDRESS: 917-19 Decatur Street   

OWNER: Bopp Enterprises IV, LLC APPLICANT: Cory Foster 

ZONING: VCC-1 SQUARE: 21 

USE: Mixed Use LOT SIZE: 6,603 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 11 Units     REQUIRED: 2,043 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 10 Units     EXISTING: 2,044 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:   

 

Rating:  Main Building - Pink, of potential local or major architectural significance, but with 

detrimental alterations 

 Service Building - Green, of local architectural/historical importance 

 

Distracting alterations have obscured the original design of this c. 1822 Creole style brick structure which 

was identical to 921-23 Decatur. A plan book drawing from 1866 shows the early 19th century appearance 

of the building. It has arched entrances and a carriageway with fanlights on the ground floor and French 

doors on the second floor.  Located on a deep key lot, the property still retains its historic two-story 

outbuilding. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/08/2022   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit # 21-28888-VCGEN               Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

                  Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate hurricane damaged building including proposed installation of new skylights, per 

application & materials received 10/14/2021 & 03/03/2022, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

Following the 02/22 meeting, the applicant scaled back the scope of work and no longer proposes to 

relocate mechanical equipment to the roof. The proposed work now consists of the storm related repairs, 

two new skylights, and masonry tie backs on the Decatur St. elevation.  

 

Regarding skylights, the Guidelines state, “occasionally, a skylight is approved…on a roof slope where 

it can be visually minimized or on a low-sloped or flat roof where it will be concealed behind a 

parapet.” (VCC DG: 04-10) Staff finds the proposed skylights in this location potentially approvable as 

they will be minimally visible and are limited in number. The Guidelines note that any new skylights 

require Commission level review. 

 

Two tie backs are shown on the Decatur St. elevation at just below the parapet. It appears these match 

the locations and number of existing tie backs on the building. Provided there is no significant changes 

proposed to the tie backs, staff has no objections to this aspect of the proposed work. 

 

Overall, staff recommends approval of the proposal with the new skylights to be forwarded to the 

Commission for review. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     02/22/2022   

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     02/22/2022 

Permit # 21-28888-VCGEN               Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

                  Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate hurricane damaged building including proposed relocation of mechanical 

equipment to the roof of the main building, the installation of new skylights, and the installation of a 

roof hatch, per application & materials received 10/14/2021 & 02/08/2022, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   02/22/2022 
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Staff notes that the other two buildings in this row of three badly hurricane damaged buildings were 

reviewed at the 02/08/2022 meeting. Unlike those two buildings, some more significant changes are 

proposed in conjunction with the repairs of this building. Staff finds the proposed repair work which 

includes repairs to gutters, downspouts, windows, shutters, etc. approvable. A few items were noted as 

proposed changes including relocated mechanical equipment, new skylights, a new roof hatch, and new 

masonry tie backs, all of which require at least Committee review. 

 

Mechanical Equipment 

The existing plans show a total of four mechanical units, with two located at grade and two located on 

the roof of a one-story storage building. The proposed plan shows all four units relocated to the flat roof 

of the main building, all grouped together. The units are located near the back parapet. Although this is a 

flat roof with a parapet, the parapet is very low above the flat roof and staff finds the units will be visible 

from neighboring properties. This visibility may be reduced if the units are shifted towards the middle of 

the building but some visibility will likely remain. The Guidelines state that, “the installation of rooftop 

mechanical equipment, such as an air conditioner compressor unit, generator or similar equipment, is 

not permitted where it will be visibly obtrusive.” (VCC DG: 04/11) 

 

Skylights 

Two new skylights are proposed for the flat roof of the main building. These measure approximately 

4’2” x 2’3”. Regarding skylights, the Guidelines state, “occasionally, a skylight is approved…on a roof 

slope where it can be visually minimized or on a low-sloped or flat roof where it will be concealed 

behind a parapet.” (VCC DG: 04-10) Staff finds the proposed skylights in this location potentially 

approvable as they will be minimally visible and are limited in number. 

 

Roof Hatch 

A new roof hatch measuring approximately 3’ square is proposed for the roof of the slightly shorter rear 

appendage of the building. Staff finds this location potentially approvable but is concerned that other 

City departments may require additional safety features, such as safety railings and/or a permanent 

ladder from this roof to the main roof, that would dramatically increase the visibility of this feature. 

Staff assumes this new roof hatch would be to provide access to the proposed rooftop mechanical 

equipment. If the units remain in their current or similar locations, a roof hatch may not be necessary. 

Alternatively, a roof hatch in the roof of the main building may not require the same level of additional 

safety equipment. Staff questions if the applicant has discussed this aspect of the proposal with other 

City departments.  

Masonry Tie Backs 

The last item in need of review is in regard to a note to add masonry tie backs to the Decatur St. 

elevation. Staff requests additional information about this element of the proposal including number, 

location, plate size and design, etc. Provided these details are typical with similar tie back installations, 

this aspect of the proposal is likely approvable. 

 

Summary 

Staff finds the mechanical equipment, skylights, roof hatch, and masonry tie backs all potentially 

approvable but finds that some revisions and additional information may be needed prior to granting 

approval. Staff recommends deferral of the application to allow the applicant time to revise or provide 

additional information as noted. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   02/22/2022 

 

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

clarified that the tiebacks would be on the second floor and that no new tiebacks would be visible.  As 

for the roof equipment she stated that they had not met with any other city departments yet and that the 

roof hatch was to provide access. She went on to say that they understood they might have to revisit 

this.  She then asked if it was necessary for the HVAC to go to full Commission or if the ARC could 

provide feedback.  Mr. Albrecht stated that the skylights and the HVAC on the roof would trigger full 

Commission review.  Ms. Maggio stated that they would discuss with the owners.  With nothing left to 

discuss, the Committee moved on to the next agenda item.  

 

There was no Public Comment. 

 

Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron moved to defer this matter to allow the applicant time to revise 

the proposal based on staff recommendations and today’s discussion. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the 

motion, which passed unanimously.  

 



740 Barracks
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ADDRESS: 740 Barracks   

OWNER: Brad Michael Williams 

Irrevocable Trust 

APPLICANT: Corbett Scott 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 54 

USE: Vacant/Residential LOT SIZE: 1,197 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 0 Units     REQUIRED: 359 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 1 Unit     EXISTING: 449 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED:  

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

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

 

C. 1898 frame 2-bay shotgun camelback, which has brackets and Eastlake detailing over its front 

openings. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/08/2022    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit # 21-32681-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #21-08088-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate building to enlarge existing camelback, per application & materials received 

11/22/2021 & 02/22/2022, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

When this application was at the 02/22 meeting, the Committee voted to conceptually approved the 

proposed mechanical equipment location on the rear of the building and to defer millwork alterations. The 

applicant has submitted revised plans taking into account the comments regarding the millwork. 

 

The window on the first floor of the Bourbon St. elevation near the back of the house is no longer 

proposed to be relocated. The sill height is proposed to be lowered to match other windows on this 

elevation. 

 

On the rear elevation at the second floor, the applicant proposes three different options to replace the 

existing inappropriate bay window. Option A eliminates the opening completely and covers it with 

matching siding. Option B shows a six over six window measuring approximately 2’10” wide by 4’2” 

tall.  Staff is concerned regarding the proportions of this window as it appears somewhat squat. Option C 

shows a four over four window measuring approximately 2’ wide by 4’2” tall. Staff finds the proportions 

of this window more typical.  

 

Staff does not object to removing this opening completely as shown in option A or installing one or two 

windows in this wall. Of the two window options shown, staff prefers option C as the proportions present 

as more typical.  

 

Staff requests commentary from the Architecture Committee regarding the proposed millwork. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     02/22/2022    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     02/22/2022 

Permit # 21-32681-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #21-08088-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate building to enlarge existing camelback, per application & materials received 

11/22/2021 & 02/15/2022, respectively. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   02/22/2022 

 

This overall proposal to renovate the building and enlarge the existing camelback was conceptually 
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approved at the 12/07/2021 meeting with the applicant to continue to develop the drawings and proposal. 

Revised and expanded plans have been submitted for review. The first item noted as in need of 

Architecture Committee review is the proposed location of mechanical equipment seen on sheet A 1.2.  

 

Mechanical Equipment 

The equipment is shown on the roof of the projecting element at the rear of the building at the second 

floor. Staff is concerned that equipment, and the associated guardrail, in this location would be highly 

visible from Bourbon St. Staff appreciates the desire not to install the equipment in the small courtyard 

space but is unsure this proposed rooftop location would be successful.  

 

An alternative location is seen on sheet A2.2 proposing to locate the units on the Royal St. slope of the 

main building at the camelback. Given the close proximity of the neighboring buildings, a location on this 

roof may be more successful. A mechanical well in the enlarged camelback may also be worth exploring. 

 

A tankless water heater is now shown at the first-floor level of the rear elevation on sheet A2.1. This 

equipment is likely approvable in this location. 

 

Millwork 

The windows on the Barracks elevation of the proposed enlarged camelback have been moved closer to 

center as previously recommended. One window on the first floor of the Bourbon St. elevation is 

proposed to be shifted closer to the existing adjacent door, to the point that it appears the shutters of the 

two openings would overlap. Staff finds this aspect of the proposal somewhat atypical and request 

commentary from the Architecture Committee. 

 

The existing atypical window at the rear elevation at the second floor is proposed to be removed. In 

elevation on sheet A2.1 this opening is shown as being completely infilled, however, it appears a window 

is in place on the plan seen on sheet A1.2 with a note to either infill or replace in kind. Staff requests 

commentary from the applicant regarding this aspect of the proposal.  

 

Temporary Bracing 

The final sheet of the plans is to install interior temporary bracing, to help facilitate interior demolition 

work. The applicant is seeking approval of this element of the proposal, noting that they have a contractor 

ready and willing to begin some of the interior demolition work. Staff has no objection to approval of this 

element of the proposal, provided that the work is limited to the interior of the building only. 

 

Summary 

Overall, staff is pleased with the overall proposal and submitted materials. Staff requests commentary 

from the Architecture Committee and applicant concerning some of the items noted above with the 

applicant to continue developing the drawings, taking into account the items discussed today. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   02/22/2022 

 

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

that they had proposed the HVAC in the rear because they didn’t think it would be a big deal on the 

expanded camelback. As for the large window, Mr. Scott stated that it was prefab and was to be removed. 

Mr. Bergeron stated that he was inclined to leave openings where they were currently located.  Mr. Scott 

asked if Mr. Bergeron would object to lowering the sill to match the others. Mr. Bergeron stated no. Mr. 

Fifield agreed. Mr. Fifield then stated that he believed the proposed rear HVAC location might be the 

best. He asked the applicant if this was the solution they might prefer. Mr. Scott stated yes. With nothing 

else to discuss, the Committee moved on to the next agenda item.  

 

Public Comment 

We are relieved that this long-neglected contributing shotgun will be renovated and returned to the 

community. The forward extension of the camelback will provide increased space and usability while 

maintaining the historic character of the original building and streetscape. However, we do wish to voice 

concerns regarding the various reconfigurations, additions, and removal of existing openings, specifically 

the relocation of the window on the first floor at the rear and the removal of the 2nd floor window in the 

rear facing wall. We suggest that, rather than modifying the placement of these openings, the applicants 

proceed with repair or replacement as they are visible from the public right of way on Bourbon Street. 

Lastly, we share the staff’s concerns regarding the placement and visibility of the mechanical equipment 

at the roof of the second floor. 

 

Erin Holmes 

Executive Director 

Vieux Carré Property Owners, Residents and Associates 
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Discussion and Motion: Mr. Bergeron made the motion to conceptually approve the proposed 

mechanical equipment location, take no objection to the temporary bracing provided the work is limited 

to the interior of the building, and deferral of millwork alterations to allow the applicant to further 

develop the proposal based on today’s discussion. Ms. DiMaggio seconded the motion and the motion 

passed unanimously. 

 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     12/07/2021    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     12/07/2021 

Permit # 21-32681-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #21-08088-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to renovate building to enlarge existing camelback, per application & materials received 

11/22/2021. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   12/07/2021 

 

Long neglected and subject of an extremely questionable homestead exemption by the previous owner, 

this property thankfully recently sold to a new owner who is proposing a complete renovation. The 

biggest aspect of the proposal is the enlargement of the existing camelback. The applicant proposes to 

bring the front wall of the camelback forward by 20’1”. This would slightly more than double the depth 

of the existing camelback. The existing camelback front wall is currently setback from the front wall of 

the first floor by approximately 37’ and this dimension would be reduced to 19’3” if the camelback was 

enlarged. Staff notes that the proposed enlargement would cover the one existing chimney of this property 

and no chimney is proposed for the addition.  

 

The existing camelback features a single window on the Barracks St. elevation while the proposed 

enlarged camelback shows two equally sized windows. The new windows are shown closer to the side 

walls compared to the original. Staff finds this spacing atypical and recommends the windows be brought 

slightly closer to center, comparable to the position of the existing. Besides this spacing, staff does not 

find the introduction of a second window objectionable. 

 

The Bourbon St. elevation of the camelback currently features one six over six window. Two additional 

six over six windows are proposed on this elevation as part of the proposed addition. Staff finds the 

proposed new windows appropriate.  

 

Staff notes that this building is neighbored by two, two-story buildings and the proposed addition would 

only be slightly visible from Barracks St. as the side elevation would remain obscured. The applicant 

shows both a gabled roof and a hipped roof alternative. Although the hipped roof variation would slightly 

reduce visibility of the addition, given that the existing camelback has a gabled roof, staff prefers the 

proposed gabled roof design. 

 

The Guidelines go into far fewer details regarding camelback additions compared to other rooftop 

additions, noting “a traditionally designed camelback proposed for a wood-framed shotgun building is 

not subject to the more rigorous submittal requirements for rooftop additions.” (VCC DG: 14-16) 

Additionally, as this is the enlargement of an existing camelback, rather than a brand-new camelback, 

staff finds the proposal potentially approvable.  

 

Staff only noted two areas of changes on the first floor of the building. On the Bourbon St. elevation, the 

applicant proposes to slightly move and enlarge an existing window. The proposed new six over six 

window appears to match others on this elevation in both size and positioning. The existing window 

appears to be out of line compared to the adjacent openings. A small side porch is also shown on this 

elevation to access both of the side doors on this elevation. Currently one of the doors is accessed by 

simple steps, while the other is essentially inaccessible and simply drops to the alleyway below. No notes 

are including regarding the materials of this side porch but staff finds the concept approvable. 

 

The final noted work on the first floor occurs on the rear elevation where another atypical opening is 

marked for removal and another six over six window is shown. These openings are partially obscured in 

the drawings and staff requests additional details regarding this aspect of the work but again finds the 

concept likely approvable. 

 

Overall, staff is enthusiastic to see a proposal for this long-neglected property. Although a great deal of 

additional information will be required prior to the issuance of permits, staff finds the proposed concepts 

submitted for review today to be conceptually approvable. Staff notes that if any permits are needed in the 

interim to weatherize or stabilize the building, staff is available to issue permits for this work. 
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Staff recommends conceptual approval of the enlarged addition and renovation with the applicant to 

develop more detailed drawings for additional review. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   12/07/2021 

 

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

that they were ok with moving the widow and they agreed with just about everything else presented.  Ms. 

DiMaggio stated that she agreed with the staff report. Mr. Fifield stated that the size of the camelback and 

its proximity to the street were things the Committee should be aware of but as pointed out, the house was 

quite small and this would make it much more livable. Mr. Bergeron asked if the ARC could require them 

to leave the corner boards to mark the new from the old.  Mr. Fifield stated “Great idea!” Mr. Scott stated 

that they were ok with this as well. With nothing else to discuss, the Committee moved on to the next 

agenda item. 

 

There was no Public Comment. 

 

Discussion and Motion: Ms. DiMaggio moved to conceptually approve the enlarged addition and 

renovation with the applicant to proceed to development of more detailed drawings incorporating the 

comments in the staff report and the Committee commentary. Mr. Bergeron seconded the motion, which 

passed unanimously. 

 



New Business



620 Chartres
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ADDRESS: 618-24 Chartres Street   

OWNER: Chartres Group, LLC APPLICANT: Edward Fleming 

ZONING: VCC-2 SQUARE: 25 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 4,602 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 7 Units     REQUIRED: 920 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: None     EXISTING: 788 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: 620 sq. ft. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION:   

 

Rating:  Green – of Local Architectural or Historical Importance. 

 

This c. 1825-30 2-story stuccoed brick building incorporates two separate structures and an attached 2-

story service building.  The building on the downtown side (622-24) once had a passageway that lead into 

the courtyard and service yard area which was subsequently filled in and incorporated into the interior.  

This important property was owned by John McDonogh, 1844-59.  Details shown on a plan book drawing 

include a shed roof overhang, rather than the existing cast iron gallery, and a low tile-covered hipped roof. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/08/2022    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit # 21-22947-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to enlarge the existing rooftop mechanical platform including the construction of a new roof 

hatch, per application & materials received 03/02/2022 & 02/22/2022, respectively.  

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

The existing mechanical rack is located on the St. Peter side wing of this green-rated property. There are 

currently eight pieces of mechanical equipment on this rack. The applicant proposes to enlarge this rack, 

add safety railings, and add a roof hatch in order to meet current mechanical code and to allow for the 

installation of additional equipment. Staff is concerned about the significant size increase of these 

elements on this roof. The square footage of the mechanical rack would more than double from 

approximately 130 sq. ft. to approximately 296 sq. ft. 

 

Regarding roof mounted equipment, the Guidelines state that, “the property owner is encouraged to limit 

the amount of rooftop equipment and number of penetrations in order to minimize the overall appearance 

of clutter” and “the installation of rooftop mechanical equipment, such as an air conditioner compressor 

unit…is not permitted where it will be visibly obtrusive.” (VCC DG: 04-11)  

 

Given the location of the mechanical equipment and the surrounding buildings, staff does not believe the 

proposed mechanical equipment would be any more visibly obtrusive than the existing. Still, staff has 

concerns that such a large percentage of the roof would be covered by the mechanical rack and walkways. 

Staff questions if the type of equipment could be modified to use slightly larger, but fewer, pieces of 

equipment that might allow for a smaller mechanical rack.  

 

Staff requests commentary from the Architecture Committee regarding the proposed enlarged mechanical 

platform and roof hatch.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 

 

 



Appeals and Violations



1237 Chartres
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ADDRESS: 1235-37 Chartres   

OWNER: Ernest Breedlove APPLICANT: Karen Breedlove 

ZONING: VCR-2 SQUARE: 51 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 1,840 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 552 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: 311 sq. ft. approx. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 

ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

This unit in the c. 1833 building is separated from 1239-1243 Chartres by a passageway. The appearance 

of the main building is marred by the removal of its stucco surfaces, the use of inappropriate face brick 

and steps, and the alteration of some of its façade openings. 

 

Rating:  Main Building: Pink, of local or major architectural or historical importance that has been 

detrimentally altered (but if properly restored, could be upgraded to Blue or Green) 

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

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/08/2022    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit # 22-04255-VCGEN                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

Violation Case #19-06713-DBNVCC                Inspector: Marguerite Roberts 

 

Proposal to retain stair handrail installed without benefit of VCC review or approval, per application 

received 02/10/2022. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

Staff cited this property for some maintenance type issues back in 2019 and permits to address those 

items were issued in 2019 as well. The one item that was cited and is not staff approvable is the 

installation of a metal handrail on the front entrance steps. The installed rail is quite minimal in design, 

similar to other grab bar style railings that have been approved elsewhere in the district. 

 

It appears the railing is attached to the building in two locations with brackets. Additional brackets attach 

the railing to the entrance steps and sidewalk. 

 

Historic photographs show that sometime between ca. 1939 and 1962, the stucco was removed from this 

building and the typical stoop with sidewalls was modified or replaced with the current open sided steps 

of exposed brick. The historic description of this property cites this stucco removal and exposed brick 

walls and steps as the reason for the pink rating.  

 

Staff finds the installed railing generally in keeping with the Guidelines which recommend a railing “that 

is simple and visually unobtrusive” when improving accessibility. (VCC DG: 13-8) Staff’s only hesitation 

is drawing more attention to these atypical front steps. 

 

Staff requests commentary from the Architecture Committee concerning the proposed retention.  

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 



301 Decatur
(deferred at the applicant’s request)



305 Decatur
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ADDRESS: 305 Decatur Street   

OWNER: Stone 305 Decatur LLC, 

Revival Property Nola103 

LLC 

 

 

APPLICANT: 

 

 

Diane Hickman 

ZONING: VCE-1 SQUARE: 29 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 2340 sq. ft.  

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 3 units REQUIRED: 702. sq. ft. 

EXISTING: Unknown EXISTING: None 

PROPOSED: Unknown PROPOSED: No change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

 

A typical, Greek Revival brick store with ground floor post-and-lintels. This four-story building was 

constructed in 1836 for the merchants Samuel Jarvis Peters and Charles Millard. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      03/08/2022 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit #22-05063-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

Violation #21-06052-VCCNOP     Inspector: Anthony Whitfield 

 

Appeal to retain TPO roof work and security cameras installed without benefit of VCC review and approval, 

per application & materials received 02/16/2022. [Notice of Violation sent 07/26/2021] 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

On 07/23/2021, staff inspected the building and issued a Notice of Violation for work without permit 

violations. The applicant has agreed to remove the unpermitted sign brackets and signage, but is appealing to 

retain the TPO installed on the roof and parapets, as well as a security camera at the first floor storefront.  

 

Roof: 

TPO can be permitted for some valley gutters and parapets when either the roof slope or parapets are very 

low, but are usually used in conjunction with metal cap flashing or end with a termination bar. Staff has no 

objection to use of TPO in this building. However, the way the TPO terminates where the material wraps the 

Conti-side parapet on the 309 Decatur side is not acceptable, as it is highly visible from the street and is 

loosely draped in such a way that staff is very concerned about moisture accumulation underneath.  If this is 

an example of how the TPO was installed on all sides of the roof, it should not be retained in its current state. 

The material may be approvable if cut back from the outward sides of the parapets and capped with metal 

cap flashing, which may be found appropriate here due to the extreme low height of the parapet.  

 

Camera: 

The existing camera is a discontinued model by Flir which measures 3.7” x 9.3”. As such, it does not meet 

the Design Guidelines for security cameras. Staff recommends denial of the appeal to retain this hardware, 

with the applicant to work with staff on selecting a camera within the approvable size parameters and 

installed the most discreet location possible. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 



733 Barracks
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ADDRESS: 729-733 Barracks   

OWNER: 730 Esplanade LLC APPLICANT: David Carimi 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 53 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 2,112 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 1 Unit     REQUIRED: 633.6 sq. ft. 

    EXISTING: 0 Units     EXISTING: 1,636 sq. ft. 

    PROPOSED: No Change     PROPOSED: No Change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL / HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY 

 

Rating:  Blue, of Major Architectural or Historical importance 

 

This 2-story brick stable is part of the Fisk-Hopkins property and has the same owner as 730 Esplanade. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of     03/08/2022    

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit # 22-05132-VCCAM                 Lead Staff: Nick Albrecht 

 

Proposal to install suspended security cameras that do not conform to Guidelines, per application & 

materials received 02/17/2022. 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

Security cameras were installed on this building ca. 2016 as part of a large amount of unpermitted work 

of this building and the neighboring 730 Esplanade. The cameras utilize a bracket attached to the building 

wall to suspend the cameras above the sidewalk. This type of suspended security camera is not allowable 

per the Guidelines. The Guidelines state that, “on a building without a projection…the installation of an 

appropriately placed wall-mounted camera is an alternative.” 

 

The applicant proposes to install new dome style cameras on these or similar brackets. Staff has no 

objections to the proposed cameras themselves, only the projecting brackets. If the proposed cameras 

cannot be directly mounted to the wall, staff recommends appropriate bullet style cameras. 

 

Staff is also concerned about the large amount of vegetation that appears is being deliberately grown on 

the building. This vegetation can do significant damage to this blue rated building and should be 

addressed immediately.  

 

Staff recommends denial of the proposed camera brackets with the applicant to revise the proposal for 

appropriate wall mounted cameras. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 

 

 

 
 



718-20 Bourbon
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ADDRESS: 718-20 Bourbon   

OWNER: Inkwell Group LLC APPLICANT: Loretta Harmon 

ZONING: VCE SQUARE: 60 

USE: Commercial LOT SIZE: 2268 sq. ft. 

DENSITY-  OPEN SPACE-  

    ALLOWED: 2 units     REQUIRED: 453.6 sq. ft. (20% corner lot) 

    EXISTING: Unknown     EXISTING: Unknown 

    PROPOSED: No change     PROPOSED: Unknown 

 
ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

 

One of two c. 1810 Creole style 2-story masonry buildings, this corner building and attached service wing 

was modified in the late 19th century. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      03/08/2022 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit #22-05174-VCGEN      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

Violation #21-07946-VCCNOP     Inspector: Anthony Whitfield 

 
Appeal to retain signage, cap flashing, and satellite dish, per application & materials received 02/22/2022. 

[Notices of Violation sent 07/19/2019, 10/21/2020, & 10/15/2021] 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

The cap flashing and satellite dish are long standing violations that have been reviewed by the Committee 

on multiple occasions. Since these appeals were more than 12 months ago, the applicant has submitted 

another application to retain the cap flashing and satellite dish. Staff will note that these recommendations 

are unchanged from previous reviews since no new information or materials have been provided that alter 

the circumstances of these violations. 

 

Metal parapet cap flashing is prohibited by the Design Guidelines and rarely found approvable by the 

Committee except in limited circumstances, since it may lead to hidden water intrusion and vegetation 

growth within masonry walls. In keeping with the Committee’s motion when last reviewed on 12/08/2020, 

Staff recommends that the Committee once again deny the appeal to retain the cap flashing, with mortar 

caps to be installed as replacements. 

 

The satellite dish is currently installed on the rear elevation of the main building, adjacent to a large 

plumbing and drainage stack. Staff has repeatedly stated no objection to retaining the dish if it is moved off 

the building, as recommended by the Design Guidelines. Other options may include a freestanding pole in 

the courtyard; staff is happy to work with the applicant to explore alternatives if needed but does not find 

the current location to be approvable.  

 

The applicant is appealing to retain existing signage, and has noted the business signs reading “Local 718” 

for retention. Staff notes that these signs were permitted by the VCC and are not in violation. The signage 

violation in case 21-07946-VCCNOP was for impermissible attachment to the building, and is in reference 

to the many paper signs mounted to the first floor doors and shutters. These signs are prohibited by the 

Design Guidelines and should be removed. 

 

In keeping with previous Committee motions, staff recommends conceptual approval to retain a satellite 

dish with the proviso that it be relocated and denial of the appeal to retain the parapet cap flashing. Staff 

also recommends the Committee deny retention of the excessive signage mounted to the doors and shutters. 

As previously stated, the “Local 718” signs are not in violation and may remain. 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 
 



1015 Burgundy
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ADDRESS: 1015 Burgundy   

OWNER: Alan M Claghorn, Bryan J 

Watson, Lia C Tealdi, 

Stephen V Mallernee, 

Walter Blake Costello, 

Nancy G Moragas, Stephen 

V Mallernee, Wendy S 

Schwartz 

 

 

 

 

 

 

APPLICANT: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mallernee Debra 

ZONING: VCR-1 SQUARE: 105 

USE: Residential LOT SIZE: 4064 sq. ft. 

DENSITY:  OPEN SPACE:  

ALLOWED: 4 Units REQUIRED: 1219 sq. ft. 

EXISTING: 8 Units EXISTING: 1150 sq. ft. 

PROPOSED: No change PROPOSED: No change 

 
ARCHITECTURAL/HISTORICAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: 

 

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

Rear additions: Orange, 20th century construction. 

 

A c. 1855, 2-story brick townhouse, which has a porte-cochere, a recessed entrance with crossette 

enframement, a gallery, granite lintels, and an attached service ell, the last of which is new construction. 

 

Architecture Committee Meeting of      03/08/2022 

 

DESCRIPTION OF APPLICATION:     03/08/2022 

Permit #22-06004-VCPNT      Lead Staff: Erin Vogt 

Violation Case # 22-00550-VCCNOP     Inspector: Anthony Whitfield 

 

Appeal to retain vinyl window and string lights installed on gallery, per application & materials received 

02/24/2022. [Notice of Violation sent 02/8/2022] 

 

STAFF ANALYSIS & RECOMMENDATION:   03/08/2022 

 

Staff inspected the property on 02/08/2022 and observed a vinyl window installed on the Ursulines 

elevation of the main building, as well as seasonal holiday lights installed on the covered gallery on a 

permanent basis. The applicant is appealing to retain the string lights, and temporarily retain the vinyl 

window until it requires replacement.  

 

Vinyl windows are expressly prohibited by the Design Guidelines. The applicant stated that it has been in 

place since at least 2004, but VCC staff could find no records or photographs of this window ever being 

observed by the VCC, so staff is unable to confirm when it was installed. If the applicant can provide 

documentation that this window was installed more than 10 years ago and clearly visible from the public 

right of way, it may be considered grandfathered. Otherwise, the window must be replaced with an 

appropriate true divided lite wood window. Temporary retention of a vinyl window is not appropriate, 

particularly when visible from the street. Staff recommends denial. 

 

Regarding holiday string lights, the Design Guidelines state (VCC DG: 11-7):  
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Since the Guidelines explicitly state that these lights are not appropriate for the historic character of the 

Vieux Carre and “are to be installed for a short period of time,” staff recommends denial. 

 

 

ARCHITECTURAL COMMITTEE ACTION:   03/08/2022 

 


