
 
 

 

OLD METAIRIE COMMISSION (OMC) MINUTES 
PUBLIC HEARING 

November 5, 2020 9:00 a.m. 
 
In Attendance 

 
Old Metairie Commission Members 

Present     Absent 
 
Clifford Brown, Chair √  
David Webber, Vice-Chair √  
Dr. Monica Monica √  
Thomas McAlister √  
Cynthia J. Steward  √ 

 
 

 
Others 
Bess Renfrow, Parish Attorney 
Tramone Chetta, Inspection and Code Enforcement via Microsoft Teams 
Tom Scott, Inspection and Code Enforcement via Microsoft Teams 
 
Mr. Brown, Chairman, introduced himself, other members of the Commission, and the Parish staff. 
The Old Metairie Commission (OMC) conducted the November 5, 2020 public hearing at the Joseph 
S. Yenni Building in Suite 405, 4th Floor, 1221 Elmwood Park Blvd., Jefferson, LA. 
70123. Mr. Brown proceeded to the agenda and opened the meeting at 9:00 a.m. 
 
OM-21-20 223 Vincent Ave., 
A request for renovations and an addition to an existing residence, the construction of a swimming 
pool, and tree removal on Lots 111 and 112 (Proposed Lot 111A), Vincent Subdivision, Jefferson 
Parish, LA, bounded by Duplessis St., Stella St., and Geranium St., zoned R-1B Suburban 
Residential/OMNCD Old Metairie Neighborhood Conservation District. (Council District 5) 
 
Mr. Hebert reported the findings of the case. 
 
Planning Department: Denial for the following reasons: 
 

 Ample space exists within the site’s developable area that would allow for an addition without 
the removal of the 24-in Water Oak. 

 The Code of Ordinances requires the protection and preservation of the existing tree canopy, 
and specifically exempts the OMNCD from the uncontested tree removal area regulations. 

Planning Department 
Juliette Cassagne, Planning Director 
Brooke P. Tolbert, Assistant Director 
Jay Hébert, Senior Planner 
Nedra McKinney, Typist Clerk III 
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Mr. Brown opened the floor for the applicant/owner to speak. 
 
R. Stephen Chauvin, Architect/Builder, Applicant representative, stated his clients purchased this lot 
after they purchased 311 Bella where they were going to tear down the house and rebuild, and this 
project came up and they were planning to do the same here. Mr. Chauvin stated that he had built 
their house several years ago at 1020 Falcon, designed and built it. Someone made an offer they 
couldn’t refuse, so they sold it and no longer live there. So as an architect and a preservationist, Mr. 
Chauvin was president of the Louisiana Landmark Society. States his proposal is to renovate not to 
demolish. He thought the least invasive way to do the work was to preserve the existing architecture 
and renovate the garage. As they needed to put a first-floor suite where the garage is which is where 
the 16 inch diameter Water Oak is. Water Oaks although when healthy are not that long lived. He 
hears that they can off-set that, but is not certain what the off-set would be. They already off-set in a 
symmetrical way with their extension. They are working around three mature Crepe Myrtles on the 
garage side. They only have about 41/2 feet between the pool. A little over a 20’ side yard before 
they reach the other landscaping that’s mature. This is an interior tree that truly does not affect the 
tree canopy of the neighborhood. It’s more a tree that would be shared between the adjoining 
properties, so their proposal is to renovate rather than demolish. He would hope they (OMC) would 
see the merits of their proposal. The only reason the tree was rejected was because that is the policy; 
that all healthy trees in the conservation district be protected. As an Architect, he is trying to preserve 
the impact for a new residence on the lot. It’s practical and rational to ask that a tree that could 
become 4’ in diameter from being so close to the building be removed. He can’t see how that makes 
any rational sense. And believes the reason why there is no ruling in the Metairie Ridge Tree 
Preservation District to automatically take out trees in buildable areas is because we have you 
(OMC) to look and determine if this is a better solution rather than a new construction lot.  
 
Mr. Brown opened the floor for any proponents to speak. There were none. 
 
Mr. Brown opened the floor for any opponents to speak. There were none. 
 
Dr Monica stated knowing how difficult it is parking, losing a garage, is there a downside for offsite 
parking and is there any other place for an on-suite master?  Mr. Chauvin stated that as an architect 
he’s trying to figure out how to renovate the house because there is a point where renovations are 
impractical. The south side of the property is entertaining right now. There’s a living room and there’s 
a den which was an addition at some later date and dropped. There’s 9ft ceilings in the house. He 
was able to talk to the owner into accepting that. The den will be raised to the same level, so the 
entertainment level will flow through on the south side. The kitchen right now, and a very small dining 
room is on the north side of the property. There’s some utility space on the north side. There will be 
a laundry connection in between. Under the carport, there’s ample parking for 1 covered car perhaps 
2 depending on how it’s done but they also have the entire driveway, so there’s more than 2 parking 
spaces behind the front yard setback of the property. With 80’ wide lots owners will often aske for a 
circular driveway. We don’t want to do that. We want to preserve the existing landscaping. Mr. 
Chauvin further stated that the only thing that seems impractical to him was the garage taking up 
more of the usable space of the yard and the pool and trying to accommodate a tree that he thinks 
may have another 50 years which may not necessarily means 50 years of good health from his 
research. They are susceptible to root rot. Dr Monica indicated that if they said is there a way to do 
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something to preserve the Oak and still get something that the want out of that backyard space? Mr. 
Chauvin asked how much do they want him to off-set for the tree?  
 
A discussion took place between the Commissioners and Mr. Chauvin regarding different scenarios 
to save the Water Oak Tree while reviewing the floor plans and site plan.  
 
Mr. McAlister, while reviewing the floor plan had a concern about the interior wall right along the 
setback line for the existing garage in the encroachment area – Is this going to be open or is this 
sealed from the elements? Mr. Chauvin stated it there is an exterior wall that is not climate controlled 
and Mr. McAlister sees this as a loop hole because again it’s converting accessory buildings into a 
living area.  
 
Ms. Cassagne reminded everyone that this is one of the reasons why Mr. Tom Scott is attending this 
meeting via Microsoft Teams who can verify that this is a common practice that they can carve up 
and the garage portion that is livable in the buildable area is livable and the portion that is remaining 
in the side yard is still considered accessory. 
 
Ms. Cassagne ask if the opening to the garage façade; are windows are actual walkway? Mr. 
Chauvin stated in the garage it’s a solid masonry wall showing 3 openings to allow light and there is 
a space between the existing wall and the garage about 2 feet 8 in. where he was going to pull that 
up and possibly do some planting there so that it lets light into the bedroom. These would be 
openings cut into masonry. It was clarified that it would be open to the elements and that it’s truly 
not a physical part of the bedroom which addresses Mr. McAlister’s concern about the loophole. Mr. 
Chauvin stated they are improving the aesthetics of the house and garage, and putting on a slate 
roof. They are keeping the same scale and the roof addition looks like it belongs with the house. 
 
Further discussion took place between Mr. Chauvin and members of the Commission regarding 
green space, the buildable area, and preserving the Water Oak Tree.  
 
Mr. Webber stated that he thinks it’s a little disingenuous to design a bedroom with sliding glass 
doors in a multi-million-dollar house and just doesn’t see this making that 7-foot setback a 
breezeway. He stated that the garage just should be torn down and the addition can be placed there. 
Does not like the design of the master bedroom. Mr. Chauvin stated that multi sliding glass doors 
open the house up to the outside.  
 
The discussion continued between Mr. Chauvin and Mr. Webber regarding the garage, the brick 
wall, and the sliding glass doors. As this discussion continued, Ms. Cassagne reminded everyone 
again that they do have Mr. Tom Scott & Ms. Tramone Chetta both from the Department of Inspection 
and Code Enforcement in attendance via Microsoft Teams to answer any technical building code 
questions or concerns to confirm that the proposal is feasible and address their questions. 
 
Ms. Cassagne apologized that Mr. Bernie Wisnowski couldn’t be in attendance today perhaps he 
could have addressed some of the questions specifically about longevity of this particular tree. 
 
Mr. Brown received clarity that the lot is being resubdivided and made mention of the fine for not 
replacing the tree somewhere else. Ms. Cassagne interjected stating that the Commission will render 
a recommendation of this request, ultimately because the Parish Arborist denied the removal of the 
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tree, and that is what is going to the BZA, the removal of the tree. If the BZA were to approve the 
removal of the tree because it is a healthy tree, it is a 2 for 1 replacement requirement. The current 
cost of replacement of trees versus planting is a $1,000 per tree. That cost is both the nursery stock 
price and also generally a years’ worth of health and maintenance by whoever provides and plants 
the tree on behalf of the Parish. So yes, if the BZA were to require the removal of the tree, at that 
point, the applicant and property owners will have to make a decision weather of not they choose to 
pay into the tree fund or plant on their property.  
 
A discussion followed between Mr. Webber and Mr. Chauvin regarding the size of the existing garage 
and the existing den.  
 
Dr. Monica made a motion to recommend denial of OM-21-20. Seconded by Mr. Webber. 
 
Ms. McKinney called the roll on the motion: 
 Aye Nay 
Mr. Brown ___    _√_ 
Dr. Monica      _√__    ___ 
Mr. Webber (Absent)               _√__   ____ 
Mr. McAlister (Absent)       √__   ____
 
The ayes have it by a vote of 3 to 1. (With 1 absent). Motion of denial approved. 
 
Ms. Cassagne stated that at this point this matter will have to go before the BZA. The BZA will solely 
be taking a position on the removal of the tree. So procedurally, if the BZA were to approve the 
removal of the tree then the Parish Council could then approve the site plan. If the BZA were to deny 
the removal of the tree, the property owner then has 2 options; they can appeal the decision of the 
BZA or they could come back with an alternative proposed plan. 
 
Minutes 
Dr. Monica made a motion to adopt the minutes from September 3, 2020. Seconded by Mr. Brown. 
 
Administrative Approvals & Follow-up of previous cases. 
 
Mr. Hebert reported that there were two administrative approvals since the last public hearing:   
 
OM-17-20, 120 Duplessis St, an amendment to OM-1-20 (changes to the roof area, removal of 
shutters and replacement of the rear facing balcony with 3 new windows) was approved 9-25-20. 
 
OM-18-20, 600 Iona St., installation and placement of a new generator, zoned R-1D, generator is 
located 15 feet off the north side property line, met minimum setback requirements, was approved 
on 10-26-20.  
 
There were no follow-ups on previous cases.  
 
Ms. Cassagne stated that the agenda stated we were going to discuss demolition, but since Ms. 
Steward (architect) is absent the Planning Department recommends that we defer this discussion to 
the next meeting when Ms. Steward can join us. 
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Dr. Monica made a motion to defer the demolition discussion until Ms. Steward can be present. 
Seconded by Mr. Webber. 
 
Dr. Monica made a motion to adjourn. Seconded by Mr. McAlister. Meeting adjourned at 10:03 a.m. 


