
 
 

 

OLD METAIRIE COMMISSION (OMC) MINUTES 
PUBLIC HEARING 

October 3, 2019 9:00 a.m., Suite 604, Yenni Building 
 
In Attendance 

 
Old Metairie Commission Members 

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

 
 

Others 
Bess Renfrow, Assistant Parish Attorney 
Ken Krobert, Senior Parish Attorney 
Tramone Chetta, Dept. Inspection and Code Enforcement 
Bernie Wisnowski, Parish Arborist 
 
Mr. Brown, Vice-Chairman, introduced himself, other members of the Commission, and the Parish 
staff. 
 
The Old Metairie Commission (OMC) conducted the October 3, 2019 public hearing at the Joseph 
S. Yenni Building in Suite 604, 1221 Elmwood Park Blvd., Jefferson, LA 70123. Mr. Brown proceeded 
to the agenda and opened the meeting at 9:00 a.m. 

OM-17-19 307 Cuddihy Dr. 
Ms. Cassagne stated that following its deferral from the September 5th 2019 meeting the applicant 
submitted revised plans and upon review it was determined that the proposed addition didn’t exceed 
10% of the gross floor area of the principle structure and was therefore within the authority of the 
Planning Director to approve the additions to the structure and thus it was ministerially approved.  
 
OM-18-19 419 Northline St. 
Mr. McAlister recused himself from this case because his law firm is representing the applicant and 
his company in other matters. 
Ms. Cassagne stated that the adopted rules of procedure for the Old Metairie Commission require 
any motion to have a concurring vote of three (3) voting members of the Commission; due to a lack 
of a voting quorum, this matter will procedurally have to be deferred to the next hearing, which is 
October 31, 2019. 
 

Planning Department 
Juliette Cassagne, Assistant Director 
Jay Hébert, Senior Planner 
Nedra McKinney, Typist Clerk III 
Carrie MacKay, Planner II 
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OM-19-19 221 Stella St. 
A request to construct an addition to the side and rear of the existing residence with a variance to 
the area regulations of the R-1B Suburban Residential District and with an OMC exception to the 
design guidelines for the side massing angle, on Lot A, Square 12, Friedrichsruhe Subdivision, 
Jefferson Parish, LA, bounded by Geranium St., Friedrichs Ave., and Avenue E, zoned R-1B 
Suburban Residential District/OMNCD Old Metairie Neighborhood Conservation District. (Council 
District 5) 
 
Ms. Mackay reported the findings of the case. 
  
The Planning Department recommends approval for the following reasons: 
 

 The proposed development meets all applicable R-1B OMNCD requirements and maintains 
required on-site parking. LURTC review was completed without opposition. 

 Although the lot does not meet the minimum width or area requirements for the zoning district, 
it’s an existing situation. The variance is minimal, less than a foot from meeting the 
requirement for only a portion of the addition. 

 Since Lot A is a key lot, the variance would apply along the rear lot lines of abutting properties. 
 
Mr. Brown opened the floor for applicant/owner to speak.  
 
Jeffrey Hamm, owner/applicant, builder for 20 years in Virginia; later moved here and is now 
requesting a variance for general additions and alterations to be done to his home. He stated that 
the way the house is built on the lot, it’s only one-half of the house that encroaches in the required 
side yard; a wedge. He needs the variance because of the proposed bathroom in the addition. If you 
look at the elevation on the side, the window layout would not impose on the privacy of the neighbors. 
He’s actually taken a window out. There’s also no windows on the back of the addition. From a 
privacy perspective, he’s been very good about that.    
 
Mr. Brown opened the floor for any proponents to speak.  
 
Ms. Cassagne read a letter that was received by e-mail which states:  
 
Dear Sir: 
I have reviewed the application filed by Mr.  & Mrs. Jeffrey Hamm. 
As a member of our neighborhood, it is my general position that an owner who requests changes, additions, 
alterations, etc., to his home that result in minimal variance and who intends to live there after construction 
should be granted the variance.   
In the case at hand, this is particularly true as the house was not originally built “squared” to the street and 
that is the reason the variance is requested. 
Additionally, the planning department also recommends approval, and all departments under 
DEPARTMENT COMMENTS (LURTC) are not opposed to the variance. 
Unfortunately, I will be unable to attend the hearing and request my email be entered into the record as 
requesting approval to the variance for the reasons set forth above. 
Thank you. 
Mr. & Mrs. M. O. Miller, II 
499 Woodvine Avenue 
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Mr. Brown opened the floor for any opponents to speak. There were none. 
 
Mr. McAlister asked what the rear yard setback was for R-1B. It was stated that it’s twenty feet. 
He also asked why the house couldn’t be designed 9-½ inches shorter so no variances would be 
needed. It was answered that it’s the size of the bathroom that made the difference. You cannot cut 
9-½ inches off the bathroom. 
 
Ms. Steward made a motion to recommend approval of the variance for the 4 ft. 2 ½ in. Avenue E 
side yard setback. Seconded by Mr. McAlister. 
 
Ms. McKinney called the roll on the motion: 
 Aye Nay 
Mr. Brown _√__    ___ 
Mr. McAlister _√__    ___ 
Ms. Steward      _√__    ___ 
 
The ayes have it by a vote of 3 to 0. Ms. Eastman and Dr. Monica absent. Motion approved.  
 
Minutes 
Mr. McAlister made a motion to adopt the minutes from September 5, 2019. Seconded by Mr. Brown.  
 
Administrative Approvals & Follow-up of previous cases 

 OM-17-19 was the only administrative approval since the last public hearing.   
 The Blake’s fence in the front yard (OM-13-19), and the Benjamin’s tree removal (OM-16-19) 

variance requests went before the BZA. Both were granted approval.  
 
Other Matters 

 In accordance with the Rules of Procedure, Planning anticipates submitting a draft 2020 
calendar to the Commission at the October 31, 2019 hearing for consideration and adoption 
at the December OMC hearing, where the Commission will also do elections for the Chair and 
Vice Chair in 2020. 

 
Mr. McAlister moved for adjournment, Ms. Steward seconded.  All were in favor. (3-0). 
 
 


