
 
 

Minutes of the Hammond Historic District Commission 
November 29th, 2017 11:00A.M. 

Hammond City Council Chamber- 312 East Charles 
 
● Meeting called to order by Vice-Chairman, Mrs. Jessica Shirey at 11:00 am.  

 
● Verification of meeting notice given by Administrative Director, Ms. Leah Solomon. 

 
●  Roll call taken:  

o Present:  Jessica Shirey, Marguerite Walter, Shauna Seals, Susan Seale 
o Absent:  Howard Nichols, Jen White, Ryan Faulk 
 

● Motion to approve the minutes from October 18th, 2017 by Mrs. Seals.  Second by Mrs. Walter. Vote 
taken with unanimous approval. 

 
● New Business:  

● Green Book Film Project – Exterior Renovations 
o Application presented by Lacy Landrum, City of Hammond Director of 

Administration, along with Les Arseno, a representative from the film 
o Filming is set to be the following week on a few blocks of the eastern streets of 

the historic district.  More specifically Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday or perhaps 
Thursday will be filming days, dependent on weather.  Mr. Arseno is in attendance 
representing the work being done on the exterior of the historic buildings.  The businesses 
affected have been met with and have officially agreed to the proposed work.  All work will 
be in-kind or minor improvements.  The film will be doing temporary streetscape changes, 
mostly signage.  Shown in the renderings provided are mostly changes in vinyl signage, 
which will be returned to current after filming.  Whatever was originally there will be 
returned when shooting is finished, like awnings, extra signage, any paining, etc.  Each 
business owner had a sit down with the production in which traffic flow, temporary 
renovation details, etc. were gone over in detail before they signed.  Once shooting is 
complete, the property owner will also sign a release after the production has returned 
everything in-kind to ensure it is done to be the same as before.  The City has been involved 
heavily with all aspects of process to ensure compliance.  No new holes in brick will be 
created.  Everything will be returned into existing holes and nothing new will be affixed to the 
building through masonry.  Ms. Landrum and Ms. Solomon reviewed the plans and 
renderings beforehand and then also went on site to talk to the installation crew to discuss 
how some of the “trickier” signage was going to be secured.  Ms. Landrum explains that 
some new billboards and larger hanging signs are going to be hooked onto the building via 
window sill brackets and hang down.  Everything installed is going to be a 1950/60s look, but 
the crew is doing as little as possible because they have to return everything as it was on a 
budget.  There will be one specific instance of an improvement and that is where there is a 



rotten lintel on a back door.  The production will repair that lintel and repaint it in-kind 
gratis as part of the production, which was approved by the building owner.  They 
understand how we value our historic materials and won’t take any of that away.  Ms. 
Landrum expresses that she feels confident that everything was done conservatively with 
excellent communication.  She emphasized that the City approves of this project.  Let the 
record show that Ryan Faulk and Jen White arrived in the meeting.  Mr. Arseno re-affirms 
that no matter the sign, there will be no penetration of historic materials for the stated 
reasons.  There won’t be any painting of brick and there will be a lot of pressure-fit items to 
secure the exterior renovations.  Mrs. Shirey asks if part of the discussion with business 
owners included that there must be no changes when things are returned post-production.  
She seeks to ensure that no one sees this as an opportunity to change their signage without 
coming before the Commission.  Ms. Landrum responds, that has not been made 100% clear, 
but she will now convey that to make sure it is understood.  The closest suggestion to 
anything like that has been that a business owner requested to clean their canopy while it was 
down during filming.  No one appears to otherwise have intentions of changing what is 
current.  The film crew will not put up extra signage.  The contract is specifically to replace 
in-kind.  Mr. Arseno confirms that there are budget considerations.  In fact, in at least one 
case it would be too expensive to pay for re-installation of the window signage so the 
production will cover it instead.  Mrs. Seale asks if any buildings will be pressure washed 
and Mr. Arseno responds that they will not. 

o Motion to accept the application as presented by Mrs. Shirey.  Second by Mrs. Seals.  Vote 
taken with unanimous approval. 

 
● 205 E. Thomas (Our Mom’s Restaurant) - Signage 

o Application presented by Trevor Davidge of Arms Signs  
o The lettering for this sign was approved in the October meeting, so Mr. Davidge 

returns to present a new lighting scheme.  Mrs. Shirey notes that the first page has the 
previously proposed (and rejected) halo-lighting type.  Mr. Davidge confirms that is a 
mistake.  The new lighting is detailed on the next pages.  The application will have 
clarification of this change marked on it.  Mrs. Shirey expresses that the proposed LED strips 
were discussed as a good alternative in the previous month’s application. 

o Mr. Faulk asks for public input.  No takers. 
o Motion to approve the application as presented, disregarding the accidental inclusion of the 

halo-lit letter specs, by Mrs. White.  Second by Mrs. Shirey.  Vote taken with unanimous 
approval. 
 

● 200-B SW Railroad (Downtown Yoga) - Signage 
o Application presented by Trevor Davidge of Arms Signs  
o This application is for an entirely new neon projecting sign.  Mrs. White would 

like to begin the discussion of this application by saying that this building has been 
previously discussed as not inside of and not facing the district.  Therefore she asks why the 
Commission is approving this application.  Mrs. Shirey points out that while the building 
does not face the district technically, this sign location does directly face and therefore it is a 
courtesy to come before the Commission.  Mrs. White re-states that the building does not face 
the district.  Ms. Solomon brings up that The Steak House, in the same building complex and 
with a sign in the same location, came before the Commission for approval as well, which set 
something of precedent for signage facing the district.  However, the address for the building 



is not facing the district and therefore the signage does not require approval.  This is pure 
courtesy.  Mr. Faulk asks if this is entirely a neon sign.  Mr. Davidge affirms this and points 
out that it will be double-sided with the same on both sides.  The Commission expresses 
approval.  Mrs. Seals asks if The Steakhouse (which has a sign immediately below the 
proposed) was consulted on the application.  Mr. Davidge responds that they were indeed 
and that they like the proposed sign.  Mrs. White asks again about the consensus on 
addresses that don’t face the district.  Mr. Faulk states that during the Adams-Lillie survey, 
an official opinion was given by the City’s attorney that a building needs to be addressed on 
the historic district boundary to be included in the district.  Therefore technically the current 
applicant is not required to come before the Commission.  Mr. Faulk states, however, that 
there is currently an application before the Commission to receive approval. 

o Motion to approve application as presented by Mr. Faulk.  Second by Mrs. Seals.  
Mrs. White requests that an addendum be made to this approval that a COA was not required 
for further signage permitting in this case.  Vote taken with unanimous approval.  

 
● Updates From Director: 

o National Preservation conference (PastForward 2017) in Chicago   
1. Ms. Solomon attended the conference and noted how 

closely the sessions she chose could be applied to Hammond – particularly in 
regards to inclusion in preservation, starting with Gaston’s grave. 

o Planning & Zoning Working Session discussing sidewalk cafes 
1. Ms. Solomon sat in on the P&Z working session where 

they began discussing an ordinance regulating sidewalk cafes.  This topic came 
about because Courtyard Café (110 N. Cate) put up a fence around their 
sidewalk seating.  While everyone approves of the general intention, there is no 
language about how it can be done best for public safety and the character of the 
district.  Currently the historic district has fencing and landscaping regulations, 
but the intention for these regulations is different than for fencing and 
landscaping with a sidewalk café.  Ms. Solomon sought guidance from other 
commercially-centered historic districts as how to better define the intentions.  
Do we need another fence height limit?  How do we treat imitation metal?  Mrs. 
White asks if the business owners needed to come before the Commission prior to 
installing the sidewalk café at 110 N. Cate.  Mrs. Shirey points out that it is not 
permanently installed.  Ms. Solomon answers that there is no precedent and 
therefore the City would like to define the regulations before requiring strict 
compliance.  Ms. Solomon invites Jeff Smith, a member of the Planning and 
Zoning Commission as well as the Downtown Development District Design 
Committee, up to the podium to further summarize the sidewalk café discussion 
from the P&Z working session.  Mr. Smith emphasizes that all downtown entities 
need to work together on this. There are a lot of joint issues that all three of the 
main entities (P&Z, DDD, and HHDC) need to get together about to deal with 
outlining appropriate regulations. While all City representatives potentially 
involved are in support of sidewalk commerce, official regulations need to be 
established so that everyone is on the same page.  A committee should form so 
that no one is left out of the conversation.  The City also needs to have a way to 
inform all committees of their intentions for new sidewalks and trees.  A lot of 
recent infrastructural renovations are happening without the approval of the 
DDD or HHDC.   



2. Resident Ralph Ross approaches the podium to ask 
about enforcement of sidewalk café permitting.  Ms. Solomon mentions the 
current broad parameters of the Unified Development Code.  When it becomes 
specific regulations, it will be easier to enforce.  The need for a joint downtown 
committee is reinforced in this conversation. 

o Gaston Update 
1. The website is almost finished and there is an upcoming 

partnership presentation with the Tangipahoa Parish Library on February 22nd, 
2018. 

o 111 N. Magnolia – Door Removal Advice 
1. Ms. Solomon explains that the homeowner at 111 N. 

Magnolia would like to take out a doorway to allow for more space for upper 
cabinets on the interior.  Mrs. Shirey suggests that the door be covered on the 
inside so that the historic fabric can be maintained.  She notes that a renovation 
like this is a “slippery slope.”  Mr. Faulk asks if the owner would salvage the 
door to use as the front door (which currently does not have an appropriate 
entrance door) to which Ms. Solomon says yes.  Mrs. Shirey does not support this 
proposal because this is a notable change.  Mr. Faulk expresses that just 
covering the door on the interior would look strange too.  Mrs. Walter checks if a 
renovation like this could compromise the National Register status.  Ms. Solomon 
says no.  Mrs. White asks if the Commission is voting on this change.  Ms. 
Solomon says no, the homeowner was looking for advice.  Are there alternative 
suggestions?  Mr. Faulk would like to know the proposed layout.  Even though 
it’s the interior, it would assist informing why the door needs to be removed in 
the homeowner’s mind.  Mrs. Shirey emphasizes that removal of historic fabric is 
a last resort.  Mrs. White requests that the homeowner research alternatives and 
present them before the Commission at the next meeting.  What is the extenuating 
circumstance that the historic fabric does not need to be retained?  The 
Commission agrees that the focus should be on retention and the application 
needs to offer multiple options. 

o Other issues like window tinting and banner signage enforcement are 
brought up for areas of improvement. 

 
● Motion to adjourn by Mrs. Shirey.  Second by Mr. Faulk.  Let the record show that Mrs. White and 

Mrs. Seale left during the Director’s Update.  Vote for adjournment was taken with unanimous 
approval. 

 
 

NEXT MEETING:  December 20th, 2017 


