Codi E. Davis

From: CPCinfo

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 8:33 AM
To: Paul Cramer

Subject: FW: Master Plan Amendments

From: Marie Frangoise Crouch [mailto:mfcrouch@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, July 09, 2017 12:20 PM

To: CPCinfo

Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your
help with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities”’ in the proposed amendment
to Chapter 14's Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact
impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring
commercial uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map
changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the
Master Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the
Master Plan charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the
Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic
Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic
neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you

Marie Crouch



727 Ursulines street

New Orleans, LA.70116



Codi E. Davis

From: Mary Bartholomew <drmbartholomew@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, July 08, 2017 10:10 AM

To: Paul Cramer

Subject: Master plan

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your
help with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment
to Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact
impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring
commercial uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map
changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the
Master Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the
Master Plan charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the
Master Plan.
Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic
Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic
neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you.

Saluti,

Mary P Bartholomew, PhD
613 St. Philip

New Orleans, LA 70116

Sent from my iPhone



Codi E. Davis

From: C. W. LARTIGUE IV <cwliv@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 7:23 PM

To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.
Brossett; James A. Gray; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer; info@vcpora.org

Subject: MASTER PLAN

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

[ am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and
respectfully request your help with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout
ensemble, part of the landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by
the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a recognized legal term that has been crucial to the
protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the
proposed amendment to Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is
too vague and the potential impact impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the
potential to bring commercial uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future
Land Use Map changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-
404 .4).

_Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14.

All areas of the Master Plan need the protections and’ certainty provided by having the
Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan charter change and the text of the
charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation.
Develop a Historic Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts,
and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you.

C. W. Lartigue 1V

538 Madison Street
Unit 3B

New Orleans, LA 70116
Phone: (504) 296-1841
Email: cwliv@bellsouth.net




Codi E. Davis

From: David Peltier <d1319dec@cox.net>
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 8:35 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Fwd: ALERT: Major Changes to the Master Plan - Public Hearing Monday

These words, given to me by another, express my sentiments:

Master Plan Amendments
Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help
with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to
determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

1



Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master
Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan
charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation
Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for
the City of New Orleans.

Thank you

David Peltier

Unsubscribe



Codi E. Davis

From: Dia Napolitano <dianapolitano@yahoo.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 11, 2017 8:41 AM

To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC;
CouncilDistrictD; James A. Gray; Robert D. Rivers; Paul Cramer; info@nfbywater.org.

Subject: ’ Master Plan - Riverfront Overlay

Attachments: River Front Overlay Bywater 7.11.17.docx

7.11.2017

Dear Council Member, my husband & | are both from New Orleans and currently reside in the Bywater. The Bywateris a
small neighborhood only 5 blocks between Chartres & St Claude and less than 20 blocks from Press St to the Industrial
Canal. Can you imagine the picture below with 7 story tall buildings along the riverfront?

Figure ai E}mater riverfront cifca 1950, 50:jce: Richard Campanella
Post WWII Riverfront

Dear Council member, | am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully
request your help with the following items:

» Please insert the words “tout ensemble” in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. The term “tout ensemble” is
central to protecting the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

° Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” for the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14's Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact too difficult to
determine.

» Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses to unintended areas.

= Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

e Keep the Mixed Use Low density designation for the Future Land Use Map as changing it would encourage demolition
of historic housing, possibly of entire blocks to make land available for new developments.

= Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master Plan
need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law[S51].



° Keep density limitations in place — remove Text Amendments 05-04 and 05-05, protect our historic neighborhoods
from overdevelopment, and provide transportation, infrastructure, tax and development incentives for under-utilized
areas.

» Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation
Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the
City of New Orleans. Thank you,

Dia & Tony Napolitano

3810 Royal St, NOLA 70117

Food for thought......

I know this is a difficult struggle for the residents in this neighborhood against big business and the developers.

A new cruise terminal — how does anyone think a terminal like Carnival’s at Erato (picture below) will fit along the river
in the Bywater? Where would the traffic flow, where would passengers park? There is no way to put a cruise ship
terminal in without damaging a historic neighborhood. The current cruise terminal at Erato & Julia all run behind the
Convention Center in the Warehouse District (the Convention Center is not 5 stories and the cruise terminal may just be
a 5-story building). Will the change in the Riverfront overlay allow the cruise terminal to build up to 7 stories high to
provide parking, since there is nowhere to expand horizontally?

What about pollution/air quality? What impact does it have for the people living in the neighborhood to have diesel
blowing into the air from the cruise ship as it makes ready to depart. We already have a series problem with airborne
pollution. If you will notice the top of my hot tub is covered in airborne soot, the half | have yet to clean. The sides are
not dirty, just the top. This is from the trains that idle along Chartres and river traffic. Putting a cruise ship terminal by us
will be causing an environmental catastrophe. See pictures below.



The developers/land owners for the warehouses on Press between Chartres & Dauphine across from NOCCA and the
proposed Hostel bounded by Chartres, Mazant & Royal have all applied for a height variance & have met with opposition
from the neighborhood. | had heard that the developers for the Hostel told the residents at a meeting that they could do
whatever they wanted, they didn’t need the neighborhoods approval. They are all sitting back and lobbying to get the
height restriction & need for neighboorhood approval overturned so they can do as they please for the sake of their
pocketbook with no regards for th}e people tllgt live the
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Thérekis:”an(othgi’rh“l‘ari for condominiums between Alvar & Bartholomew on urgundy that has approval to move forward
because they adhered to the conditions for building in the Historic Bywater.

Please, please, please do not let these developes or the Port of New Orleans to destroy our neighborhood.
Thank you,

Dia and Tony Napolitano, 3810 Royal St, NOLA 70117

Dia Napolitano



504 833 4738 Home
504 458 8011 Celf
dianapolitano@yahoo.com




7.11.2017

Dear Council Member, my husband & I are both from New Orleans and currently reside in the Bywater. The Bywater is a
small neighborhood only 5 blocks between Chartres & St Claude and less than 20 blocks from Press St to the Industrial
Canal. Can you imagine the picture below with 7 story tall buildings along the river front?

Fil4, Bvwater riverfront cirea 1950, source: Richard Campanella

Post WWII Riverfront

Dear Council member, | am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully
request your help with the following items:

¢ Please insert the words “tout ensemble” in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. The term “tout ensemble” is
_central to protecting the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

* Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” for the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact too difficult to
determine.

* Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses to unintended areas.

* Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

* Keep the Mixed Use Low density designation for the Future Land Use Map as changing it would encourage demolition
of historic housing, possibly of entire blocks to make land available for new developments.

* Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master Plan
need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law[551] .

* Keep density limitations in place —~ remove Text Amendments 05-04 and 05-05, protect our historic neighborhoods
from overdevelopment, and provide transportation, infrastructure, tax and development incentives for under-utilized
areas.



* Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation
Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the
City of New Orleans. Thank you,

Dia & Tony Napolitano

3810 Royal St, NOLA 70117

Food for thought......
I know this is a difficult struggle for the residents in this neighborhood against big business and the developers.

A new cruise terminal — how does anyone think a terminal like Carnival’s at Erato (picture below) will fit along the river
in the Bywater? Where would the traffic flow, where would passengers park? There is no way to put a cruise ship
terminal in without damaging a historic neighborhood. The current cruise terminal at Erato & Julia all run behind the
Convention Center in the Warehouse District {the Convention Center is not 5 stories and the cruise terminal may just be
a 5-story building). Will the change in the Riverfront overlay allow the cruise terminal to build up to 7 stories high to
provide parking, since there is nowhere to expand horizontally?

What about pollution/air quality? What impact does it have for the people living in the neighborhood to have diesel
blowing into the air from the cruise ship as it makes ready to depart. We already have a series problem with airborne
pollution. If you will notice the top of my hot tub is covered in airborne soot, the half | have yet to clean. The sides are
not dirty, just the top. This is from the trains that idle along Chartres and river traffic. Putting a cruise ship terminal by us
will be causing an environmental catastrophe. See pictures below.



The developers/land owners for the warehouses on Press between Chartres & Dauphine across from NOCCA and the
proposed Hostel bounded by Chartres, Mazant & Royal have all applied for a height variance & have met with opposition
from the neighborhood. | had heard that the developers for the Hostel told the residents at a meeting that they could do
whatever they wanted, they didn’t need the neighborhoods approval. They are all sitting back and lobbying to get the
height restriction & need for neighboorhood approval overturned so they can do as they please for the sake of their
pocketbook with no regards for the people that live there.

There is another plan for condominiums between Alvar & Bartholomew on Burgundy that has approval to move forward
because they adhered to the conditions for building in the Historic Bywater.

i kRepoﬂs
{ | parcal

as:

[Rarcef Information

Salected Sarcal

Preparty Class

Assessment District

srimercial
m

Land Araa {sc )

53
130568

5 ViTETE

Rame

CUMMINGS SEAN B

taiing Address

JOHM 3 Cul NGS 2RD
416 GRA €7
MEVY GRLEANS, LA 70130

Location Address

2835 CHARTRES 57

2017 Certifiad Values

Land Value

51,838,000

Building Valve

59

¢ fTotal Valua

51,828,000

Last 2 Salas/Transfers

Sale/Transfar

Date Price

Granter Grantze

095-2011 S0

CUMMINGS CUMBKINGS
SEAN B SEAN 2

§7-1334 £421.000

Legend

Feasure

Please, please, please do not let these developes or the Port of New Orleans to destroy our neighborhood.

Thank you,

Dia and Tony Napolitano, 3810 Royal St, NOLA 70117




Codi E. Davis

From: Nancy Thacker <thackerlcswmsed@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 11:03 AM

To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC;
CouncilDistrictD; James A. Gray; Robert D. Rivers; Paul Cramer

Cc: info@nfbywater.org

Subject: master plan

RE: Master Plan Amendments Dear Council member, | am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master
Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help with the following items: » Please insert the words “tout
ensemble” in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. The term “tout ensemble” is central to protecting the Vieux
Carré’s architectural integrity. « Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” for
the proposed amendment to Chapter 14's Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the
potential impact too difficult to determine. « Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as
this has the potential to bring commercial uses to unintended areas. * Keep the mandatory review process and
schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes. Removing this process would violate the
city charter (section 5-404.4). + Keep the Mixed Use Low density designation for the Future Land Use Map as
changing it would encourage demolition of historic housing, possibly of entire blocks to make land available for new
developments. « Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas
of the Master Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law[SS1] . Keep density
limitations in place —~ remove Text Amendments 05-04 and 05-05, protect our historic neighborhoods from
overdevelopment, and provide transportation, infrastructure, tax and development incentives for under-utilized
areas. » Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic
Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic
neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans. Thank you.

N. Thacker, LCSW, MSED
3135 Royal ST
70117

e e g et



Codi E. Davis

From: Ann Tilton <atilto@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 25, 2017 7:03 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Master plan

Dear Council members and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help with the following
items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the landmark City of New
Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a recognized legal term that has been crucial to the
protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to Chapter 14’s Residential
Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial uses to unintended
areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes. Removing this
process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master Plan need the
protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan charter change and the text of the
charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation Plan to protect the
historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you,

A Tilton



Codi E. Davis

From: William Khan <wkhan@utexas.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 12:43 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray, CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org OFFICE
Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your
help with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible
to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring
commercial uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map
changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the
Master Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the

Master Plan charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the . .. ..

Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic
Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic
neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you.
Respectfully,

William Khan
French Quarter resident



Codi E. Davis

From: Jjodi poretto <jporetto@hotmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 11:19 AM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray, CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help with the following
items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the landmark City of New
Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a recognized legal term that has been crucial to the
protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity. .

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to Chapter 14’s Residential
Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial uses to unintended
areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes. Removing this
process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep "Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master Plan need the
protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan charter change and the text of the
charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation Plan to protect the
historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you,

Jodi Poretto

818 Bourbon Street, New Orleans, LA 70116



Codi E. Davis

From: Jerry Zachary <jerryzachary@me.com>
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 4:03 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help
with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to
determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses fo unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

- Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master

Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan
charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation
Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for
the City of New Orleans.

Thank you,

Jerry Zachary
1119 Burgundy St.

New Orleans, LA 70116



Codi E. Davis

From: gailacavett@aol.com
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 3:42 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C. '

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help
with the following items:

Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to
determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master
Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan
charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.
Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation
Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for
the City of New Orleans.

Regards,

Gail Cavett

French Quarter Resident



Codi E. Davis

From: Carolyn Perry <cperrypa@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 26, 2017 1:26 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer,
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Master Plan ammendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

| am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help with
the following items:

The term "tout ensemble" is a recognized legal term that has been crucial in protecting our most historic neighborhood.
Please KEEP the term "tout ensemble" in the Master Plan.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to The
language in Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category is too vague and the potential impact impossible to
determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial uses
to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map changes.
Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master Plan
need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan charter
change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

* Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic Preservation Plan
to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the City
of New Orleans.

The integrity and strength of the Master Plan is important for all our city's residents and neighborhoods. Please
safeguard it.

Thank you.
Carolyn Perry
French Quarter resident and voter



Codi E. Davis

From: C. W.LARTIGUE IV <cwliv@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 3:58 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray,; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: MASTER PLAN

Subject: Master Plan Amendments
Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and
respectfully request your help with the following items:

Please retain the term fout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout
ensemble, part of the landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by
the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a recognized legal term that has been crucial to the
protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the
proposed amendment to Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is
foo vague and the potential impact impossible to determine without such a definition.

Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has thé =
potential to bring commercial uses to unintended areas.

Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future
Land Use Map changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-
404.4).

Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14.
All areas of the Master Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the
Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan charter change and the text of the
charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chapter focused on Historic Preservation.
Develop a Historic Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts,
and the scale and character of historic neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans.

Thank you



C. W. Lartigue IV

538 Madison Street
Unit 3B

New Orleans, LA 70116
Phone: (504) 296-1841
Email: cwliv@bellsouth.net




Codi E. Davis

From: Brian Huff <bf_huff@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 9:35 PM
To: Stacy S. Head; Jason R. Williams; Susan G. Guidry; LaToya Cantrell; DistrictC; Jared C.

Brossett; James A. Gray; CPCinfo; Robert D. Rivers; Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer;
info@vcpora.org
Subject: Subject: Master Plan Amendments

Dear Councilmembers and City Planning Staff and Commission:

I am writing to submit my comments on the proposed Master Plan Amendments and respectfully request your help
with the following items:

1) Please retain the term tout ensemble in the text regarding Mixed Use-Historic Core. Tout ensemble, part of the
landmark City of New Orleans versus Pergament case decided by the Louisiana Supreme Court, is now a
recognized legal term that has been crucial to the protection of the Vieux Carré’s architectural integrity.

2) Provide a clear definition for the term “culture-serving businesses and facilities” in the proposed amendment to
Chapter 14’s Residential Historic Core category. The language is too vague and the potential impact impossible to
determine without such a definition.

3)Do not remove time limits for legal non-conforming uses in Chapter 6 as this has the potential to bring commercial
uses to unintended areas.

4) Keep the mandatory review process and schedule for CPC map amendments and Future Land Use Map
changes. Removing this process would violate the city charter (section 5-404.4).

5) Keep “Force of Law” in place for the entire Master Plan document, not just for Chapter 14. All areas of the Master
Plan need the protections and certainty provided by having the Force of Law. Also, the promise of the Master Plan
charter change and the text of the charter change itself were key reasons that citizens voted for the Master Plan.

6) Chapter 6: Keep the Historic Preservation chabter focused on Historic Preservation. Develop a Historic
Preservation Plan to protect the historic architecture, historic districts, and the scale and character of historic
‘neighborhoods for the City of New Orleans. :

Thank you

Brian Huff
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September 29, 2017

PRESIDENT Mr. Robert D. Rivers, Executive Director, City Planning Commission
rdrivers@nola.gov,

P VICU PRESIDENT

Michael Duplantier CC: Mr. Paul Cramer, City Planning Commission

—_— peramer@nola.gov, Ms. Sabine E. Labailleux, City Planning Commission
n

aives B L, 3¢ selebailleux@nola.gov
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FREASURER RE: Proposed Master Plan Amendments
Pais Mobayd

WSSISTANT TREASURER  Dear Mr. Rivers,

R Stephon Chuauvhin 2iineas

We are writing to ask for further consideration for proposed Master Plan Text Amendments,

in particular, wording that dilutes the strength of the Preservation Chapter, removes density
limitations in already-dense historic neighborhoods, and also ask for refinement to include

_‘ff_‘?}j?‘iii"’?{’(”“yii’i NG definitions for “Neighborhood-serving businesses and facilities.”

LR We applaud you for recommending denial for the elimination of time limits on Legal Non-

Conforming Uses, and removing the expansion of authority for the CPC Executive Director

RECORDING SFCRETARY
Nathan Lot

to independently make text and map changes, two issues we asked to have addressed. Here are
specifics on the remaining items.

Nathan Lan -
i sl A A Chapter 6:
Adtanhi \pi-’-!qg . . . . ¥ . «“ > .
£ Clord Louisiana Landmarks Society rejects any notion that our city should seek to “balance” public
£ Gordon Aol ood ) ) J - P
besard VY. Ml policies. No established and cherished policy like historic preservation should be watered

“
Do

down, diminished or waived in order to seck what some may argue is a more conducive level
of consistency with a newly established policy like affordable housing. There is no evidence
S that historic preservation is inconsistent with affordable housing or that reducing the
commitment to historic preservation will somehow yield meaningful levels of net new
affordable housing. We believe that the city would be better served if the CPC would fashion
complementary policies and goals that mutually embrace historic preservation and affordable

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
housing, and that produces the most good for all citizens. Anything short of that ill serves the

Caral Gatady

public interest and the future of our community.

Regarding Chapter 6, item c., we reject the rephrasing that suggests “preservation
requirements” should be waived when in conflict with affordable housing development.
However, we would like to see greater weight provided to preservation goals rather than
suggesting these can be achieved simultaneously with affordable housing goals, particularly
when “leveraging available financial incentives for both.” What criteria would be used for
determining whether or not a development plan meets preservation goals? With the absence
of definitions for demolition in newly established Mid City and Carrollton Historic Districts
we are concerned that development incentives will be achieved regardless of preservation
needs.

Continued. ..

The mission gf Lowisiana Landmarks Society is to promate historic presevvation through education, advaecacy, and eperation of the Pitot Flonse.



Mr. Robert D. Rivers
September 29, 2017
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We also support Chapter 6, item d., clarification that considerations be granted to existing low-income homeowners
struggling to comply with historic regulations and including “funding mechanism,” specifically, information on
historic tax credits and agencies available to assist homeowners with compliance over “waivers” in the “How”
column. Our concern is that incentives for developers will be given greater consideration over preservation needs,
especially when they present data to support their financial model. In no uncertain terms should these financial
benefits outweigh historic preservation, which provides a multitude of public benefits including maintaining the

unique character of neighborhoods New Orleans is famous for and why people want to live here.

And, item £, “Recommended Action,” number 6, we support deleting the proposed wording and clarifying existing
language so as not to suggest “preservation matters” should be waived when in conflict with affordable housing
development. We continue to question whether or not a balance can be achieved “simultaneously through leveraging
 available financial incentives for both” and ask that you revisit this concept. Are they mutually exclusive? Usually,
there is a line that, once crossed, actions fail to protect historic structures from over-development or even

demolition.

In general, we are looking to strengthen the Historic Preservation Chapter by removing extraneous material not
pertinent to the physical environment. We contend that the Historic Preservation Chapter should prioritize the
preservation of New Orleans’ historic architecture, historic districts and neighborhoods — and maintaining the scale
and character of them. Also, the Historic Preservation Chapter should separate affordable housing initiatives from
historic preservation and removing increased density for historic core neighborhoods. A more equitable solution is to
provide the infrastructure, investment, and developer/tax incentives for under-served areas of the city so that all
neighborhoods prosper. Continuing to overdevelop the dense, thriving core neighborhoods will cannibalize and
damage historic housing stock and businesses, which will destroy these neighborhoods. Development is not the
problem ~ but it must compliment the scale and character of the historic neighborhoods, and it should be available

to other areas of the city that actually need of it.

Chapter 13 (Formesly Chapter 14):

We are still sceking a proper foundation, clear context and criteria, for “Neighborhood serving businesses and
 facilities” in the Master Plan, including providing the public the opportunity to develop a list of what types of
 business and facilities would be included, and a definition for “neighborhood-serving” that would apply. Modifying
the “Range of Uses” to include “Neighborhood serving businesses and traditional corner stores may be allowed
where current or former commercial use is verified” is recommended for several Future Land Use Categories —
Residential Single Family Pre-War, Residential Single Family Post-War, Residential Low-Density Pre-War,
Residential Low Density Post-War, and Residential Medium Density Pre and Post War, plus the entirety of the
Historic Core. We ask for a clear definition of what these businesses will be and criteria for establishing their

legitimacy, as well as continuation of the current processes which allow for neighborhood input via the Conditional



Mr. Robert D. Rivers
September 29, 2017
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Use/NPP process, Otherwise, it appears as though the entire city is open for business in residential areas that may
have in the past been the site of some type of business. We contirue to promote community and neighborhood

+ livability over increasing commercial opportunities in residential areas.
We thank you for the outstanding work you and the entire City Planning Commission staff undertake every day,
and in particular the herculean efforts involved in preparing the Master Plan Amendments. Your attention to our

concerns is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely, Sincerely
Ej P4

fﬂﬁé’}ﬁ&{&? CRAT IR A
st

Sandra L. Stokes Carol Gniady

President Executive Director
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PORT NOLA

ORT OF NEW ORLEANS
6 September 2017 THEP
Mr. Robert D. Rivers, Executive Director
City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7% Floor
New Orleans, Louisiana 70113

Re: City Master Plan Text Amendment 06-08
Dear Mr. Rivers:

Thank you to you and your staff for meeting with the Port NOLA team this morning. This was a productive
meeting and we hope that we were able to help bring an understanding to the hazardous impact of the
proposed text amendment 06-08. | will recap the information that we discussed and highlights of our
conversation here.

Holy Cross Neighborhood Association and LA Landmarks Society have requested that the City amend text
in its Master Plan to add Port owned bridges and locks to HDLC jurisdiction:

I GENERAL INFORMATION
Request Applicant Chapter Subject
Text 06-08 Holy Cross Neighborhood V.2 Ch.6 Protection of
Association historic structures not

under City jurisdiction, such as State
bridges and Federal locks

A. What general and specific text changes were included in the requests made for the petitioned chapter(s)?
Text amendment 06-08 is a request to provide recognition and means of protection for structures, particularly historic
structures that contribute fo the “tout ensemble” of the City though are not under the City's jurisdiction such as states
bridges and federal locks, waterways, docks, and other structures that contribute to the City and its general
appearance.

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS
3. Provide recognition and means of protection for all publicly owned or utility owned historic properties, sites and
structures that contribute to the tout-ensemble of the City though are not under city jurisdiction.

Who: HDLC; VCC

When:

Resources:
Said properties or structures to include but not limited to historic buildings, bridges, cemeteries, memorials, locks and
pumping stations; inventory all such properties and structures, and identify National Register eligible properties or
structures.

Port NOLA owns 4 bridges that cross the Inner Harbor Navigation Canal: Seabrook Bridge (1919),
Almonaster Ave. Bridge (1919), Florida Ave. Bridge (2005), and St. Claude Ave. Bridge (1919).
Implementation of text amendment 06-08 would inhibit Port NOLA’s ability to quickly repair and manage
bridges connecting to major roads and compromise public safety. Port NOLA is already obligated to meet
Section 106 requirements for any work on our bridges when using federal dollars for improvements.

WWW.PORTNO.COM 1350 Port of New Orleans Place
T: 504-522-2551 F: 504-524-4156 : New Orleans, LA 70130




However, for vital repairs, Port NOLA cannot be constrained by additional oversite on such vital
infrastructure. Further, infrastructure differs fundamentally from historic buildings in that it requires
extensive civil engineering training. Historic District Landmark Commission is not the proper authority to
address these critical public safety issue concerns.

Bridges and locks on Inner Harbor Navigation Canal are evacuation routes for both residents and vessels.
Vehicular bridges are the path to safety in the evacuation of residents below the Inner Harbor including
Orleans, St. Bernard and Plaquemines parishes. All bridges must be operational to implement evacuation
of waterborne vessels within the United States Coast Guard’s Restricted Navigation Area (RNA). This RNA
must be empty of all vessels based on anticipated surge, rain and wind meets a certain threshold
associated with tropical weather events. The RNA on the Inne