Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:58 AM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: Fw:

From: Jim Olsen [mailto:jim.olsen@briwd.com]

Sent: Monday, September 4, 2017 3:08 PM

To: Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>; Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>
Subject:

| can see no valid reason for the below information to be withheld from Commission's packet until October 3, 2017 more
than a month from now, even those received timely by Monday September 4, 2017.

CPC and City Council:

3100-08 Banks

| oppose the proposed land use change for 3100-08 Banks Street known as “PD 4. b”. The area has been subject to too
many high density requests for a strongly 1 and 2 family area. Please retain current zoning to prevent future, more

intense zoning changes.

Allowing this change will only lead to enlargement or expansion of high density, mixed-use development in the middle of
a residential neighborhood. | want this property to remain “Residential Low Density land use”.

Williams Amendment

{ oppose the “Williams Amendment” which pr'ob”bséns ka‘chbangevfro'm‘ “Mixed Use Low Density land use (MUL)” to amore

intense, dense “Mixed Use Medium Density land use (MUM)”,

Approval of this change will open the door to more intense future zoning requests and changes and development,
greater densities, unlimited size commercial, and less restrictive list of commercial uses.

Some of these zoning classifications in MUM allow building heights up to 60 feet or 5 stories which are objectionable
and totally out of scale and character with our neighborhood. This area is predominantly comprised of historic 1-2 story
residential construction, institutional uses like schools and churches, and smaller 1-3 story commercial structures
already allowed under current land use.

Much effort and community involvement was used to establish reasonable zoning requirements acceptable to the
property owners. Please do no perpetuate the trend of breaking the zoning rules. It is destroying the residential
community of the area.

Thank you.
Jim Olsen
2748 Palmyra Street



Jim Olsen



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:02 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: Fw: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 6:02 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; T. Gordon MclLeod
<tgmcleod@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>

Cc: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Dear Mr. Rivers:

Please consider this a formal request, that CPC include all written opinions or comments received by staff, by
Spm Monday, September 4, 2017 along with staff’s report. If the intent was to not accept written opinions and
only oral, then that should have been clearly stated in the notice. Instead the notice states it is a meeting to
“solicit the opinions of citizens”. Not oral opinions, just opinions.

Why would CPC staff withhold those very opinions from the Commission?

If you will not provide the commission a copy of these written opinions: Does the Commission have the
authority to suspend the rules to accept all comments during the meeting? Because I will come and print them
all out to ensure those opinions of citizens are not withheld from the Commlssmn until more than a month from

now. I should not have to spend my two minutes on this.

Please provide an example of another public hearing to solicit input where written comments have been
withheld from the commission.

Many of our neighbors in Mid-City have lost their cars and some their homes and deserve an equal opportunity
to share their opinions for this meeting.

Wow. This is so deeply disturbing on so many levels.

Karen Ocker

On Aug 31, 2017, at 5:37 PM, Karen Ocker <designko@earthlink.net> wrote:

Are you saying the Commission will not see the written comments received by Monday along
with staff's report? -

This meeting is specifically described as one to receive public comments. Those comments you
receive by people who can’t attend need to be presented to the Commission with the report. That
isn’t right. Please reconsider. Many can’t attend the meeting but will get their input in on the



Monday before the meeting believing the Commission will receive them now, not in a month
from now at the meeting they vote.

Karen

On Aug 31, 2017, at 5:28 PM, Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov> wrote:

Since there is no vote Sept. 12, | believe we would hold all written comments to be
included with the report to be released Oct. 3.

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 4:44 PM

To: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Is the written deadline for the Sept. 12, 2017 hearing, 5pm on Labor Day /
Monday, September 4, 20177

Thanks.
Karen

On Aug 17, 2017, at 3:10 PM, Paul Cramer <pcramer(@nola.gov>
wrote:

NEW ORLEANS CITY PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC
HEARING NOTICE

THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IN ACCORDANCE
WITH CITY CHARTER HEREBY ANNOUNCES THAT IT
WILL HOLD PUBLIC HEARINGS TO SOLICIT THE
OPINIONS OF CITIZENS RELATIVE TO PROPOSED
AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY’S MASTER PLAN,
THE PLAN FOR THE 21°" CENTURY: NEW ORLEANS 2030.

The public hearings concern only the Master Plan amendments which
have been referred by the City Council to the City Planning Commission
for reconsideration and modification. City Council Motions identifying
the amendments for reconsideration, maps, and staff reports are posted
on the CPC website: www.nola.gov/epce.

Public hearings will take place according to the following schedule:

To receive public comments:

e 3pm, Tuesday, September 12, 2017 in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, 1300 Perdido Street, Room 1E07. The
public hearing will take place after the CPC’s regular



meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in no case with the
Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

To receive public comments and consider amendments:

e 3pm, Tuesday, October 10, 2017 in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, 1300 Perdido Street, Room 1E07. The
public hearing will take place after the CPC’s regular
meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in no case with the
Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

The deadline for submission of written comments is 5pm, Monday,
October 2, 2017. Interested citizens are also encouraged to visit the
CPC website or contact the office of the City Planning
Commission for more information. The office of the City Planning
Commission may be reached via telephone at (504) 658-7033, via
email at cpemnfol@nola.gov, or via U.S. mail or in person at 1300
Perdido Street, 7t Floor, New Orleans, Louisiana, 70112.

Robert D. Rivers, CPC Executive Director

Paul Cramer

Planning Administrator

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7" Floor ‘
New Orleans, LA 70112



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:01 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 6:29 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; T. Gordon MclLeod
<tgmcleod@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>

Cc: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Mr. Rivers,

In addition to questions and the request in my previous email, please provide the specific rule within the
Administrative Rules, Policies and Procedures that allows staff to withhold written e-mails and comments from
the Commission? Rule 13. a. Submission, Distribution and Public Access specifically requires these be
“submitted to the Commission by the close of business on the Monday eight days before the public meeting.” 1
understand the word “shall” is mandatory.

Why are you deterring “public access” through written comment but accepting oral comments?

With all due respect it makes absolutely no sense to limit accessibility to this process. I’'m sure that’s not your
intent, but please reconsider. I understand wanting to extend the written deadline until October but never did I
even consider that comments provided prior to the stated deadline in the Commission rules would be
specifically and deliberately withheld denying those unable to attend that same accessibility to this process. I
also don’t remember this being the proccdure during consecutive meetings on significantly important items like
this in the past.

I look forward to your reply.

Please include a copy of this email in the record.

Karen Ocker

On Aug 31, 2017, at 6:02 PM, Karen Ocker <designko@earthlink.net> wrote:

Dear Mr. Rivers:

Please consider this a formal request, that CPC include all written opinions or comments
received by staff, by Spm Monday, September 4, 2017 along with staff’s report. If the intent was
to not accept written opinions and only oral, then that should have been clearly stated in the
notice. Instead the notice states it is a meeting to “solicit the opinions of citizens”. Not oral
opinions, just opinions.



Why would CPC staff withhold those very opinions from the Commission?

If you will not provide the commission a copy of these written opinions: Does the Commission
have the authority to suspend the rules to accept all comments during the meeting? Because I
will come and print them all out to ensure those opinions of citizens are not withheld from the
Commission until more than a month from now. I should not have to spend my two minutes on
this.

Please provide an example of another public hearing to solicit input where written comments
have been withheld from the commission.

Many of our neighbors in Mid-City have lost their cars and some their homes and deserve an
equal opportunity to share their opinions for this meeting.

Wow. This is so deeply disturbing on so many levels.

Karen Ocker

On Aug 17, 2017, at 3:10 PM, Paul Cramer
<pcramer{@nola.gov> wrote:

NEW ORLEANS CITY PLANNING
COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IN
ACCORDANCE WITH CITY CHARTER
HEREBY ANNOUNCES THAT IT WILL
HOLD PUBLIC HEARINGS TO SOLICIT
THE OPINIONS OF CITIZENS RELATIVE
TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE
CITY’S MASTER PLAN, THE PLAN FOR THE
21°T CENTURY: NEW ORLEANS 2030.

The public hearings concern only the Master Plan
amendments which have been referred by the City
Council to the City Planning Commission for
reconsideration and modification. City Council Motions
identifying the amendments for reconsideration, maps,
and staff reports are posted on the CPC
website: www.nola.gov/epe.

Public hearings will take place according to the
following schedule:

To receive public comments:

e 3pm, Tuesday, September 12, 2017 in the
City Council Chamber, City Hall, 1300
2



Perdido Street, Room 1E07. The public
hearing will take place after the CPC’s
regular meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but
in no case with the Master Plan amendments
public hearing begin before 3pm.

To receive public comments and consider amendments:

3pm, Tuesday, October 10, 2017 in the City

Council Chamber, City Hall, 1300 Perdido
Street, Room 1E07. The public hearing will
take place after the CPC’s regular meeting
which begins at 1:30pm, but in no case with
the Master Plan amendments public hearing
begin before 3pm.

The deadline for submission of written comments is
S5pm, Monday, October 2, 2017. Interested citizens
are also encouraged to visit the CPC website or
contact the office of the City Planning Commission
for more information. The office of the City
Planning Commission may be reached via telephone
at (504) 658-7033, via email at cpeinfoinola.gov,
or via U.S. mail or in person at 1300 Perdido Street,
7 Floor, New Orleans, Louisiana, 70112.

Robert D. Rivers, CPC Executive Director

Paul Cramer

Planning Administrator

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street. 7" Floor. .
New Orleans, LA 70112



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:00 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Friday, September 1, 2017 12:31 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

Cc: Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; T. Gordon McLeod <tgmcleod@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <Italley@nola.gov>;
Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>; Larry W. Massey Jr. <lwmassey@nola.gov>; Paul M. Harang <pmharang@nola.gov>
Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Dear Mr. Rivers,

'understand that timely comments and associated materials, will not be submitted to the Commission by staff
prior to the September 12, 2017 meeting.

* What specific rule allows this exception to Rule 13 a. and 13 c. and 13 d. allowing Staff to withhold them until
October 2, 20177

13. Submission, Distribution and Public Access

a. All written reports, studies, analyses, comments, critiques, e-mail messages, statements, petitions,
graphs, renderings, drawings, photographs, depictions, maps, charts, and other 2-dimensional and 3-
dimensional matters related to docket items shall be submitted to the Commission by the close of
business on the Monday eight days before the public hearing. Each submission shall include a specific
reference to the docket number.

c. One week preceding a public hearing, the distribution of the agenda, staff reports, and associated
materials shall be tendered to all Commissioners by the close of business.

d._The staff shall publish a digital copy of the agenda, staff reports, and associated materials on its
website one week prior to a public hearing.

What I'm requesting is not the special privilege and access you have so graciously offered me individually. I am
formally requesting in writing is, that all communications, comments and associated materials related to the
Master Plan reconsiderations and modifications, from all groups or citizens, be provided to the Commission in

accordance deadlines in Rule 13 a., 13 ¢. and 13 d., prior to the September 12, 2017 meeting.

Thank you,
Karen Ocker

On Sep 1, 2017, at 10:43 AM, Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov> wrote:

1



Karen:

There is no intent to deter, withhold, deny, or otherwise limit public access with respect to this matter.
Our intentis - and always has been — to ensure that public input is received in a way that best informs
the Commission’s action on any given matter. In this case, the CPC’s action will take place on October
10" - not September 12, Accordingly, the deadline for the submission of written comments is October
2™ pursuant to the CPC’s Rules.

Note that this is exactly how we have operated in similar situations in the past. Whenever the Council
directs us to conduct a study (i.e., Short Term Rentals, Smart Housing, Affordable Housing Impact
Statements, alternative Street Naming, Adult Live Entertainment, etc.), we are also directed to conduct a
public hearing to solicit public testimony on the matter — just as we have been directed with respect to
the proposed Master Plan revisions. In each case, we conducted the hearing several months prior to the
CPC's action, but did not forward written comments until the week prior to the CPC action. This practice
is consistent with the CPC’s stated desire that they receive the entire record in their packets one week
prior to the meeting at which they are making a decision. From their perspective, this gives them a
better opportunity to receive and review the entire record as a single package. Because they are asked
to review such a large volume of materials at each meeting, this system makes it easier to review
materials, while also ensuring that they are reviewing everything.

Also note that as we have done throughout this process, we will be posting all communications received
regarding the proposed Master Plan revisions on our website as they come in, so that everyone -
Commissioners included — has access to comments in real time.

Finally, your suggestion that the CPC suspend their Rules to allow written comments to be submitted at
the September 12™ meeting would not accomplish your stated goal of having the comments reviewed
by the Commission prior to that hearing. While they may physically have them in their hands, they
would not have time to actually read them until after the meeting, because they will be focusing on the
oral testimony being given. You are more than welcome to make such a request to the Commission on
September 12, however.

All that being said, if you still feel that it would be better for written materials received by Monday to be
sent to the CPC in their packets for September 12 (when they will not be taking any action} instead

of the packets for October 10™ (when they will be taking action), | have no problem with that. Simply
indicate on the written submission that you want it put in their packets for the 12" and we will
accommodate the request.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
Thanks,

Bob

Robert D. Rivers

Executive Director

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7th Floor

New Orleans, Lousiana 70112
504.658.7018

rdrivers@nola.gov




From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 6:29 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; T. Gordon MclLeod
<tgmcleod@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>

Cc: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Mr. Rivers,

In addition to questions and the request in my previous email, please provide the specific rule
within the Administrative Rules, Policies and Procedures that allows staff to withhold written e-
mails and comments from the Commission? Rule 13. a. Submission, Distribution and Public
Access specifically requires these be “submitted to the Commission by the close of business on
the Monday eight days before the public meeting.” 1 understand the word “shall” is mandatory.

Why are you deterring “public access” through written comment but accepting oral comments?
With all due respect it makes absolutely no sense to limit accessibility to this process. I'm sure
that’s not your intent, but please reconsider. [ understand wanting to extend the written deadline
until October but never did I even consider that comments provided prior to the stated deadline
in the Commission rules would be specifically and deliberately withheld denying those unable to
attend that same accessibility to this process. I also don’t remember this being the procedure
during consecutive meetings on significantly important items like this in the past.

I'look forward to your reply.

Please include a copy of this email in the record.

Karen Ocker

On Aug 31, 2017, at 6:02 PM, Karen Ocker <designko(@earthlink.net> wrote:

Dear Mr. Rivers:

Please consider this a formal request, that CPC include all written opinions or
comments received by staff, by 5pm Monday, September 4, 2017 along with
staff’s report. If the intent was to not accept written opinions and only oral, then
that should have been clearly stated in the notice. Instead the notice states it is a
meeting to “solicit the opinions of citizens”. Not oral opinions, just opinions.

Why would CPC staff withhold those very opinions from the Commission?
If you will not provide the commission a copy of these written opinions: Does the
Commission have the authority to suspend the rules to accept all comments during

the meeting? Because I will come and print them all out to ensure those opinions

3



of citizens are not withheld from the Commission until more than a month from
now. I should not have to spend my two minutes on this.

Please provide an example of another public hearing to solicit input where written
comments have been withheld from the commission.

Many of our neighbors in Mid-City have lost their cars and some their homes and
deserve an equal opportunity to share their opinions for this meeting,.

Wow. This is so deeply disturbing on so many levels.

Karen Ocker

On Aug 17,2017, at 3:10 PM, Paul
Cramer <pcramer{@nola.gov> wrote:

NEW ORLEANS CITY

PLANNING COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE
THE CITY PLANNING
COMMISSION IN
ACCORDANCE WITH CITY
CHARTER HEREBY

ANNOUNCES THAT IT WILL
HOLD PUBLIC HEARINGS TO
SOLICIT THE OPINIONS OF
CITIZENS RELATIVE TO
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
THE CITY’S MASTER PLAN,

THE PLAN FOR THE
21°T CENTURY: NEW ORLEANS
2030.

The public hearings concern only the
Master Plan amendments which have
been referred by the City Council to the
City  Planning Commission  for
reconsideration and modification. City
Council Motions identifying the
amendments for reconsideration, maps,
and staff reports are posted on the CPC
website: www.nola.gov/epc.

Public hearings will take place
according to the following schedule:

To receive public comments:
4



e 3pm, Tuesday, September
12, 2017 in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, 1300
Perdido Street, Room 1E07.
The public hearing will take
place after the CPC’s regular
meeting which begins at
1:30pm, but in no case with
the Master Plan amendments
public hearing begin before
3pm.

To receive public comments and
consider amendments:

e 3pm, Tuesday, October 10,
2017 in the City Council
Chamber, City Hall, 1300
Perdido Street, Room 1E07.
The public hearing will take
place after the CPC’s regular
meeting which begins at
1:30pm, but in no case with
the Master Plan amendments
public hearing begin before
3pm.

The deadline for submission of
written comments is 5pm, Monday,
October 2, 2017. Interested citizens
are also encouraged to visit the CPC
website or contact the office of the
City Planning Commission for more
information. The office of the City
Planning Commission may be
reached via telephone at (504) 658-
7033, via email
at epcinfo/@nola.gov, or via U.S.
mail or in person at 1300 Perdido
Street, 7t Floor, New Orleans,
Louisiana, 70112.

Robert D. Rivers, CPC Executive
Director

Paul Cramer

Planning Administrator

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7" Floor

5



New Orleans, LA 70112



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:02 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 5:37 PM

To: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>; Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

Cc: T. Gordon MclLeod <tgmcleod@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <|talley@nola.gov>; Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>
Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Are you saying the Commission will not see the written comments received by Monday along with staff's
report?

This meeting is specifically described as one to receive public comments. Those comments you receive by
people who can’t attend need to be presented to the Commission with the report. That isn’t right. Please
reconsider. Many can’t attend the meeting but will get their input in on the Monday before the meeting
believing the Commission will receive them now, not in a month from now at the meeting they vote.

Karen

On Aug 31, 2017, at 5:28 PM, Paul Cramer <pcramer(@nola.gov> wrote:

Since there is no vote Sept. 12, | believe we would hold all written comments to be included with the
report to be released Oct. 3.

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 4:44 PM

To: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: City Planning Commission Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Is the written deadline for the Sept. 12, 2017 hearing, 5pm on Labor Day / Monday, September
4,2017?

Thanks.
Karen

On Aug 17, 2017, at 3:10 PM, Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov> wrote:

NEW ORLEANS CITY PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE



THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IN ACCORDANCE WITH CITY
CHARTER HEREBY ANNOUNCES THAT IT WILL HOLD PUBLIC
HEARINGS TO SOLICIT THE OPINIONS OF CITIZENS RELATIVE TO
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CITY’S MASTER PLAN,
THE PLAN FOR THE 21°" CENTURY: NEW ORLEANS 2030.

The public hearings concern only the Master Plan amendments which have been referred
by the City Council to the City Planning Commission for reconsideration and
modification. City Council Motions identifying the amendments for reconsideration,
maps, and staff reports are posted on the CPC website: www.nola.gov/epe.

Public hearings will take place according to the following schedule:

To receive public comments:

* 3pm, Tuesday, September 12, 2017 in the City Council Chamber, City
Hall, 1300 Perdido Street, Room 1E07. The public hearing will take place
after the CPC’s regular meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in no case
with the Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

To receive public comments and consider amendments:

¢ 3pm, Tuesday, October 10, 2017 in the City Council Chamber, City Hall,
1300 Perdido Street, Room 1EQ7. The public hearing will take place after
the CPC’s regular meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in no case with the
Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

The deadline for submission of written comments is S5pm, Monday, October 2,
2017. Interested citizens are also encouraged to visit the CPC website or contact
the office of the City Planning Commission for more information. The office of
the City Planning Commission may be reached via telephone at (504) 658-7033,
via email at ¢pcinfofinola.goy, or via U.S. mail or in person at 1300 Perdido
Street, 7hE loor, New Orleans, Louisiana, 70112.

Robert D. Rivers, CPC Executive Director

Paul Cramer

Planning Administrator

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7% Floor

New Orleans, LA 70112



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:15 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Attachments: CC Motion M-17-411 for Text Amendments.pdf; CC Motion M-17-412 for FLUM

Amendments.pdf

From: Paul Cramer

Sent: Thursday, August 17, 2017 3:30 PM

To: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>

Subject: Master Plan Amendments Reconsideration

Dear Master Plan Amendment Applicants:

On July 27, 2017, the City Council approved many Master Plan amendments as part of Calendar Ordinances 31918 and
31917 MCS. A number of other proposed amendments were referred back to the City Planning Commission for
reconsideration and modification. If your proposed amendment is to be reconsidered, it is on either Motion M-17-411
for Text Amendments or Motion M-17-412 for Future Land Use Map Amendments. These are attached for your
convenience. If you have any questions about the status of your proposed Master Plan amendment, please ask!

The City Planning Commission has set two public hearings to receive public comments and plans to consider and vote on
Oct. 10, 2017. Then, the final CPC recommendations on these proposed amendments will return to the City Council for
their final vote.

NEW ORLEANS CITY PLANNING COMMISSION PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

THE CITY PLANNING COMMISSION IN ACCORDANCE WITH CITY CHARTER HEREBY ANNOUNCES THAT IT WILL
HOLD PUBLIC HEARINGS TO SOLICIT THE OPINIONS OF CITIZENS RELATIVE TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO
THE CITY’S MASTER PLAN, THE PLAN FOR THE 215" CENTURY: NEW ORLEANS 2030.

The public hearings concern only the Master Plan amendments which have been referred by the City Council to the City
Planning Commission for reconsideration and modification. City Council Motions identifying the amendments for
reconsideration, maps, and staff reports are posted on the CPC website: www.nola.gov/cpc.

Public hearings will take place according to the following schedule:
To receive public comments:

e 3pm, Tuesday, September 12, 2017 in the City Council Chamber, City Hall, 1300 Perdido Street, Room
1EO07. The public hearing will take place after the CPC’s regular meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in
no case with the Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

To receive public comments and consider amendments:



e 3pm, Tuesday, October 10, 2017 in the City Council Chamber, City Hall, 1300 Perdido Street, Room
1EQ7. The public hearing will take place after the CPC’s regular meeting which begins at 1:30pm, but in
no case with the Master Plan amendments public hearing begin before 3pm.

The deadline for submission of written comments is 5pm, Monday, October 2, 2017. Interested citizens are
also encouraged to visit the CPC website or contact the office of the City Planning Commission for more
information. The office of the City Planning Commission may be reached via telephone at (504) 658-7033, via
email at cpcinfo@nola.gov, or via U.S. mail or in person at 1300 Perdido Street, 7t Floor, New Orleans,
Louisiana, 70112.

Robert D. Rivers, CPC Executive Director

Paul Cramer

Planning Administrator

New Orleans City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7" Floor

New Orleans, LA 70112



MOTION
(AS AMENDED)
NO. M-17-411

CITY HALL: July 27,2017

BY: COUNCILMEMBERS WILLIAMS, HEAD, GUIDRY, CANTRELL, RAMSEY,
BROSSETT AND GRAY

BEIT MOVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS, That
the City Planning Commission is hereby directed, pursuant to Section 5-404 (4) of the Home Rule
Charter of the City of New Orleans, to conduct a public hearing, receive public comment, and
provide recommendations to the City Council, regarding modifications to Ordinance No. 24,079
M.C.S., providing for the adoption of the Master Plan (also known as “Plan for the 21st Century:

New Orleans 2030”), relative to the following text modifications:

Chapter 2

a. Onpage 41 where it states: “The Lindy Boggs Medical Center remains shuttered and in the
midst of a lawsuit after plans to redevelop it as a cardiovascular center affiliated with the
University Medical Center fell through.”, modify the statement to reflect the fact that “the
law suit was recently settled, and the ownership is remediating environmental issues with the

--bujlding and exploring specific redevelopment plans for the property, including an assisted
living facility and/or related senior health care uses.”

Chapter 3

a. Beginning on page 12, Section D titled “Plans Adopted After 2010”, modify the list of plans
adopted after 2010 to reflect the Climate Action Strategy.

Chapter 5

a. Consider modifying the recommendation and retain the language proposed for deletion (in
addition to the new language) found on page 1, “Goal” 2, and in “Policies for Decision
Makers” 2.A., and correlating references on page 15, relative to the redevelopment of
blighted and vacant properties.

b. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 12, regarding Goal 1, “Recommended
Strategy” 1B, item 2 in the “How” column, to replace “rental registry” with the term



“improved Code Enforcement system.”

Consider modifying the recommendation and retain the language proposed for deletion (in
addition to the new language) beginning on page 15, Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy” 2A,
relative to the redevelopment of blighted and vacant properties.

Consider modifying the recommendation to include the following additional language on
page 15, to Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy” 2.A. ,“Establish neighborhood plans that direct
investment strategies in each neighborhood.”

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 16, regarding Goal 2, “Recommended
Strategy” 2A, item 6 in the “How” column, to replace “rental registry” with the term
“improved Code Enforcement system.”

Consider modifying the recommendation and retain the language proposed for deletion (in
addition to the new language) found on page 19, “Recommended Action” 2B, number 1 in
the “How” column, relative to Neighborhood Land Trusts.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 21, Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy”
column, subpart 2D, to define “vacant properties” to ensure legal consistency when used in
the following sentence: “Encourage innovative, experimental and low-cost uses of vacant
properties to enhance the likelihood that a vacant space will eventually find a permanent

»

usc.

Consider modifying the recommendation and retain the language proposed for deletion (in
addition to the new language) on page 25, regarding Goal 4, “Recommended Strategy” 4B,
relative to providing resources to restore housing with appropriate flood protection measures.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 26, Goal 4, “Recommended Strategy” 4B,
item 4 in the “How” column, to define “adjudicated property” to ensure legal consistency
when used in the following-sentence: “Explore-processes to direct publicly owned and
adjudicated property toward affordable and mixed-income housing development in high-
value, high-opportunity neighborhoods and in areas near high-frequency transit corridors.”

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 26, Goal 4, “Recommended Strategy” 4B,
item 8 in the “How” column, to consider the following alternative language: “Implement
inclusionary zoning in areas of opportunity, especially along transit, in concert with existing
and expanded incentive zoning and development cost offset mechanisms in order to leverage
maximum investment in the development of affordable housing”.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 29, Goal 4, “Recommended Strategy” 4D,
item 7 in the “How” column, to provide the following additional language *, and determine
the appropriate Future Land Use Categories whereby the proposed ‘second main use dwelling
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units’ are appropriate.”

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 40, Goal 1.B.2, to delete the recommended
creation of a “rental registry” and replace it with referencing the utilization of an improved
Code Enforcement system to manage inspections and fines for rental properties that are not
up to code.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 50, Goal 2.A.6, to delete the recommended
creation of a “rental registry” and replace it with referencing the utilization of an improved
Code Enforcement system to manage inspections and fines for rental properties that are not
up to code.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 58, Goal 3, part 3.A., to revise the
reference of “Rapid Reconnaissance Plans” with “land use surveys”.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 69, “Recommended Actions” number 8, to
provide the following alternative language “Implement inclusionary zoning in areas of
opportunity, especially along transit, in concert with existing and expanded incentive zoning
and development cost offset mechanisms in order to leverage maximum investment in the
development of affordable housing™.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 75, “Recommended Actions” number 7, to
provide the following additional language “, and determine the appropriate Future Land Use
Categories whereby the proposed ‘second main use dwelling units’ are appropriate.”

Chapter 6

a.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 7, to modify the “Equity” section to

address displacement-cf leng-time citizens throughout the historic neighborhoods and to.. .

modify the “Resilience” section to read as follows: “New Orleans’ resilience strategy should

include the retrofitting, restoration; and protection of historic sites and districts.in-recognition.

of their importance as first and foremost, unique residential sites and neighborhoods that
attest to the authenticity of the city. They also bring value as economic drivers behind the
tourism economy and as cultural touchstones that enhance social resilience."

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 8, Goal 1, “Recommended Strategy” 1A,
item 4 in the “How” column, to clarify that the City cannot exercise regulatory authority over
infrastructure not legally within its jurisdiction.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 11, Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy” 2C,
item 6 in the “How” column, to delete the proposed wording and clarify the existing
language as it suggests that “preservation requirements” should be waived when in conflict
with affordable housing development. If not deleted, the provision should be modified to be

3



rephrased to specify that affordable housing and preservation goals can be accomplished
simultaneously through leveraging available financial incentives for both.

d. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 11, Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy” 2C,
item 6 in the “How” column, to clarify that a waiver should not be granted to
developers/agencies, but to existing low-income homeowners struggling to comply with
historic regulations. Also modify to contemplate if instead of waivers, it may be more
appropriate to support a funding mechanism that allows low-income people with financial
support to comply with historic regulations.

e. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 12, Goal 3, “Recommended Strategy” 3B,
and the correlating provisions on page 26, to delete the existing language and modify to
provide “"Develop clear and focused preservation strategies and a pattern book that
illustrates solutions that maintain historic and pedestrian friendly character while meeting the
requirements for the ADA as well as elevated Base Flood Elevation Maps."

f. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 15, “Recommended Actions” number 3, to
clarify that the City cannot exercise regulatory authority over infrastructure not legally within
its jurisdiction.

g. Consider modifying the recommendation on pages 24-25, “Recommended Actions” number
6, to delete the proposed wording and clarify the existing language as it suggests that
“preservation requirements” should be waived when in conflict with affordable housing
development. If not deleted, the provision should be modified to be rephrased to specify that
affordable housing and preservation goals can be accomplished simultaneously through
leveraging available financial incentives for both.

Chapter 7

a. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 3, Goal 12, “Policies for Decision Makers”
12:B., to delete the existing language-and modify it to-provide:"Enhance community input
for design, maintenance, improvements, and particularly use changes, for all lands considered
any type of parks or open space. Ensure a thorough public engagement process, and consider
adding restrictions for the transfer of land from open to recreational space.”

b. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 3, Goal 12, “Policies for Decision Makers”
12.C., to modify the existing language into two separate goals to read: 12.C. “Prepare and
update city wide parks, green/open space and recreation master plan”, and 12.D. “Regional
parks shall prepare and update master plans regularly, and shall clearly identify the existing
uses and any proposed uses, and the amount of land dedicated to recreational versus open
parkland space.” Correlating page 41 should be updated to reference 12.D, and contemplate
regional park qualifications and master plan submission information.



c. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 4, the “fact sheet” regarding “Parks, Open
Space, and Recreation” to update the status of pre-Katrina parks and facilities with the
number of restored and undeveloped parks and facilities, including an explanation on the
differences between neighborhood parks and the multipurpose neighborhood parks.

d. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 7, Goal 2, “Recommended Strategy” 2A,
and correlating references on page 22, to retain the promotion of tree planting on private

property.
Chapter 8
a. Consider modifying the recommendations on page 5 and retain “Policies for Decision

Makers” “8.A.” and “8.C.”, as both are provided in the “Recommended Strategies” on
page 21, and in the “recommended actions” on page 32.

Chapter 13 (former Chapter 14)

a. Consider modifying the recommendations in the “Administration of the Land Use Plan”
section, relative to the “1. Administrators” subpart, located on page 3, to reexamine the
appropriate authority of the Executive Director of the City Planning Commission, the City
Planning Commission, and the City Council regarding interpretation appeals of the Master
Plan.

b. Consider modifying the table titled “Summary of Land Use Strategies and Actions”,
beginning on page 5, to create a new Goal of “Developing an Environmental Plan”, the
Strategy of which is to “Create an inventory of waste disposal, waste incineration, or other
known sites where environmental toxins exceed federally mandated safety standards.”, with
Actions that include “Contemplate limiting certain types of developments/uses on
contaminated sites to ensure that firture nges will not negatively impact surrounding residents. .
and citizens.”

c. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 6, Goal 1, “Strategy” 1.D., “Actions” no. 5,
to delete said action in its entirety.

d. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 6, Goal 1, “Strategy” 1.B., “Actions” no.
14, to retain the proposed deletion of the sentence "Diversity New Orleans' housing stock in
new residential developments.” This sentence should be retained, and the proposed new
language should remain as an additional “Actions” item.

e. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 8, Goal 2, “Strategy” 2.D., “Actions” no.
11, to clarify the proposed language to ensure the desired intent is clear and understandable.

f. Consider modifying the recommendation on page 8, Goal 3, “Strategy” 3.A., “Actions” no.
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11, to delete the proposed revision in its entirety.

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Single Family Pre-War” on page 12, to consider modifying the “Range of
Uses” therein as follows:

1. Modify the sentence “Neighborhood serving businesses and traditional corner stores
may be allowed where current or former commercial use is verified” to read:
"Neighborhood-serving businesses and traditional corner stores may be allowed in
existing structures where current or former commercial use is verified."

2. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily and neighborhood serving
commercial uses may be allowed for certain existing historical non-residential
buildings” to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may be
allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings."

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Single Family Post-War” on pages 12-13, to consider modifying the “Range
of Uses” therein as follows:

1. Modify the sentence “Neighborhood serving businesses and traditional corner stores
may be allowed where current or former commercial use is verified” to read:
"Neighborhood-serving businesses and traditional corner stores may be allowed in
existing structures where current or former commercial use is verified."

2. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily and neighborhood serving
commercial uses may be allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other
non-residential buildings” to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed
use may be allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential
‘Dulldings.” o St e s

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land- Use Category

“Residential Low Density Pre-War” on page 13, to consider modifying the “Range of

Uses” therein as follows:

1. Modify the second sentence regarding the preservation of existing
multifamily buildings to make the following considerations of paramount
importance: the historical and architectural significance of the existing building,
its structural integrity, whether the structure is or can be made to be compliant
with current building codes, and the scale and character of the building within the
context of the surrounding neighborhood.

2. Modify the sentence that says “Businesses, traditional corner stores, and
mixed use may be allowed on sites where current or former commercial use is
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verified.” to read: “Businesses, traditional corner stores, and mixed use may be
allowed in existing structures where current or former commercial use is
verified.”

3. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily and commercial uses may be
allowed for certain existing historical institutional, commercial or other non-
residential buildings” to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use
may be allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential
buildings.”

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Low Density Post-War” on pages 13-14, to consider modifying the “Range
of Uses” therein as follows:

1. Delete the ability for commercial developments to “expanded to adjacent lots” —
proposed sentence should read “Commercial development may be allowed where it
currently exists or formerly existed.”

2. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily or commercial uses may be allowed
for certain existing historical institutional, commercial or other non-residential
buildings” to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may be
allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.”

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Medium Density Pre-War” on page 14, to consider modifying the “Range of
Uses™ therein as follows:

1. Modify the sentence “Businesses, traditional corner stores, and mixed use
- development may be allowed on sites where current or former commercial use is
verified” to read: “Businesses, traditional corner stores, and mixed use
development may be allowed in existing structures where current or former
commercial use is verified."

2. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily and commercial uses may be
allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential
buildings.” to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may
be allowed for certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential
buildings.”

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Multifamily Pre-War” on pages 14-15, to consider modifying the “Range of
Uses” therein as follows:



Modify the sentence “Conversion to commercial uses may be allowed for
certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.” to read:
"Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may be allowed for
certain existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.”

m. Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Residential Multifamily Post-War” on page 15, to consider modifying the “Range of
Uses” therein as follows:

1. Modify the sentence “Conversion to commercial uses may be allowed for certain
existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.” to read:
"Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may be allowed for certain
existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.”

n. Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Historic Core” on page 15, to modify the “Range of Uses” therein as follows:

1.

Modify the second sentence to read: "Neighborhood-serving businesses,
traditional comer stores, and mixed-use developments may be allowed in
existing structures where current or former commercial use is verified."
(removing the reference to “businesses including those promoting New
Orleans’ culture of food, music, and entertainment™

i.

1l.

il

If this phrase is ultimately recommended for retention, include in the
“Range of Uses” subpart language to provide clarity and specificity as
to the meaning of “those [businesses] promoting New Orleans’
culture of food, music, and entertainment.”

If this phrase is ultimately recommended for retention add the
following additional-jaiiguage afici the-word “verified” - “and when
deemed appropriate and consistent with the historic residential

“character of the neighborhood through a public review process.”

If this phrase is ultimately recommended for retention, include in the
“Range of Uses” subpart language to limit the circumstances and
provide guidance as to the appropriate auspice, including: requiring a
conditional use, limiting the number of such businesses within a city
square (spacing restrictions); limit the size of such businesses; or
providing a time period within which the former commercial use
must have existed.

2. Modify the third sentence to read: "Conversion to multifamily, commercial,
or mixed use may be allowed for certain existing historical institutional or
other non-residential buildings."; and



3. Modify the fourth sentence to read: "Agricultural, storm water management,
and supporting public recreational and community facilities may be allowed
(e.g., schools and places of worship)."

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“Neighborhoed Commercial” on page 16, to modify the “Range of Uses” therein as
follows:

1. Modify the sentence “Conversion to multifamily may be allowed for certain existing
historical institutional, commercial or other non-residential buildings.” to read:
"Conversion to multifamily, commercial, or mixed use may be allowed for certain
existing historical institutional or other non-residential buildings.”

Consider modifying the recommendations regarding the Future Land Use Category
“General Commercial” on page 16, to modify the “Goal” and “Range of Uses™ therein as
follows:

1. Modify the amendment recommended by the City Planning Commission
within the portion labelled “Goal” to move the second and third sentences into
the portion labelled “Range of Uses” to be consistent with the placement of those
sentences within the other Future Land Use Categories.

Consider modifying the recommendation on page 37, within the “Promote sustainability”
heading, the first bullet point beginning with “Work with nature to enhance resilience”, to
retain the deletion of “levees into the landscape”, so the sentence should read: “, managing
stormwater to slow subsidence, integrating levees into the landscape, including both gray and
green infrastructure strategies, and other ways of working with nature to protect the city from
rising seas and more frequent storms."

Consider modifying denial of request number Text 14-12 of the City Planning
Commission’s Staff Report to modify denial as requested by applicant. - -+ -+ = =

Consider modifying denial of request number Text 14-13 of the City Planning
Commission’s Staff Report to modify denial as requested by applicant.



BE IT FURTHER MOVED, That a copy of this motion be sent to the City Planning

Commission to effectuate this request.

FOREGOING MOTION WAS READ IN FULL, THE ROLL WAS CALLED ON
THE ADOPTION OF THEREOF AND RESULTED AS FOLLOWS:

YEAS: Brossett, Cantrell, Gray, Guidry, Head, Ramsey, Williams - 7
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 0

AND THE MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS ADOPTED.
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BY:

MOTION
(AS AMENDED)
NO. M-17-412
CITY HALL: July 27,2017

COUNCILMEMBERS WILLIAMS, HEAD, GUIDRY, CANTRELL, RAMSEY,
BROSSETT AND GRAY

BEIT MOVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF NEW ORLEANS, That

the City Planning Commission is hereby directed, pursuant to Section 5-404 (4) of the Home Rule

Charter of the City of New Orleans, to conduct a public hearing, receive public comment, and

provide recommendations to the City Council, regarding modifications to Ordinance No. 24,079

M.C.S., providing for the adoption of the Master Plan (also known as “Plan for the 21st Century:

New Orleans 2030”), relative to the following desired future land use map modifications:

Planning District 2

a.

Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommendation of
General Commercial to Mixed Use High Density for the property that includes Lots X, Pt 9
and F on Square 289, all lots on Squares 290 and 312, in the First Municipal District. (PD 2-
15 in ordinance Attachment A).

Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommended Mixed-
Use Low Density and retaining the existing Neighborhood Commenrcial designation for all
lots designated Neighborhood Commercial on Squares 197 and 216, Fourth Municipal
District, bounded by Washington and Saint Charles Avenues, Collseum and Fourth Streets

(PD 2-19 in ordinance Attachment A).

Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from the recommended Institutional to retain
the Residential Low Density Pre War designation for the properties located on Lots D,
13A, 14A, Pt15, 16 and 23 on Square 602 in the Sixth Municipal District. There are multiple
addresses. (PD 2-27 in ordinance Attachment A).

Planning District 3

a. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map to retain the Residential Low Density
Pre-War future land use designation rather than the proposed Institutional
designation for Lot C, Square 112, bounded by Clara, Calhoun, Magnolia streets and
the Tulane Campus, containing the municipal address 6320 Clara Street. (PD 3-15in
ordinance Attachment A).

b. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map and the recommended future land use
designation of Institutional to remain Residential Low Density Pre-War for Lots K,



12, and 13, Square 106, bounded by Freret, S. Robertson, and Calhoun streets and the
Tulane Campus, containing the municipal address 6301-25 Freret Street. (PD 3-16 in
ordinance Attachment A).

c. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Neighborhood Commercial to
remain Residential Low Density Pre-War designation for properties located on Lot
C, Square 450, Seventh Municipal District, bounded by Earhart Boulevard, Monroe,
Colapissa, and Leonidas Streets, to specifically review the appropriateness of the
Neighborhood Commercial designation for the row of shotguns located at 3014-16,
3018-20, 3022-24, 3026-28, 30-32, and 34-36 Leonidas St. (PD 3-20 in ordinance
Attachment A).

Planning District 4

a. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommended Mixed-
Use Low Density and retaining the existing Residential Low Density Pre War designation
for for the area for between N. Prieur and N.Derbigny Streets on Squares 217 and 245. There
are multiple municipal addresses. (PD 4-08 in ordinance Attachment A).

b. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommended Mixed
Use Low Density to remain Residential Low Density Pre-War for the property located on
Lot X-1-F, Square 654, in the First Municipal District. The municipal addresses are 3100-
3108 Banks Street and 416 South Lopez Street. (PD 4-45 in ordinance Attachment A).

c. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommended Industrial
to Institutional for all properties currently designated Transportation bounded by Interstate
10, the Pontchartrain Expressway, and S. Claiborme Avenue. (PD 4-48 in ordinance
Attachment A).
d. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map Designation from the recommended Industrial
to Institutional for Squares 365, 366, 396, and 397 bounded by Bienville Ave, S White,
Canal, and N Gayoso Streets. Municipal address is 2901 Canal Street. (PD 4-49 in ordinance
Attachment A).

Planning District 5

a. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map to consider retaining the Residential Single
Family Post War designation rather than the proposed Neighborhood Commercial
designation for Lots 38 and 39, Square 270, bounded by Memphis, French, and Vicksburg
Streets and Harrison Avenue, containing the municipal address 6240 Memphis Street. (PD
5-07 in ordinance Attachment A).

Planning District 11




a. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Planned Development Area to
Industrial on the large un-subdivided property in the Third Municipal District. The subject
site is bounded by the Intracoastal Waterway, Interstate 510 (Paris Road) and Almonaster
Boulevard (also known as the Port of New Orleans’ “Aurora” property) (PD 11-01 in the
City Planning Staff Report).

b. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Natural Area to Industrial for the
property located on multiple lots located on an unknown square, Lots Y, 2, 3, and 4 in the
Third Municipal District. The subject site is bounded by the Gulf Intercostal Waterway, Old
Paris Road right-of way and the Mississippi Gulf River Outlet (also known as the Port of
New Orleans’ “Paris” property) (PD 11-02 in the City Planning Staff Report).

Planning District 12

a. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Residential Multi-Family Post War to
Residential Low Density Post War for lots A and B that abut Strafford Place, on Square
128, in the 5" Municipal District, bounded by Stratford Place, Sullen Place, Aurora Drive,
and the Norman Canal. The municipal addresses are 6201 and 6301 Stratford Place (PD 12-
01-B in the City Planning Staff Report).

b. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Multi-Family Post War to Mixed Use
Low Density for the lots designated Residential Multi-Family Post War bounded by
Behrman Place, Behrman Highway, Oregon Street, Hudson Street, Maine Street, and General
De Gaulle Drive, in the 5" Municipal District. (PD 12-01-E in the City Planning Staff
Report).

c. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from the recommended General Commercial

to Natural Area for the residential properties along Erie Street that abut the proposed” ~ =~

General Commercial recommendation to create a 100-foot buffer zone between the
Commercial and Residential designations. (PD 12-05 in ordinance Attachment A).

d. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map recommendation from Industrial (currently
Transportation) to Mixed Use Low Density for all properties currently mapped
Transportation on the river side of Patterson between Adrian and Nolan Streets. (PD 12-09 in
ordinance Attachment A).

e. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map recommendation from Industrial (currently
Transportation) to Mixed Use Low Density for all properties currently designated
Transportation bounded by the Mississippi River, Morgan, Seguin, Delaronde Streets. (PD
12-10 in ordinance Attachment A).



f. Consider modifying the Future Land Use Map from Parkland and Open Space,
Industrial, and Mixed Use Medium Density to Industrial on Lots 1 - 12, Plantation
Property, in the Fifth Municipal District, or, alternatively, consider modifying the Future
Land Use Map from Parkland and Open Space to Industrial for only the portion of the
site on the batture. The subject site is bounded by the Mississippi River, Odeon Street,
Homer Street, Merrill Street, and DeArmas Street (also known as the Port of New
Orleans’ “Todd Shipyard” property) (Request Number PD 12-11 in the City Planning
Staff Report).”

Williams’ Amendment

c.

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density, for properties designated as such on square 86,
bounded by Dublin St., Maple St., Leake Ave., and Dante St., to specifically review
the appropriateness of the recommended classification for the properties with
frontage on Dante St. and Maple St., and lot X-2, containing the municipal addresses
721-23 Dante St. (#2 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 87,
bounded by Dante St., Leake Ave., and Maple St. (#3 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 134
fronting S. Carrollton Ave. and Oak St, bounded by Oak St., S Carrollton Ave.,
Zimpel St., and Dublin St. (#11 in ordinance Attachment A)

- Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus

retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 151,
bounded by S Carrollton Ave., Plum St., Dublin St., and Oak St. (#12 in ordinance
Attachment A) :

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 164
fronting S. Carrollton Ave, bounded by Plum St., S Carrollton Ave., Willow St., and
Dublin St. (#13 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 181
facing S Carrollton Ave., including lot X, bounded by Willow St., Dublin St.,
Jeanette St., and S Carrollton Ave. (#14 in ordinance Attachment A)



Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 194,
bounded by Jeanette St., Dublin St., Birch St., and S Carroliton Ave. (#15 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 133,
bounded by Short St., Oak St., S Carrollton Ave., and Zimple St. (#16 in ordinance
Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 152,
bounded by Oak St., Short St., Plum St., and S Carrollton Ave. (#17 in ordinance
Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 623,
bounded by N Anthony St., Saint Louis St., and City Park Ave. (#79 in ordinance
Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 845,
bounded by Bottinelli Pl., Canal St., and Saint Patrick Cemetery No. 1. (#80 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 628,

bounded by N Anthony St., Canal St Helena St. extended, and Iberville St. (#81 in

ordinance Attachmeiit-A)-

. Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 783
fronting Canal St., bounded by S Carrollton Ave., Cleveland Ave., S Solomon St.,
and Canal St. (#82 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 532,
bounded by N Pierce St., Iberville St., N Carrollton Ave., and Bienville Ave.,
specifically lots 17A, 18A, 19, 20A, 21, 22, and M, containing the municipal
addresses 213 N. Pierce, 4001-03, 4005-07, 4009-11, 4017-19, and 4021 Iberville.
(#84 in ordinance Attachment A)



Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 756
fronting Canal St., bounded by S Pierce St., Cleveland Ave., S Carrollton Ave., and
Canal St. (#86 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 753,
bounded by S Scott St., Cleveland Ave., S Pierce St., and Canal St. (#87 in ordinance
Attachment A)

. Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 732,
bounded by S Cortez St., Cleveland Ave., S Scott St., and Canal St. (#88 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 731,
bounded by S Telemachus St., Cleveland Ave., S Cortez St., and Canal St. (#89 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 709,
bounded by S Genois St., Cleveland Ave., S Telemachus St., and Canal St. (#90 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 708,
bounded by S Clark St., Cleveland Ave., S Genois St., and Canal St. (#91 in

ordinancc Attachment /\xl s C e

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 684,
bounded by S Jeff Davis Pkwy, Cleveland Ave., S Clark St., and Canal St. (#92 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 683,
bounded by S Rendon St., Cleveland Ave., S Jeff Davis Pkwy., and Canal St. (#93 in
ordinance Attachment A)

. Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 658,



ad.

bb.

CC.

dd.

c€e.

bounded by S Lopez St., Cleveland Ave., S Rendon St., and Canal St. (#94 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 423,
bounded by N Lopez St., Canal St., N Rendon St., and Iberville St. (#120 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on 452 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Rendon St., Canal St., N Jeff Davis Pkwy, and Iberville St.
(#121 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 453,
bounded by N Jeff Davis Pkwy, Canal St., N Clark St. and Iberville St. (#122 in
ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 478
facing Canal St., bounded by N Clark St., Canal St., N Genois St., and Iberville St.
(#123 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 479
facing Canal St., bounded by N Genois St., Canal St., N Telemachus St., and
Iberville St. (#124 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recemmended-ehange-to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 504
facing Canal St., bounded by N Telemachus St., Canal St., N Cortez St., and Iberville
St. (#125 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 505
facing Canal St., bounded by N Cortez St., Canal St., N Scott St., and Iberville St.
(#126 in ordinance Attachment A)

Consider modifying the recommended change to Mixed Use Medium Density versus
retaining Mixed-Use Low Density for properties designated as such on square 534
facing Canal St., bounded by N Scott St., Canal St., N Pierce St., and Iberville St.
(#127 in ordinance Attachment A)



BE IT FURTHER MOVED, That a copy of this motion be sent to the City Planning

Commission to effectuate this request.
FOREGOING MOTION WAS READ IN FULL, THE ROLL WAS CALLED ON
THE ADOPTION OF THEREOF AND RESULTED AS FOLLOWS:

YEAS: Brossett, Cantrell, Gray, Guidry, Head, Ramsey, Williams - 7
NAYS: 0
ABSENT: 0

AND THE MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS ADOPTED.

g:\docs\mills\council 1\motions\2017\m-17-412ac.doc
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Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:00 PM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan Comments
Attachments: Master Plan Letter 09.01.2017.pdf

From: Leslie T. Alley

Sent: Friday, September 1, 2017 4:06 PM
To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>
Subject: FW: Master Plan Comments

From: Andreanecia Morris [mailto:amorris@housingnola.org]
Sent: Friday, September 01, 2017 3:43 PM

To: CPCinfo

Cc: Leslie T. Alley; Paul Cramer; Kelly G. Butler

Subject: Master Plan Comments

Please find attached HousingNOLA and GNOHA’s comments on the Master Plan Amendments.
Thank youl

Andreanecia M. Morris

Executive Director, HousingNOLA

4640 S. Carrollton Avenue, Suite 160 (Cleveland Street Entrance)
New Orleans, LA 70119

Direct: 504.224.8301

Mobile: 504.915.4905

Toll Free/Fax: 855.228.9328
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September 1, 2017

Mr. Robert Rivers
Executive Director

City Planning Commission
VIA EMAIL

Dear Bob,

Councilmember Williams’ proposed change to the Master Plan moves certain areas that are
located near high-frequency transit corridors, and/or areas that have 30-minute transit access to
major job centers, from the “Mixed-Use Low Density” (MUL) Master Plan Category to the
“Mixed-Use Medium Density” (MUM) Master Plan Category. HousingNOLA has heard from
many supporters of this amendment as well as some concerned residents. We believe that
many of the concerns expressed by neighbors are genuine but potentially informed by a
misunderstanding of the technical process that would have to be undergone in order to facilitate
an actual zoning and physical change within these neighborhoods, or by rationales that do not
override the intense need to provide housing in high-opportunity areas for service, hospitality,
and restaurant workers; first responders; community and cultural leaders; and others who are
critical to the future of our city.

The City’s Assessment of Fair Housing, the Housing for a Resilient New Orleans plan, and the
HousingNOLA plan all call for improvements to the segregated character of New Orleans
neighborhoods that tends to site our lower-income and minority residents toward the fringes of
the city, away from jobs and opportunity. While changing the Master Plan to allow MUM
development along transit corridors will not by itself solve this issue, it is a critical tool in the
City’s overall toolkit: it opens up the potential for affordable and mixed-income development in
areas that provide access to our job centers in an efficient manner that does not require families
to have cars.

The Master Plan changes that have been proposed will not change the legal regulations that
govern the height, look, or character of the areas under consideration. Those regulations are
contained in the Comprehensive Zoning Ordinance, or CZO — which will not change as a result
of this Master Plan alteration. The CZO is amended via a separate process, and any proposed
project under the new MUM development would have to request approval either through that
process or through a conditional zoning request. All that our affordable housing development
community is asking for is a chance for development options to be presented to the public in a
manner that is consistent with the Master Plan and the CZO or zoning adjustments process -
rather than being dismissed out of hand as inconsistent with the Master Plan.

The areas that have been selected for transition from MUL to MUM are along major commercial
corridors or represent underdeveloped areas that are not located in the core of historic
neighborhoods. All of the areas selected for this change already allowed mixed-use
development according to the Master Plan, so this change does not encroach on areas that

4640 S. Carrollton Avenue, Suite 160, New Orleans, LA 70119
Office: 504,224.8300 ¢ Fax: 855.228.9328 « www.GNOHA org » www.HousingNOLA.org



GNOHA-HousingNOLA Master Plan Comments
Page 2, 9/1/2017

were designated solely for residential development. Some neighbors have expressed concerns
about design and “transitional” zones between neighborhoods and larger-scale buildings on
commercial corridors; we believe that these issues can be addressed through design guidelines
that can be part of the CZO amendment process, but are too detailed a consideration for the
Master Plan process. GNOHA will happily participate in a process to establish design guidelines
at the appropriate time.

In the current situation, the Master Plan is often inconsistent with the existing building stock - it
calls for smaller buildings, and permits fewer housing units, than the buildings we have in our
neighborhoods already. Because the Master Plan has the force of law, this can force the City
Council to reject even sensible developments that are supported by neighbors. This change
simply creates more discretion for neighbors and the Council to work together on individual
cases. The change is not designed or intended to allow the highest possible density in all of the
affected areas. Also, as mentioned above, the zoning of all the areas affected is not changing
as a result of this Master Plan amendment, meaning that all of the existing zoning that limits the
density of development will still apply.

The Greater New Orleans Housing Alliance (GNOHA) and HousingNOLA believe strongly that
the proposed Master Plan changes from MUL to MUM are still warranted by our desperate need
as a city to create opportunity for all of our residents. We encourage the CPC to pay close
attention to coded language in certain recommendations that suggests that improving transit to
outlying neighborhoods should be the primary solution to the City’s housing crisis -- as this is
not an issue that can be directly addressed by the Master Plan, (and is more appropriate to the
New Orleans Regional Transit Authority’s ongoing planning process) and fair housing concerns
dictate that we must make an effort as a city to balance affordability in high-opportunity areas
with increased access to all neighborhoods.

We hope to schedule a follow-up meeting with you on this topic as the Master Plan Amendment
process moves toward completion. | will be reaching out to your office to schedule this meeting;
please also feel free to contact me at (504) 915-4905 or amorris@housingnola.org with any
questions or comments.

Sincerely yours,

/
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Andreanecia M. Morris
Executive Director, HousingNOLA &
President/Chair, Greater New Orleans Housing Alliance (GNOHA)

cc: Leslie Alley, City Planning Commission
Kelly Butler, City Planning Commission
Paul Cramer, City Planning Commission



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:59 AM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan Future Land Use: Map and Text Amendment modification

From: Gayle Gagliano [mailto:ggagliano@cox.net]

Sent: Sunday, September 3, 2017 2:45 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <|talley@nola.gov>; icpcinfo@nola.gov
Cc: Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; LaToya Cantrell <lcantrell@nola.gov>; Jason R. Williams
<Jarwillisms@nola.gov>

Subject: Master Plan Future Land Use: Map and Text Amendment modification

Dear Mr. Rivers,

Following is a letter to the City Planning Commissioners. I am routing it through you, since I understand

that comments for the September 12th public hearing will be excluded from the Commissioners' packet for that
meeting--even if these comments are received by Monday at 5 pm. [ appeal to you to include our comments, as
well as those of others who meet the Monday deadline. It is unfair, to say the least, to withhold these
communications until October 3, long after the public hearing has

past.

Thank you for your consideration.

Gayle Gagliano
4152 Cleveland Ave.

City Planning Commission
September 3, 2017

Re: Future Land Use MAP Amendment

Dear Commissioners:

[ 'am strongly opposed to “Williams Amendment” or “C.A.L.” proposing an indiscriminate land
use change from Mid-City's current Mixed Use Low Density, to more intense Mixed Use
Medium Density.

This amendment will have a profound, negative impact on Mid-City, affecting the pleasant
residential and small business mix that the present zoning provides.



I support the retention of Residential Low Density Land Use suggested by the City Council for
the property at 3100 Banks Street identified as PD 4 b. in Motion M-17-412.

Comments on the TEXT changes to the Pre-War Residential Future Land Use Category
Description

1. Iam strongly opposed to extending the allowance for commercial uses within all of the
Residential Pre-War Future Land Use categories to vacant lots or “sites." Thus, I support the
Council modification deleting “on-site” from the “Range of Uses” within the RSF -Pre, RLD-Pre,
RMD-Pre, RMF-Pre land use categories. There is no preservation benefit in allowing
commercial uses on residential properties. There is ample MUL and former corner stores that are
eligible for this exception within walking distance to promote walkability without promoting
further commercial encroachment to vacant lots where there may have been a commercial use
100 years ago before the neighborhood was re-developed as residential.

2. I am also opposed to the elimination of density limits in RSF-Pre, RLD-Pre, RMD-Pre, RMF-
Pre land use categories. Density is part of the historic character of our residential neighborhood.
Mid-City’s disproportionate MUL, MUM and MUH already provide an abundant range of
opportunity for varying densities without any change.

3. While I support the preservation benefit allowing conversion of larger existing historic
structures such as former churches and schools to multi-family use, I am strongly opposed
extending this exception to allow conversion of former institutional and non-residential buildings
or vacant sites to “commercial” or “mixed use” categories through planned development.

4. I further oppose allowing greater densities through planned development in exchange for an
ambiguous “public benefit”. An affordable housing component should be mandatory to receive
these higher densities.

5. Isupport the Council's suggested insertion of the language, “in consideration of “historical
and architectural significance of the existing building, it’s structural integrity, whether the
structure is or can be made compliant with current building codes, and the scale and character
of the building within the context of the surrounding neighborhood” for Residential Low-Density
Pre-War. I also support similar language inserted in all Residential Low-Density Pre-War
categories (RSF-Pre, RLD-Pre, RMD-Pre and RMF-Pre).

Thank you for your consideration. Your decision will strongly affect the future environment of
Mid-City.

Sincerely,

Gayle Gagliano
4152 Cleveland Ave.



Lisa Dawson
4154 Cleveland Ave.

Charles Dawson
4154 Cleveland Ave



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:59 AM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan Future Land Use Text and Map Amendments

From: BayouStlohnLafitte NeighborhoodOrganization [mailto:bayoustjohn.lafitte@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, September 2, 2017 7:28 PM '

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>

Cc: Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; LaToya Cantrell <|cantrell@nola.gov>; Jason R. Williams
<jarwilliams@nola.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Master Plan Future Land Use Text and Map Amendments

Hello Mr. Rivers, Executive Director, and
Ms Alley, Assistant Director:

We sent the email below to the City Planning Commission yesterday, September 1, 2017. I now understand that
the CPC is planning on withholding written comments from the Commission's packet until October 3, 2017,
even though our comments were received well ahead of the Monday September 4, 2017 deadline.

We are asking that you please be sure that our comments are included in the Commission packet prior to the
September 12th meeting.

Thank you,

Veda Manuel, President
Bayou St John-Lafitte Neighborhood Organization
(504) 909-9944

---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: BayouStJohnLafitte NeighborhoodOrganization <bayoustjohn lafitte@gmail.com>
Date: Fri, Sep 1, 2017 at 3:06 PM

Subject: Master Plan Future Land Use Text and Map Amendments

To: cpcinfo@nola.gov

Cc: "Susan G. Guidry" <sgguidry@nola.gov>, temcleod@nola.gov

City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7th floor
New Orleans, LA 70112

September 1, 2017
Dear Commissioners:

We are much opposed to the “C.A.L.” or “Williams Amendment” that proposes a land use change from Mid-City's current
Mixed Use Low Density, to a much more intense Mixed Use Medium Density.

1



We are asking that you reconsider your recommendation and retain the current Mixed Use Low Density for property in Mid-
City, City Park Avenue, Canal Street, Carrollton Avenue and Broad St.

Given the infrastructure problems that have recently come to light after the rain events of July 22th and August 5th, it would be
folly to allow intensive commercial and multi-unit high-rise residential development here. The last thing this area needs is more
concrete. Both business owners and residents have suffered enough flooding losses.

It seems to us, the wise thing to do would be to correct the current major infrastructure deficits. The City administration should
be spending time, effort, and our public funds on fixing the problems that plague our neighborhood and the entire City.
Meetings should be about putting into action the "Water Wise" recommendations and fixing our drainage system so that people
can live and work here comfortably. Perhaps 15 or 20 years down the road, we can revisit this idea of additional growth and
development.

We are, therefore, very much opposed to the elimination of density limits in RSF-Pre, RLD-Pre, RMD-Pre, RMF-Pre land use
categories. The current Master Plan already provides a wide range of opportunity for varying densities without changes to the
Master Plan the residents and City officials worked so hard to pass.

Respectfully,

Veda Manuel, President

Bayou St John-Lafitte Neighborhood Organization
(504) 909-9944

Virus-free. www.avg.com




Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:58 AM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master plan input

From: Debra [mailto:bcswdebra@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, September 4, 2017 9:12 AM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <ltalley@nola.gov>; CPCinfo <CPCinfo@nola.gov>
Subject: Master plan input

Good morning

This letter, sent before the written deadline, is to provide input on the proposed Master Plan changes. As | am unable to
attend the September 12 meeting, | request that my input be provided to the Commissioners in their packet, prepared
by staff in advance of that date.

I strongly oppose any language which provides for the continued encroachment of commercial into residential
neighborhoods and request that "on sites" be deleted from Range of Uses in all references to Residential Pre-War within
the Text Amendments. This exception should be retained only for existing buildings where previous commercial uses
can be verified and not extended to vacant lots. | further oppose any change which would provide for the conversion of
institutional and non-residential buildings to commercial and/or mixed use in these areas and support only their
conversion to multi-family

| oppose any allowance of density bonuses unless they are specifically tied to mandatory inclusion of long-term
affordable housing PROVIDED ONSITE OF THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT.

I oppose the Institutional designation for the RTA transit facility.

I'am in strong opposition to CM Williams' amendment which changes MUL to MUM on and near Canal St., Broad St, City
Park Avenue and North Carrollton.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely

Debra Voelker
Mid-City resident



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:58 AM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan Modification

From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]
Sent: Sunday, September 3, 2017 7:08 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: Master Plan Modification

Thank you!
Sent from my iPhone

On Sep 3, 2017, at 12:39 PM, "Robert D. Rivers" <rdrivers@nola.gov> wrote:

> Karen:

>

> Please see the attached MCNO comments per your request.
>

> Thanks,

>

> Bob

>

>

> Robert D. Rivers

> Executive Director

> New Orleans City Planning Commission
> 1300 Perdido Street, 7th Floor

> New Orleans, Lousiana 70112
>504.658.7018

> rdrivers@nola.gov

> From: Leslie T. Alley

> Sent: Friday, September 1, 2017 4:46 PM

> To: Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>; Larry W. Massey Jr. <lwmassey@nola.gov>
> Cc: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

> Subject: FW: Master Plan Modification

>

> If you have this letter would you please send to Karen?

>




> Thanks,
>

> Leslie

> From: Karen Ocker [mailto:designko@earthlink.net]

> Sent: Friday, September 01, 2017 4:24 PM

> To: Stephen K. Kroll; Nicholas J. Kindel

> Cc: Leslie T. Alley

> Subject: Master Plan Modification

>

> Can you please provide a copy of MCNO’s letter re: Master Plan modifications? | understand they sent one in.
>

> Thank you.

>

> Karen

> Good afternoon, Director Rivers & City Planning Commission,

>

> Please accept the attached letter as the official position of the Mid-City Neighborhood Organization (MCNO) regarding
the Master Plan Amendments under reconsideration by Staff. Several specific items and a few general items are
addressed in the letter.

>

> Let me know if you have any trouble downloading the document.

>

> Thank you,

>

> Patrick Armstrong

> Secretary, MCNO

><2017-8-30-MCNO-Master-Plan-Amendments-CPC.pdf>




Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:58 AM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Master Plan

From: Romney [mailto:romney@sugarjournal.com]

Sent: Monday, September 4, 2017 10:52 AM

To: CPCinfo <CPCinfo@nola.gov>

Cc: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Susan G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; LaToya Cantrell <lcantrell@nola.gov>;
agray@nola.gov; jawilliams@nola.gov; Nadine M. Ramsey <nmramsey@nola.gov>; jbrossett@nola.gov; Stacy S. Head
<SHead@nola.gov>

Subject: Master Plan

Dear City Planning Commission Members and City Council Members:

I am not sure why I am writing this, as in the past few years I feel that most of you do not care about the opinions of the vast
majority of your constituents in Mid-City. However, the fact that the council was willing to reconsider at least some of the
changes proposed in the Master Plan Amendments has once again given me hope. I would appreciate your consideration of the
following.

TEXT AMENDMENTS NO. M-17-411
Land Use Chapter 13 (Former 14) items:

a. Oppose reconsideration or modification / Support the Commission Recommendation relative to authority of the
Executive Director of the City Planning Commission, the City City Planning Commission, and Council regarding interpretation
appeals of the Master Plan within “Administration of the Land Use Plan”

f. Oppose deletion of Action No. 11: “Ensure compatibility of land use regulations in the places established by the Master
Plan” under “Goal” 3 “Strengthen the city’s public realm and urban design character”, “Strategy” 3.A., “Provide guidance on
desired characteristics of new development to property owners and the public.” (M-17-411 Chapter 13 Sformer 14, f)

g., 1., kandl

Residential Single Family Pre-War (M-17-411 Chapter 13 former 14, g),

Residential Low Density Pre-War (M-17-411 Chapter 13 former 14, i),

Residential Medium Density Pre-War (M-17-411 Chapter 13 former 14, k) and

Residential Multifamily Pre-War (M-17-411 Chapter 13 former 14, 1)

Oppose allowing conversion of certain existing institutional or other non-residential buildings to Commercial or Mixed Use
under “Range of Uses.” Limit Conversion to Multifamily to encourage more affordable housing units.

Oppose removal of density limits from all.

A more progressive approach to our housing problem, whether affordable housing or not, would be to add value, accessibility
and economic growth to underdeveloped areas of the city with an infusion of tax and investment incentives. Keep the density

1



limits in place, protect the scale and character of historic neighborhoods as an essential asset of the city and incentivize
development for underserved areas, including adding more transit lines, building and small business incentives and
infrastructure.

An up-zoning of the more traveled corridors of an historic core neighborhood like Mid-City will increase developmental rights
including height, scale and intensity of use, with no guarantee that affordable housing will be built. This could potentially allow
for 3 to § story buildings, exacerbating inappropriate commercial encroachment into adjacent residential blocks. It could
increase the pressure for demolition of entire blocs of historic singles and doubles to make land available for new

construction. This does not demonstrate a commitment to the human scale, urban environment New Orleans is noted

for. Redevelopment strategies to increase the housing stock should promote the redevelopment of available land and
underutilized structures, thus contributing to appropriate growth.

In short, I am opposed to basically unchecked increases in density and rampant commercial development in our

neighborhood. IfIam not mistaken, we in Mid-City already have a disproportionate amount of MUL, MUM and MUH
properties as opposed to the rest of the city. We do not have the city services nor the infrastructure to support these

increases. We have had 2 major shoot outs 3 blocks from my home in the past several months. My property has flooded 2
times in the past 2 months. But this is my home, my lovely heterogeneous neighborhood where I have been for 23 years. lask
you, as our representatives, to improve our neighborhood, not destroy it.

All the best,

Romney Richard

Romney K. Richard

Editor

Sugar Journal
504.628.3533 c.
504.482.3914 x212 p.
504.482.4205 f.
romney@sugarjournal.com
Skype: romneyk




Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 11:58 AM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: MCNO Official Comments on Master Plan Amendments Under Reconsideration

From: Patrick Armstrong [mailto:patrick.n.armstrong@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, September 4, 2017 4:13 PM

To: CPCinfo <CPCinfo@nola.gov>; Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

Cc: Emily Downey <downey.emily@gmail.com>; Leslie T. Alley <|talley@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: MCNO Official Comments on Master Plan Amendments Under Reconsideration

Good afternoon, Director Rivers & CPC,

We are requesting that the Mid-City Neighborhood Organization (MCNO) letter be included in the packet
distributed to City Planning Commissioners. One of the reasons we send in letters of comment and concern is
because we are an all volunteer organization, and many of our membership and board members have jobs
during the day that make it very difficult to attend CPC meetings in person.

Thank you,

Patrick Armstrong
Secretary, MCNO

On Thu, Aug 31, 2017 at 8:06 PM, Patrick Armstrong <patrick.n.armstrong@gmail.com> wrote:

Good afternoon, Director Rivers & City Planning Commission,

“Pleasc accept ihie attached letter as the official position of the Mid-City Neighborhood Organization (MCNO)
regarding the Master Plan Amendments under reconsideration by Staff. Several specific items and a few
general items are addressed in the letter.

Let me know if you have any trouble downloading the document.

Thank you,

Patrick Armstrong
Secrefary. MOUNO



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:01 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: MCNO Official Comments on Master Plan Amendments Under Reconsideration
Attachments: 2017-8-30-MCNO-Master-Plan-Amendments-CPC.pdf

From: Patrick Armstrong [mailto:patrick.n.armstrong@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 31, 2017 8:07 PM

To: CPCinfo <CPCinfo@nola.gov>; Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>

Cc: Mcno Board <board-mcno@googlegroups.com>

Subject: MCNO Official Comments on Master Plan Amendments Under Reconsideration

Good afternoon, Director Rivers & City Planning Commission,

Please accept the attached letter as the official position of the Mid-City Neighborhood Organization (MCNO)
regarding the Master Plan Amendments under reconsideration by Staff. Several specific items and a few general
items are addressed in the letter.

Let me know if you have any trouble downloading the document.

Thank you,

Patrick Armstrong
Secretary, MCNO



August 30, 2017

Director Robert D. Rivers

City Planning Commission
1300 Perdido Street, 7th Floor
New Orleans, LA 70112

RE: Master Plan Amendments Under Reconsideration

Good morning, Director Rivers,

Please accept the following letter as the official positions of the Mid-City Neighborhood Organization
(MCNO) concerning the itemized Master Plan Amendments currently under re-consideration by CPC
Staff. We recognize there are several different amendments addressed in this letter, so we have
itemized them as specifically as possible so they can be added to the appropriate Staff reports.

MCNO and our residents have worked for over a year to keep up with the Master Plan Amendments
process and arrive at these positions. In November 2016, MCNO hosted Leslie Alley & Paul Cramer to
help inform our membership of what changes would be taking place. Land use and zoning are identified
by our membership as one of our residents’ top priorities according to a vote from December 2016.
Keeping our community up to date on Master Plan amendment processes also generated civic input of
40+ individual letters and petition signatures during the initial CPC public comment process earlier this
year, and those letters helped MCNO arrive at these positions.

For reference, those letters can be viewed on the Master Plan Public Comments links:

- Planning District 4:
https://www.nola.gov/nola/media/One-Stop-Shop/CPC/PD-4-FLUM-comments.pdf
- Planning District 5
 https://www.nola.gov/nola/media/One-Stop-Shop/CPC/PD-5-FLUM-comments.pdf
- Council At-Large Amendment
https://www.nola.gov/nola/media/One-Stop-Shop/CPC/Council-at-Large-FLUM-amendment-

comments.pdf

if you have any questions, please let me know.

Sincerely,

i1
TN

_—
o

Emily Leitzinger
President, Mid-City Neighborhood Organization (MCNO)
president@mcno.org




M-17-412Master Plan Amendments to the Future Land Use Map (FLUM)

PD-4 d: Support Commission recommendation approving change from TRANS

to Industrial. Opposed to modified change to Institutional. This site is a vital part of our city’s public
transportation system, not a vacant or underutilized site or institutional use in need of more intense
development. Support is for retaining consistency with industrial designation assigned to other sites
city-wide

PD-4 b: Support Council suggested retention of existing RLD-Pre for 3100 Banks Street. RLD-Pre is
consistent with input from more than 70+ immediate neighbors and also the adjoining RLD-Pre land
use. Preference is to allow a limited exception at this site that leaves the underlying land use
inconsistent with current zoning. Retention of current RLD-Pre will help ensure desired development is
not intensified or expanded in the future. It will close the door on additional zoning changes which may
allow unlimited size commercial, incompatible uses and height, area and bulk which is inconsistent with
adjacent and surrounding low-density residential neighborhood. Current HU-MU zoning already allows
desired mixed-use development without any change to underlying land use.

Williams Amendment: Support Council suggested retention of MUL within MCNO boundaries /
Opposed to MUM.

A change to MUM is inconsistent with MCNO and community input that formed our current MUL areas,
and with recent written opposition from more than'40 residents. The change discourages desperately
needed development along Tulane Avenue which has an excess of vacant and underutilized MUM and
MUH along a more efficient #39 public bus route.

This area fails to meet criteria for MUM inclusion as a “Priority Transit development Area,” more
specifically: There are few underutilized or vacant Iots. The area is predominated by occupied historic
residential development and includes historic development not located on a main corridor. There's
insufficient area to accommodate MUM capacity. A majerity of sites are smaller residential-sized

lots. MUM capacity or development could only be achieved on these smaller residential-sized lots
through demolition or alterations that compromise the integrity of historic structures. A change would
create inconsistency with application, rather than correct one. Denial of MUM was recommended on
main corridors within the city like Freret and Magazine Streets that have historic commercial
construction. Consistency with city-wide application is denial of MUM for this area predominated by
historic residential construction. Staff stressed the importance of tiered approach and healthy
transitions. A leap from adjoining RLD-Pre to MUM is not a “healthy transition.” Staff was cognizant
MUM would encourage demolition. A lack of new construction control, and recent replacement of
NCDAC (controlling demo of 35% of structure or and the facade) with less effective HDLC demo only
control (only applies to whole structure demo), paired with a change to MUM significantly increases
Mid-City’s vulnerability. The change sets a precedent for similar further intensification of land use in the
future. MUM inevitably opens the door to zoning changes which allow intense, unlimited size, auto-
driven or destination commercial uses including C1-General Commercial and MU-1 with uses that are
typically thought to be incompatible with adjacent residential. Allowable zoning classifications also allow
five story buildings or 65 foot heights, with area and bulk regulations which are inconsistent with our



historic neighborhood. Current MUL allows appropriately scaled, neighborhood serving commercial and
multifamily use. Finally, current HU-MU zoning allowed in current MUL appears to allow greater density
above the ground floor than potential MU-1 that a change to MUM would allow. What the change
would open the door to is larger suburban or auto-driven destination uses and commercial intrusion and
development inconsistent with the character of this historic area.

M-17-411 Master Plan Amendments — Future Land Use Map (FLUM) Category Definitions

Residential Pre-War Land Use categories (Land Use Chapter) to affect the several text edits under
reconsideration for RSF-Pre, RLD-Pre, RMD-Pre & RMF-Pre:

* Support insertion of “historical and architectural significance of the existing building, it’s
structural integrity, whether the structure is or can be made compliant with current building
codes, and the scale and character of the building within the context of the surrounding
neighborhood” in RLD-Pre land use category as suggested by City Council.

* Oppose extending the provisions allowing conversion of existing institutional or non-residential
buildings to commercial and mixed use. Conversion should be limited to multifamily in all
Residential Pre-War land use categories.

* Oppose allowing higher residential densities through planned developments
for ambiguous “public benefit”. Inclusion of affordable housing component should be
mandatory to receive higher densities through planned development in all Residential Pre-War
land use categories.

*  When considering removal of density limits for these categories, it is important to know how the
Master Plan calculated these density limits in the first place, and judged appropriateness of
these limits at the time, and why they are being considered for removal.

General comments on Master Plan Amendment Process et e e e

Each of the following issues were addressed in some way through the Text Amendment section:

The current Neighborhood Participation Process (NPP) is not set up to encourage community members
to participate in local land use decisions that affect their homes, businesses, and community. While
there are some outstanding staff in CPC, Neighborhood Engagement, and City Council offices that do a
good job trying to keep the community up to date with these decisions, the overall notification process
is opaque; easy to manipulate; easy to misunderstand and miscommunicate; and appears to quite
intentionally keep the public from participating in local land use decision-making.

One example: keeping up with these Master Plan amendments - when it comes to sheer volume of
proposed changes, understanding proposed changes, making comments & deadlines for comments,
knowing which amendments were forwarded by CPC and adopted by Council, or which have been pulled
out for reconsideration; each and every one of these activities has been absolutely exhausting to
neighborhood volunteers who chose to participate. Several individuals attempted engagement, but gave
up after frustration with this process set in. How can citizens make truly informed comments on the



Master Plan map when the Map won't be released until the Staff report? How can the city continue
moving forward with these significant changes when Treme, Mid-City, Lakeview, and Gentilly are still
picking up from flooding damage under a continuing state of emergency?

Attempting to wade through the difficult language presented to the community during this Master Plan
Amendment process, including the legislative revisions, proved onerous for citizens. We urge the City to
make the Master Plan copy more accessible to the public and community that it governs. Plainer
language and clearer edits would be strongly preferred during the next amendment process. Between
amendment opportunities, clearer guidance on the Master Plan would be beneficial to both property
owners and the public in understanding land use decisions and land use impacts on the community.
Master Plan and Land Use decisions should be clearly understood by the public so that citizens
dissatisfied with land use in their neighborhoods could complain at the polls.

MCNO urges adoption of the full Community Participation Program (CPP) that was a part of the initial
Master Plan to provide needed relief to these issues. More professional staff to assist citizen and
property owner understanding and engagement in land-use processes and decisions are a critical need.
Despite all the help we received from staff at the CPC, Neighborhood Engagement, and City Council,
participation in this Master Plan amendment process, it is clear that more resources are necessary.



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:00 PM
To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Mid-City Land use change

From: Deuce Hedrick [mailto:deuce.hedrick@gmail.com]

Sent: Saturday, September 2, 2017 4:18 PM

To: CPCinfo <CPCinfo@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <lItalley@nola.gov>; Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>
Cc: T. Gordon MclLeod <tgmcleod@nola.gov>

Subject: Re: Mid-City Land use change

 am appalled to learn that my and others comments will not be included in the Commission packet prior to the Sept. 12
meeting.

There is no reason the Commission should only get a week to consider these opinions when they are submitted timely more
than a month in advance of a vote.

Please include my comment as well as any others that have been submitted in the Commission packet prior to the Sept. 12
meeting.

Thank you,
Cheryl Hedrick

On Thu, Aug 31, 2017 at 12:39 PM, Deuce Hedrick <deuce.hedrick@gmail.com> wrote:

Dear Commissioners:

I strongly oppose “Williams” proposed land use change from Mixed Use Low Density to Mixed Use Medium Density. Please
retain our current Mixed Use Low Density Land Use on City Park Avenue, Canal Street, Carrollton Avenue and Broad. Our
neighborhood has already undergone too much growth.

Sincerely, T o

Cheryl Hedrick



Codi E. Davis

From: Robert D. Rivers

Sent: Tuesday, September 05, 2017 12:12 PM

To: Larry W. Massey Jr.

Subject: FW: Opposition to Master Plan Amendments for Changes District 3
Attachments: FLUM Changes District 3.pdf

Importance: High

From: H. V. Nagendra [mailto:h.nagendra@att.net]

Sent: Monday, August 21, 2017 10:03 PM

To: Robert D. Rivers <rdrivers@nola.gov>; Leslie T. Alley <[talley@nola.gov>; Paul Cramer <pcramer@nola.gov>; Susan
G. Guidry <sgguidry@nola.gov>; LaToya Cantrell <lcantrell@nola.gov>; James A. Gray <jagray@nola.gov>; 'Jason
Williams' <jawilliams@nola.gov>; Nadine M. Ramsey <nmramsey@nola.gov>; 'Jared Brossett' <jbrossett@nola.gov>;
Stacy S. Head <SHead @nola.gov>

Cc: Keith Hardy <keithhardie@yahoo.com>; 'Julianna Padgett' <juliannapadgett@belisouth.net>; Bill Ives
<billives@cox.net>; Cindy Morse <cmorse7 @cox.net>; Paul Baricos <paul.baricos@gmail.com>; Scott Andrews & Mario
<scottandmario@cox.net>; Janel Hazlett <nwcarrollton@mindspring.com>; 'Ruth Kennedy'
<ruthemma24@yahoo.com>; Brenda Brown <hollygrove.dixon@gmail.com>; Keith Twichell <keithgct@aol.com>; Betty
DiMarco <dimarco bl@bellsouth.net>; John Pecoul <japecoul@yahoo.com>; Gayle Gagliano <Ggagliano@cox.net>; Lisa
Gagliano <gaglianodawson@gmail.com>

Subject: Opposition to Master Plan Amendments for Changes District 3

Importance: High

I'am writing to you as the president of Carrollton Area Network in opposition to the attached proposed
masterplan amendments.

Carrollton Area Network is a coalition of over 10 organizations bounded generally between Broadway, The river, I-10
and the Parish line to the west. Some of the participating organizations include Hollygrove Dixon Neighborhood
organization, Palm-air Neighborhood Association, Carrollton Riverbend Neighborhood Association; Maple Area
Residents Inc.; Central Carrollton Association; Hollygrove Neighborhood Association; Carroliton United and Uptown
Triangle Neighborhood Organization. Together we vigorously oppose the intrusion of opportunities for higher density
developments in our historic urban neighborhoods. The attached proposal, in our collective opinion will encourage very
dense (probable high rises) urban developments. We consider these kinds of ideas to robs us of maintaining our historic
urban residential neighborhoods that are unique to New Orleans and the inner city residential neighborhoods. It was
not by accident that we strongly supported the expansion of HDLC’s control to prevent unnecessary and scruple-less
demolition in order to preserve our quality of life and our historic fabric that supports diverse families. Instead of
relying on the current assets of vacant properties to reinvigorate our older neighborhoods, the proposal considers our
community to be a glass half empty and negates what exists to start anew with higher density and gentrify our
neighborhoods. We cannot and will not support strategies as presented in the attached proposed city master plan
amendments.

During the Post Katrina master planning processes, the Carrollton Community took great pains to preserve our
neighborhoods and shield us from the development pressures that were prevalent at that time. We certainly hope we
are not engaging in a similar examination and deliberation.



We hope you will agree with us and reject the attached proposed amendments.

Thank You,

President — Carrollton Area Network
2319 Adams Street

New Orleans, LA 70118

(504) 861-8555 {H)

{504) 616-5972 (M)
h.nagendra@att.net




ATTACHMENT A

PLANNING DISTRICT 3
FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENTS

1) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Low Density to
Institutional for the property designated MUL on Square 621 bounded by S. Robertson,
Cadiz, Magnolia, and Jena Streets, in the Sixth Municipal District. The municipal

addresses are 2600-2626 Jena Street, 4522 & 4530 Magnolia Street, and 4513-4525 S.
Robertson Street.

g e
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2) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Low Density to
Residential Low Density Pre-War for the property located on Lots 5 & 6, Square 15,
bounded by State, Magazine, Camp, and Webster Streets, in the Sixth Municipal District.
The municipal address is 814 State Street. - S
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3) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Medium Density to
Institutional for the property located on Lots 7 & 8, Square 672, bounded by Willow and

Jena Streets and Napoleon and S. Claiborne Avenues, in the Sixth Municipal District.
The municipal address is 2900 Napoleon Avenue.!

oy uosiodeN

4) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Mixed Use Medium Density for the property located on Lot 1-A-1, Square 692, bounded by S.

Claiborne Avenue, Cadiz Street, S. Derbigny Street, and Jena Street, in the Sixth Municipal
District. The municipal address is 4505 S. Claiborne Avenue.

5. Derbigny St.
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! This property is also the subject of the FLUM amendment PD-03-18, which is also a request from Mixed Use
Medium Density to Institutional.

Planning District 3
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5) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation fiom Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Mixed-Use Low Density for the properties located on Lots 16, 15, 14, C, and D, Square 500,
in the Seventh Municipal District. The municipal addresses are 3214, 3218, 3220, and 3230

Pine Street.

R

6) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Residential Single Family Pre-War for the area including all lots fronting Broadway Street from
Prytania Street to Magazine Street and all lots fronting Audubon Street from Camp Street to

Magazine Street.

Planning District 3

Page 3



8) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Neighborhood Commercial to Mixed-Use
Low Density for the properties located on Eve Street and Washington Avenue between S.
Salcedo and S. Dorgenois Streets, and include Lots A, R, X, Square 162; S, O, N, M, L, K, I,
Square 161; Lot A, B, C, D, Square 160; Lot 11, Square 167; Lot 1-2-3, Square 166-B; Lot R,
Square H, in the Sixth Municipal District. The municipal addresses are 4228 Eve Street, 1601 S.
Gayoso Street, 1600 S. Gayoso Street, 4124 Eve Street, 4120 Eve Street, 4116 Eve Street,
4200 Washington Avenue, 4100 Washington Avenue, 4000 Washington Avenue, 3303 S.
Broad Street, and 3300 S. Broad Street.

9) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Neighborhood Commercial to Mixed-Use
Low Density for the properties are located on Square 337, Lot H-1, and Square 338, Lot 1-A,
bounded by Nelson Street, Monroe Street, S. Claiborne Avenue, and General Ogden Street, in
the Seventh Municipal District. The municipal -addresses are 8733 and 8807 S. Claiborne -
Avenue.
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10) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Neighborhood Commercial to Mixed-
Use Medium Density for the properties located on all lots designated Neighborhood Commercial
on squares bounded by Nelson Street, Short Street, Neron Place, and Dante Street, specifically
Lots 9, 10, 11 (partial), Square 343; Lots A-1, X-1-A, 9-10, Square 344; Lots X, H-1, A-3, PTJ2,
J-1, 1, Square 345; and Lots A, B, C, D, and H, Square 320, Seventh Municipal District.

11) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Neighborhood Commercial to Mixed

Use Medium Density for the property includes Lot K-1, on Square 414, bounded by Carondelet

Street, Napoleon Avenue, St. Charles Avenue, and Jena Street, in the Sixth Municipal District.
_The municipal address is 4401 St. Charles Avenue.

o e g g e

Carondelet St-
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1. Charles Ave.
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13) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Institutional property located on Lot X, Burtheville Square 132, bounded by S. Claiborne
Avenue, Weiner Drive, Calhoun Street, and S. Johnson Street, in the Sixth Municipal District.

The municipal address is 6320 S. Claiborne Avenue.

14) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Institutional for the property located on Lots 1A and 3A, Square 109, bounded by Magnolia St.,
Calhoun St., S. Robertson St., and the Tulane Campus, in the Sixth Municipal District. The

municipal addresses are 6318 - 6328 Magnolia Street.

Page 6
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15) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Institutional for the property located on Lot C, Square 112, bounded by Clara St., Calhoun St.,
Magnolia St., and the Tulane Campus, in the Sixth Municipal District. The municipal address is

6320 Clara Street.

16) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Institutional for the property located on Lots K, 12, and 13, Square 106, bounded by Freret
Street, S. Robertson Street, Calhoun Street and the Tulane Campus, in the Sixth Municipal

District. The municipal addresses are 6301-25 Freret Street.

Page 7
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17) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Medium Density to
Institutional for the property located on Lots 7 & 8, Square 672, bounded by Willow and Jena
Streets and Napoleon and S. Claiborne Avenues, in the Sixth Municipal District. The municipal
address is 2900 Napoleon Avenue.?

5. Clalborne Ave.

18) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre War to
Institutional for the properties located on Lots A, B, and C, Square 655, bounded by Cadiz
Street, Willow Street, Clara St., and Upperline St., in the Sixth Municipal District. The municipal
addresses are 2828, 2832, and 2838 Cadiz Street.

willow St

- Upperline St.

2 This property is also the subject of the FLUM amendment PD-03-04, which is also a request from Mixed Use
Medium Density to Institutional.
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19) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre War to
Institutional for the properties located on on Lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, Square 655, bounded by Cadiz
Street, Willow Street, Clara Street, and Upperline Street, in the Sixth Municipal District. The
municipal addresses are 4601 and 4613 Clara Street.

: witlow St
&
v
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Clara St.

20) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Neighborhood Commercial for the properties located on Lots C, A2 and Z, Square 450, Seventh
Municipal District, bounded by Earhart Boulevard, Monroe, Colapissa, and Leonidas Streets.
The municipal addresses are 3014 Leonidas Street, 3027 Monroe Street, and 8615 Earhart
Boulevard.
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21) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Residential Low Density Pre-War to
Mixed Use Low Density for the property is located on Square 84, bounded by S. Carrollton
Avenue, Hampson Street, Maple Street and Short Street, in the Seventh Municipal District. The
municipal addresses are 701-719 South Carrollton Ave.

22) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Parkland and Open Space (Square 612)
and Residential Low Density Pre-War (Square 613) to Residential Multi-Family Pre-War for
the properties on located on Lot 612-A, Square 612, and Lot 613-B, Square 613 (not including
the undesignated triangle portion of Square 625 on the river side of Airline Highway), Seventh
Municipal District, bounded by Palmetto Street, Eagle Street, Airline Highway, and Leonidas
Street. The municipal addresses are 8701 Palmetto Street and 3801 Monroe Street.

Alrling
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23) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Transportation to Mixed Use Low
Density for the property comprising all of Square 180 bounded by Dante, Willow, Dublin, and
Jeanette Streets, in the Seventh Municipal District. The municipal address is 8200 Jeanette
Street.

Planning District 3 Page 11



ATTACHMENT A

CM WILLIAMS’
FUTURE LAND USE MAP AMENDMENTS

A) Change of Multiple Future Land Use Map Designations from Mixed Use Low Density to
Mixed Use Medium Density for the following properties as illustrated on the map

attached hereto:

1. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 69, bounded by
Dublin St, Leak Ave., and Hampson St.

2. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 86, bounded by
Dublin St., Maple St., Leake Ave., and Dante St.

3. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 87, bounded by
Dante St., Leake Ave., and Maple St.

4. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 140, bounded
by Monroe St. extended, Oak St., Eagle St. extended, and the Mississippi
River Trail.

5. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 141, bounded
by General Ogden St., Leake Ave., and Eagle St.

6. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 142, bounded
by Oak St., The Jefferson/Orleans Parish line, and General Ogden St.

7. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 143 A, bounded
by The Jefferson/Orleans Parish line, Oak St., and General Ogden St.

8. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 144 with the
exception of lot 14, bounded by General Ogden St., Oak St., Eagle St., and
Plum St.

9. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 145 fronting
Oak St, bounded between Oak St., Eagle St., and Monroe St.

10.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 186, bounded
by Laurel St., Jefferson Ave., Magazine St., and Leontine St.

11.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 134 fronting S
Carrollton Ave. and Oak St, bounded by Oak St., S Carrollton Ave., Zimpel
St., and Dublin St.

12. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 151, bounded
by S Carrollton Ave., Plum St., Dublin St., and Oak St.

13.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 164 fronting S.
Carrollton Ave, bounded by Plum St., S Carrollton Ave., Willow St., and
Dublin St.

14.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 181 facing S
Carrollton Ave., including lot X, bounded by Willow St., Dublin St.,
Jeanette St., and S Carrollton Ave.

15.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 194, bounded

Council at Large FLUM Amendment (Williams Amendment)

by Jeanette St., Dublin St., Birch St., and S Carrollton Ave.



16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.

36.

Council at Large FLUM Amendment (Williams Amendment)
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Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 133, bounded
by Short St., Oak St., S Carrollton Ave., and Zimple St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 152, bounded
by Oak St., Short St., Plum St., and S Carrollton Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 467, bounded
by Dante St., Earhart Blvd., Dublin St., and Oleander St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 466, bounded
by Dublin St., Earhart Blvd., Oleander St., and S Carrollton Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 465, bounded
by S Carrollton Ave., Earhart Blvd., Short St., and Oleander St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 464, bounded
by Earhart Blvd., Short St., Oleander St., and Fern St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 463, bounded
by Earhart Blvd., Fern St., and Oleander St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 495, bounded
by Oleander St., S Carrollton Ave., Forshey St., and Dublin St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 496, bounded
by S Carrollton Ave., Forshey St., Short St., and Oleander St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 504, bounded
by Forshey St., Short St., Olive St., and S Carrollton Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 505, bounded
by Forshey St., Dublin St., Olive St. and S Carrollton Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 506, bounded
by Forshey St., Dublin St., Olive St., and Dante St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 536A, bounded
by Olive St., S Carrollton Ave., Dante St., and Edinburgh St. extended.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 538, bounded
by Short St., Edinburgh St S Carrollton Ave., and Olive St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 292, bounded
by O.C. Haley Blvd., Saint Andrew St., S Rampart St., and Felicity St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 267, bounded
by O.C. Haley Blvd., Saint Andrew St., Baronne St., and Felicity St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 28, bounded by
Soraparu St., Rousseau St., Jackson Ave., and Tchoupitoulas St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 29, bounded by
Rousseau St., Jackson St., Tchoupitoulas St., and Phillip St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 30, bounded by
Jackson St., Tchoupitoulas St., Rousseau St., and Josephine St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 43, bounded by
Jackson Ave., Rousseau St., Josephine St., and Saint Thomas St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 44, bounded by
Rousseau St., Jackson Ave., Saint Thomas St., and Philip St.



ATTACHMENT A

37.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 66, bounded by
Jackson Ave., Chippewa St., Saint Thomas St., and Josephine St.

38.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 248, bounded
by O.C. Haley Blvd., Terpsichore St., Baronne St., and Euterpe St.

39.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 249, bounded
by O.C. Haley Blvd., Terpsichore St., Baronne St., and Melpomene St.

40.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 242, bounded
by MLK Blvd., Baronne St., Carondelet St., and Terpsichore St.

41.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 243, bounded
by Euterpe St., Baronne St., Carondelet St., and Terpsichore St.

42.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 207, bounded
by Polymnia St., Saint Charles Ave., Felicity St., and Carondelet St.

43.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 208, bounded
by Polymnia St., Saint Charles Ave., Euterpe St., and Carondelet St.

44.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 209, bounded
by Saint Charles Ave., Terpsichore St., Carondelet St., and Euterpe St.

45.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 210, bounded
by MLK Blvd., Saint Charles Ave., Terpsichore St., and Carondelet St.

46.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 211, bounded
by Thalia St., Saint Charles Ave., MLK Blvd., and Carondelet St.

47.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 212, bounded
by Saint Charles Ave., Erato St., Carondelet St., and Thalia St.

48.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 213, bounded
Erato St., Carondelet St., Clio St., and Saint Charles Ave.

49.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 214, bounded
by Clio St., Carondelet St., Calliope St., and Saint Charles Ave.

50.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 184, bounded

wrimeee oo by Clio St Saint Charles Ave., Calliope St., and-Magaret Pl .. .

51.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 189, bounded
by Thalia St., Prytania St., Erato St., and Coliseum St.

52.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 188, bounded
by Coliseum St. and Erato St.

53.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 186, bounded
by Erato St., Coliseum St., Clio St., and Margaret PI.

54.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 156, bounded
by Erato St, Camp St., Calliope St., and Magazine St.

55.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 139, bounded
by Erato St., Magazine St., Calliope St., and Constance St.

56.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 118, bounded
by Erato St., Constance St., Calliope St. and Annunciation St.

57.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 100, bounded
by Thalia St., Annunciation St., Calliope St., and Saint Thomas St.

Council at Large FLUM Amendment (Williams Amendment) 3



ATTACHMENT A

58.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 117, bounded
by Thalia St., Constance St., Erato St., and Annunciation St.

59.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 140, bounded
by Thalia St., Magazine St., Erato St., and Constance St.

60.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 141, bounded
by Melpomene St., Magazine St., Thalia St., and Constance St.

61.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 154, bounded

by Melpomene St., Camp St., Thalia St., and Magazine St.

62.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 155, bounded
by Thalia St., Camp St., Erato St., and Magazine St.

63.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 95, bounded by
Orange St., Chippewa St., Race St., and Saint Thomas St.

64.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 79, bounded by
Orange St., Saint Thomas St., Race St., and Religious St.

65.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 80, bounded by

‘ Orange St., Religious St., Race St., and Tchoupitoulas St.

66.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 487, bounded
by Franklin Ave., Marais St., Port St., and Saint Claude Ave.

67.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 488, bounded
by Franklin Ave., Urquhart St., and Arts St.

68.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 489, bounded
by Marais St., Music St., Urquhart St., Franklin Ave., and Arts St.

69.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 395, bounded
by Saint Claude Ave., Music St., Marais St., and Franklin Ave.

70.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1930, bounded
by Florida Ave., N Broad St., Treasure St., and Allen St.

71.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1931, bounded

~--byw N Bread St., London Ave. extended, Treasure St., and-Fleride St. - oo

extended.

72.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 242, bounded
by N Roman St., Conti St., N Prieur St., and Saint Louis St.

73.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 220, bounded
by N Derbigny St., Conti St., N. Roman St., and Saint Louis St.

74.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 213, bounded
by N. Claiborne Ave., Conti St., N Derbigny St., and Saint Louis St.

75.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 224, bounded
by N Derbigny extended, Orleans Ave., N Roman St., and Saint Ann St.

76.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 690, bounded
by S Jeff Davis Parkway, Gravier St. extended, S Clark St., and Tulane
Ave.

77.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 691, bounded
by S Jeff Davis Parkway, I-10, S Clark extended, and Gravier St. extended.
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78.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 617, bounded
by N Bernadotte St., Saint Louis St., N Anthony St., City Park Ave., and
Toulouse St.

79.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 623, bounded
by N Anthony St., Saint Louis St., and City Park Ave.

80.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 845, bounded
by Bottinelli P1., Canal St., and Saint Patrick Cemetery No. 1.

81.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 628, bounded
by N Anthony St., Canal St., Helena St. extended, and Iberville St.

82.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 783 fronting
Canal St., bounded by S Carrollton Ave., Cleveland Ave., S Solomon St.,
and Canal St.

83.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 536, bounded
by N Carrollton Ave., Canal St., David St., and Iberville St.

84.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 532, bounded
by N Pierce St., Iberville St., N Carrollton Ave., and Bienville Ave.

85.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 537, bounded
by N Carrollton Ave., Iberville St., David St., and Bienville Ave.

86.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 756 fronting
Canal St., bounded by S Pierce St., Cleveland Ave., S Carrollton Ave., and
Canal St.

87.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 755, bounded
by S Scott St., Cleveland Ave., S Pierce St., and Canal St.

88.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 732, bounded
by S Cortez St., Cleveland Ave., S Scott St., and Canal St.

89.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 731, bounded
by S Telemachus St., Cleveland Ave., S Cortez St., and Canal St.

- 90~... Preperties.designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 709, beunded. .. .- ..

by S Genois St., Cleveland Ave., S Telemachus St., and Canal St.

91.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 708, bounded
by S Clark St., Cleveland Ave., S Genois St., and Canal St.

92.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 684, bounded
by S Jeff Davis Pkwy, Cleveland Ave., S Clark St., and Canal St.

93.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 683, bounded
by S Rendon St., Cleveland Ave., S Jeff Davis Pkwy., and Canal St.

94.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 658, bounded
by S Lopez St., Cleveland Ave., S Rendon St., and Canal St.

95.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 657, bounded
by S Salcedo St., Cleveland Ave., S Lopez St., and Canal St.

96.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 632, bounded
by S Gayoso St., Cleveland Ave., S Salcedo St., and Canal St.

97.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 631, bounded
by S Dupre St., Cleveland Ave., S Gayoso St., and Canal St.
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99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

118.

ATTACHMENT A

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 608, bounded
by S White St., Cleveland Ave., S Dupre St., and Canal St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 607, bounded
by S Broad St., Cleveland Ave., S White St., and Canal St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 606, bounded
by S Broad St., Palmyra St, S White St., and Cleveland Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 605, bounded
by S Broad St., Banks St., S White St., and Palmyra St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 583, bounded
by S Dorgenois St., Banks St., S Broad St., and Palmyra St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 582, bounded
by S Dorgenois St., Palmyra St., S Broad St., and Cleveland Ave.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 581, bounded
by S Dorgenois St., Cleveland Ave., S Broad St., and Canal St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 580, bounded
by S Rocheblave St., Cleveland Ave., S Dorgenois St., and Canal St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 276, bounded
by N Galvez St., Canal St., N Miro St., and Iberville St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 303, bounded
by N Miro St., Canal St., N Tonti St., and Iberville St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 304, bounded
by N Tonti St., Canal St., N Rocheblave St., and Iberville St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 381, bounded
by N Rocheblave St., Canal St., N Dorgenois St., and Iberville St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 332, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Canal St., N Broad St., and Iberville St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 364, bounded
by N Broad., Canal St., N White-St..and.Therville St..

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 363, bounded
by N Broad St., Iberville St., N White St., and Bienville Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 362, bounded
by N Broad St., Bienville Ave., N White St., and Conti St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 361, bounded
by N Broad St., Conti St., N White St., and Saint Louis St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 335, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Conti St., N Broad St., and Saint Louis St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 334, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Bienville Ave., N Broad St., and Conti St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 333, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Iberville St., N Broad St., and Bienville Ave.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 398, bounded
by N Gayoso St., Canal St., N Salcedo St., and Iberville St.
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119. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 422, bounded
by N Salcedo St., Canal St., N Lopez St., and Iberville St.

120. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 423, bounded
by N Lopez St., Canal St., N Rendon St., and Iberville St.

121.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 452 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Rendon St., Canal St., N Jeff Davis Pkwy, and
Iberville St.

122, Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 453, bounded
by N Jeff Davis Pkwy, Canal St., N Clark St. and Iberville St.

123. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 478 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Clark St., Canal St., N Genois St., and Iberville St.

124.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 479 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Genois St., Canal St., N Telemachus St., and
Iberville St.

125.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 504 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Telemachus St., Canal St., N Cortez St., and
Iberville St.

126. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 505 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Cortez St., Canal St., N Scott St., and Iberville St.

127.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 534 facing
Canal St., bounded by N Scott St., Canal St., N Pierce St., and Iberville St.

128. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 326, bounded
by N Rocheblave St., Lafitte Ave., N Dorgenois st., and Saint Peter St.

129.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 336, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Lafitte Ave., N Broad St., and Toulouse St. '

130. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 337, bounded

by N Dorgenois St., Toulouse St., N Broad St., and Saint Peter St.

«--Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density.on sguaze 260,.bounded

by N Broad St., Lafitte Ave., N White Ave., and Toulouse St.

132, Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 369, bounded
by N White St., Lafitte Ave., N Dupre St., and Toulouse St.

133.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 393, bounded
by N Dupre St., Lafitte Ave., N Gayoso St., and Toulouse St.

134.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 392, bounded
by N Dupre St., Toulouse St., N Gayoso St., and Saint Peter St.

135.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 370, bounded
by N White St., Toulouse St., N Dupre St., and Saint Peter St.

136. Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 359, bounded
by N Broad St., Toulouse St., N White St., and Saint Peter St.

137.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 358, bounded
by N Broad St., Saint Peter St., N White St., and Orleans Ave.

138.  Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 357, bounded
by N Broad St., Orleans Ave., N White St., and Saint Ann St.
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Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 356, bounded
by N Broad St., Saint Ann St., N White St., and Dumaine St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 355, bounded
by N Broad St., Dumaine St., N White St., and Saint Phillip St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 354, bounded
by N Broad St., Saint Philip St., N White St., Belle Chasse St., and
Ursulines Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 350, bounded
by N Broad St., Orchid St., Crete St., and Ursulines Ave.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 349, bounded
by N Broad St., Orchid St., Crete St., Esplanade Ave., and Bell St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1521, bounded
by N Broad St., Esplanade Ave., and De Soto St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1520, bounded
by N Broad St., De Soto St., Crete St., and Lepage St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1529, bounded
by Lepage St., Crete St., Grand Route St John, Bayou Rd., and Columbus
St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1354 fronting
Columbus St. with the addition of lot B., bounded by N Dorgenois St.,
Columbus St., N Broad St., and Laharpe St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1353, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Bayou Rd., N Broad St., and Columbus St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1345, bounded
by N Rocheblave St., Kerlerec St., N Dorgenois St., and Columbus St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1346, bounded
by N Rocheblave St., Bayou Rd., and Kerlerec St.

L.~Preperties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on-sgquare-1247, .bounded.

by N Rocheblave St., Esplanade Ave., N Dorgenois St., and Bell St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1351, bounded
by Bayou Rd., N Broad St., and De Soto St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1349, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Bell St., N Broad St., and De Soto St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1350, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Bell St., N Broad St., and De Soto St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 1348, bound by
N Dorgenois St., Esplanade Ave., N Broad Ave., and Bell St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 345, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Barracks St., N Broad St., and Esplanade Ave.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 344, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Gov. Nicholls St., N Broad St., and Barracks St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 343, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Ursulines Ave., N Broad St., and Gov. Nicholls St.



159.

160.

161.

162.

163.

164.
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Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 342, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Saint Phillip St., N Broad St., and Ursulines Ave.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 341, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Dumaine St., N Broad St., and Saint Phillip St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 340, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Saint Ann St., N Broad St., and Dumaine St.
Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 339 fronting N
Broad St. with the addition of lots 3, 4, 24, 25 and 26, bounded by N
Dorgenois St., Orleans Ave., N Broad St., and Saint Ann St.

Properties designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on square 338, bounded
by N Dorgenois St., Saint Peter St., N Broad St., and Orleans Ave.
Property designated as Mixed-Use Low Density on an undesignated lot
known as the Orleans Parish Communication District with municipal
address 118 City Park Ave.

b) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Low Density to Mixed-Use
High Density, for the property located on Lots 5-A, 2-A, 2-B, 3B, 3C, 11, and 12, Square
29, Fourth Municipal District. The municipal addresses are 439 Philip Street, 2225
Tchoupitoulas Street, 420 Jackson Avenue, and 418 Jackson Avenue. The subject
property is bounded by Jackson Avenue and Philip, Rousseau, and Tchoupitoulas Streets.

c¢) Change of Future Land Use Map Designation from Mixed Use Low Density to Mixed-Use
High Density, for the petitioned property located on the entirety of Square 28, Fourth
Municipal District. The municipal addresses are 428 and 442 Philip Street, 215 Soraporu
Street, 2330 Rousseau Street, and 2333 Tchoupitoulas Street. The subject property is
bounded by Soraporu, Philip, Rousseau, and Tchoupitoulas Streets.
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