August 12, 2005

St Cherles Parish S e e 27 40
“Department ofPlanning & 7oning = T T e e ol G s
Phillip Dufrene " HE ST .

DedrMr. Dufrene, ™~

This lefter is fo ask the Department of planning and Zoning fo reconsider their recommendation in favor of the
proposed 6<ooo+53 of Iris Street (formerly Third Street). | feel that the Planning and Zoning Department should
have no position or oppose this proposal .&h?@ following reasons: 1) Most importantly, the proposed
revocation will interfere with the future orderly development of the two adjacent strips of land 2) The only
people in favor of the revocation are the Umso:omolmm of the parish giving away land that has value:
furthermore, the neighborhood does not support this revocation 3) The local law providing for the revocation of
a street provides for the resubdivision of the street into the adjacent properties; the proposed resubdivision. does

I i T e PEN TR § e N
not proviae 1or 1riis.

The mission of your department is to have the foresight to plan for the future orderly development of St. Charles
Parish. This is perhaps the most salient reason that your department should oppose this proposed revocation.
When the St. Rose subdivision was first laid out, Mr. Payne had the foresight to plan for the inevitable growth of
this area. A logical array of streets connecting St. Rose Avenue to the west including and extending beyond
Ouak Street was planned. "As you can see from the enclosed sketch, these streefs still provide valuable access

forthe future controlied development of the Iand to the west.

There:is no public'interest served in revoking the parish's ownership rights to Third St. The proposed give away
only benefits two families of the parish. There is no widespread support for this revocation. There is absolutely
ne benefit ,,”@oﬁaﬂmwﬁo the neighborhood or the parish by converting this public land to private ownership.

The ‘providing for the revocation of astreet states that the iand should be resubdivided into the adjacent
properties.” As you can see from the enclosed definitions, my property is clearly an adjacent property yet is not
included in theresubdivision. Even if you used the more restrictive terminology abutting from the Planning and
Zoning Departments analysis there is no doubt that my property has “actual contact at a bounding line” and
should be included in any resubdivision.

As a final note, while various public departments are not currently using Third Street it is not their responsibility to
plan for the orderly Q®<m_003®3 of the adjacent land.

If you have time, | would like to meet with vou and Mr. Romano. if you have ﬂw_%ﬂcmmmajm. i can be reached
twenty-four hours a day by calling {504) 712-0074 and requesting that I be paged. My home number is (504)
469-4262. : ‘ T

Sincerely,

Randall Wegmann, DVM

cc: Steve Romano
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