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Alex Weiner

From: klgrund@sbcglobal.net
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2023 12:36 PM
To: Alex Weiner
Subject: FW: LSU Mariners Village Property Plans Comments of Lawrence Grundmann, 301 Mariners Is. 70448, 

for inclusion in Planning Committee Zoning Change Application Record
Attachments: DISCUSSION POINTS FOR ZONING COMMITTEE MEETING 2022.9.21.DOCX

Good Morning Alex 
 
As follow on to my earlier email for the upcoming meeting wherein I noted elements not clearly addressed, I reviewed our 
first submittal comments (on Sept. 21, 2022) which were to be read into the record of the meeting but were not. Several of 
the items contained therein also were not fully vetted by the Commission. 
 
Virtually all of the variances from the 1998 Ordinance designating this as Planned Residential parcel are driven by 
enhancing the economics of the developer. Thus his reluctance to reduce or eliminate the hotel and event center or amend 
parking assumptions to be more realistic. The Commission should perform studies to determine if the perceived (advertised) 
economic benefits justify the substitution of the very commercial neighbors that many of those who brought the residential 
growth to this neighborhood over the last 40 years were seeking to leave behind -exactly what this current zoning change is 
proposing- are not harmed by permitting this change. We have seen no such evaluation and justification   
 
It is interesting to note that Ordinance 98-40 made some specific findings by noting in particular that:  … the requested 
zoning designation … and its development … will serve the best interests of the City of Mandeville by protecting existing 
residential neighborhoods in the vicinity of the Property from the possible intrusion of commercial uses and other 
types of residential uses which, by their nature and/or size, may be deleterious to that neighborhood; … 
 
It is our plea that careful consideration be given to the impacts on existing residents who came here relying on the 
expressed intents and aspirations of the City leaders to preserve the residential nature of their neighborhood.  
 
Respectfully submitted  
Larry Grundmann 
301 Mariners Island 
Mandeville, LA 
530-680-7121 
 
 
 
From: klgrund@sbcglobal.net <klgrund@sbcglobal.net>  
Sent: Wednesday, September 21, 2022 1:51 PM 
To: aweiner@cityofmandeville.com 
Subject: LSU Mariners Village Property Plans Comments of Lawrence Grundmann, 301 Mariners Is. 70448, for inclusion 
in Planning Committee Zoning Change Application Record 
 
Dear Mr. Weiner; 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to place concerns of the neighboring public before the Planning Commission on this 
extremely important issue. After discussions with several of our neighbors here in Mariners Island, I am submitting the 
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attached comments for inclusion in the Zoning Change proceeding records. I am also prepared to read these at the 
Zoning Committee Meeting tonight if permitted. 
 
Lawrence Grundmann, 
530-680-7121 
 

aweiner
Pencil



1

Alex Weiner

From: klgrund@sbcglobal.net
Sent: Monday, March 20, 2023 1:57 PM
To: Alex Weiner
Subject: RE:  LSU Mariners Village Property Plans Additional (#6) Comments of Lawrence Grundmann, 301 

Mariners Is. 70448, for inclusion in Planning Committee Zoning Change Application Record

 
Hi Alex- 
 
A neighbor and fellow boater asked me to add this to my submissions for this next meeting tonight: 
 

As a boater, I have been in Marinas all over the area including Mariners Village Marina. Boating is inherently a 
social activity. 18 parking places for 102 slips is totally inadequate. The Pelican Yacht Club and the Park across 
the street disproves the adequacy  of this ratio. You have only to go there on a weekend or holiday and see all 
lots totally full and people parked everywhere. People will park everywhere around the new marina, if built. 
They will fill up the construction company lot as they do now on weekends and park everywhere in the adjacent 
facilities. There will be constant complaints to the police. Everyone will say what was the P&Z thinking.  

 
Thank you, 
LARRY GRUNDMANN 
301 Mariners Island , 70448 
530-680-7121 
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Alex Weiner

From: klgrund@sbcglobal.net
Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2023 4:03 PM
To: Cara Bartholomew
Cc: Alex Weiner
Subject: LSU Mariners Village Property Plans: Additional Comments of Lawrence Grundmann, 301 Mariners Is. 

70448, for inclusion in Planning Committee Zoning Change Application Record

It is requested that this correspondence be included in the applica on records and distributed to the Planning 
Commission Members before its April 17, 2023 Mee ng  
 
Dear Ms. Bartholomew: 
Hopefully you recall my various wri en submi als and oral comments on the proposed LSU Health Founda on Lessee’s 
(Woodward’s) Proposal throughout the process since its first hearing on September 21 of last year. I and my 6 neighbors 
in the Mariners Island Condo building directly across the “lollypop s ck” from the proposed project parcel are probably 
the closest homeowners to this proposed project. 
Unfortunately, I will be unable to a end the April 17, mee ng where the Commission is scheduled to render its final 
decision.  Par cularly disturbing is that there is no published lis ng of the public’s ques ons with them collated by 
categories and the developer/Commission responses, mi ga on plans or reason for rejec on of those issues as stated 
there would be. I have submi ed to Mr. Weiner several examples of unanswered issues but the expected lis ng would 
be er capture any missed ones.  

A major driver of the proposed project’s impact on immediate area residen al neighbors is that virtually all of the 
variances from the County CLURO and the 1998 Ordinance designating this as Planned Residential parcel are driven by 
enhancing the economics for the developer. This may explain (but not justify) his reluctance to reduce the size of the hotel 
and eliminate the event center and moderate most other commercial aspects or amend parking assumptions to be more 
realistic. The Commission should perform studies to determine if the perceived (advertised) public’s economic benefits 
justify the substitution of the very commercial neighbors that many of those who brought the residential growth to this 
neighborhood over the last 40 years were seeking to leave behind -exactly what this current zoning change is proposing- 
are not irrevocably harmed by permitting this change. We have seen no such evaluation and justification by the Planning 
Commission.    
It is interesting to note that the property’s existing zoning Ordinance 98-40 made some specific findings by noting in 
particular that “:  … the requested zoning designation … and its development … will serve the best interests of the City of 
Mandeville by protecting existing residential neighborhoods in the vicinity of the Property from the possible 
intrusion of commercial uses and other types of residential uses which, by their nature and/or size, may be 
deleterious to that neighborhood; …”. Many, if not most of the proposed project’s neighbors made the surrounding area 
their home based on this principle.  
It is our plea that careful consideration be given to the impacts on existing residents who came here relying on the 
expressed intents and aspirations of the City leaders to preserve the residential nature of their neighborhood.  
Most importantly, given recent economic shifts which are most certainly increasing costs of the project, the developer will be 
seeking to further exploit the site to reestablish economics he envisioned at the time of the originally proposal submittal. 
One avenue seemingly already being explored is to allow all age group rentals of the apartments rather than the senior, 55+ 
restriction that underpins almost every “code variance” request by the developer. If the Commission does not unequivocally 
tie-down that restriction for all time to any authorization of this proposed, it could not do a greater disservice to our 
community and its residents. 
A subset hurdle of memorializing this age restriction is that the Property owner, LSU Health Foundation of New Orleans, is 
not the developer applicant, but rather a Developer Lessee of 99 years duration, Woodward. Further complicating the 
efficacy and permeance of such a restriction is the proposal that the apartment management will likely be a concession 
operator under contract to the Developer. Any restriction must be able to reach through all of these layers to be permanently 
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effective. It is hoped, if any permitting ordinance for any zoning variance and the age restriction is written, it will be 
confected to effectively reach through all these layers for all time.  
We appreciate the hard work the P&Z Staff is putting into this review, but we are concerned that the negative impacts on 
existing residential neighbors is being unjustifiably minimized or even ignored. 
Thank you for your indulgence in reading this I hope you and your staff will explore the suggestions that have been 
submitted on behalf of many of my neighbors who have indicated the same sentiments and concerns about unanswered 
questions. 
Sincerely, 
L.C. Grundmann, Jr. 
301 Mariners Island 
Mandeville 
530-680-7121 
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Alex Weiner

From: Matt Taylor <matt.taylor@propertyone.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 12, 2023 9:00 AM
To: Alex Weiner
Subject: Sucette Harbor

Hi, Alex.  I’m writing to inform you of my support of the Sucette Harbor development on the Mandeville 
lakefront.  I’m a resident of Mandeville (Beau Chene).  As owner of Property One, a regional commercial real estate 
firm with offices across the state, I’ve had a lot of experience with real estate development, and my experience 
leads me to conclude that Sucette Harbor would be a great benefit to Mandeville.    
 
Here are the key points for me: 
 
- It’s the right developer.  Paul Flower has a great track record and has the resources and experience to get this 
project done the right way.  He’s been around long enough to understand how to make a project work and not 
gouge the surrounding community.  That’s not an insignificant point - a lot of developers are completely self-
centered and don’t see the bigger picture.  Paul is not that.  He’s experienced and reasoned.  He’s the right guy to be 
respectful of the existing culture.   
 
- The proposed development is the right use for the site.  Having a high end, first class development like this on our 
waterfront will only add to the Mandeville vibes that attract people here.  I can think of other projects that would 
be successful here and benefit developers, but I can’t think of any that would benefit Mandeville as much as this 
one would.  
 
Again, as a resident and expert in commercial real estate/development, I’m in support of this project from 
Woodward happening in our backyard.  I’m very excited to see this come to fruition.  
 
If you have any questions, I’d be happy to speak to you about it.   
 

Matt Taylor 
President 
Property One, Inc. 
Licensed in Louisiana 
 
t:504.681.3428  |  c:504.343.3428 
3500 N. Causeway Blvd., Suite 600 
Metairie, LA 70002 
Property One, Inc. is licensed in LA, MS, TX, and  
GA 
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Alex Weiner

From: Allen Churchill <a.churchill@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, April 14, 2023 7:13 AM
To: Alex Weiner
Subject: Sucette Harbor

 

Dear Sir,  

  

I am writing in support of the Sucette Harbor development which i understand is under consideration 
by the Mandeville zoning and planning commission.   

  

Like many North Shore residents I am perhaps reflexively suspicious of big development projects that 
could degrade our quality of life, increase traffic, etc.. However, I think the Sucette Harbor project is of 
high quality and realistic.  It is also my understanding that the developers have an attractive track 
record with multiple projects.  Additionally, I feel like that some day someone is going to develop that 
land so It might as well be a well conceived project like this one. 

  

My take on this project may be a little different from others as I am in the business of assisting 
retirees and pre-retirees with planning for their old age and help them manage long term care issues 
and insurance.  I think it would be a boon to the Mandeville area to have a new first class facility to 
serve our population.   

  

On a more personal note my father is currently a resident of Poydras Home on Magazine street in 
New Orleans.  I can assure you that families who currently travel 45 minutes there and back to visit 
their elderly loved ones would have rather had options in the Mandeville area.  South Shore travel 
times there and back can be a considerable strain.  This reality leads me to think this project has 
every chance of working. 

  

It is with these thoughts in mind that I urge your positive consideration of this project.   

  

  

Allen Churchill 
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1925 America st. 

Mandeville La. 70448 

985-630-8351 
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Alex Weiner

From: Andrew Ellender <andrew.ellender@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 15, 2023 11:04 AM
To: Alex Weiner
Subject: Sucette Harbor

Hello Alex,  
 
The building height should be allowed as it is part of the comprehensive plan for Mandeville.  The CLURO and the plan 
do not match up and this should be an exception until the CLURO can be updated.  
 
Parking should not overflow into the neighboring streets.  Please raise this issue and help us understand how this will be 
prevented.  Can you recommend any enforcement verbiage that forces the owners to increase parking space if it 
becomes a problem in the future? 
 
I am fine with cutting down 3 oak trees if they are unhealthy and replacing them with the proposed amount of new 
trees.  Can enforcement language be recommended that forces them to replace any trees that die or are damaged on 
their property? 
 
--  
Best Regards, 
 
Andrew Ellender 
780 Lambert st 
Mandeville, LA 70448 
(985) 218-3135  
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