Comments by members of the Rebuilding Louisiana Coalition on the document "Moving Beyond Recovery to Restoration and Rebirth: Urban Land Institute Makes Recommendations on Rebuilding New Orleans" released on November 17th by the Urban Land Institute:
"The panel chairman is Smedes York, president of York Properties, Inc., in Raleigh, N.C. " –  we feel that it is inappropriate for a real-estate professional to head a panel whose purpose is to rebuild a city for the benefit of its residents. This is a conflict of interest, notwithstanding the pro-bono nature of the ULI panel.

"York prefaced the panel's presentations by pointing out that the city is much smaller (having lost 300,000 residents and 160,000 jobs), and that it will take time for people to come back. Moreover, he said, there are areas of the city that the panel believes should not be developed at this time."

We feel that it is paramount that the principle of the right to return of all New Orleans residents – "resident" meaning residing in the city before Katrina struck – be affirmed. Rather than saying that "it will take time for people to come back," we should be committed to ensuring that they have the opportunity to come back. 

 "...Making New Orleans  a more livable and equitable city capable of both luring back displaced residents"

"Luring back displaced residents" implies that displaced residents have a choice as to whether to return or not. Many of them do not, any more than they had a choice as to whether or not to leave and in many cases of where they went. Luring people back is not enough. Displaced residences should have the right to return and destitution should be no obstacle to their returning.

"The panelists pointed to the vast potential of the rebuilding process as a source of short-term and long-term economic growth for the city. 'A great opportunity will be lost if steps are not taken immediately to ensure that as much of the new economic activity as possible directly benefits city residents and local businesses,' said panel member Patrick Phillips, president of Economics Research Associates in Washington, D.C."

The term "city residents" must be defined as meaning anyone residing in the city before Katrina struck, and the economic growth being spoken of must translate into jobs for those who most need them, ensuring that they have the opportunity to return and fill those jobs – beginning with the work involved with installation of temporary housing to house displaced residents needing work, and continuing with debris clearing, debris disposal and recycling, rebuilding, and new construction.
"In terms of immediate economic development actions, the panel recommended giving top priority to local, small and minority businesses for rebuilding work, and the creation of job-linked training and workforce development." 

[...]

"The panelists noted a pressing need for the immediate production of workforce housing, pointing to its direct connection to the economic recovery of New Orleans businesses."

Displaced young New Orleanians should be housed in temporary housing and employed in rebuilding, receiving job-linked training in the building trades as they work in an apprenticeship capacity with the possibility of advancing in a chosen trade to the full extent of their capabilities.

One solution to the need for the immediate production of workforce housing is to install FEMA-provided trailers on parking lots on high ground. Legal tools such as restrictive easement  could be used by city and/or state authorities to provide space for temporary housing on parking lots, with owners being properly compensated and their titles respected, as provided in easement laws. 

"In addition, the panelists discussed interim housing issues, including the need for an ample supply of site locations, design issues, and the need to foster greater community acceptance through constant consultation and a dismantling schedule."

This statement gives the impression that there is an agenda for demolition in certain neighborhoods where residents (again including pre-Katrina residents) may not have a choice as to whether their homes are demolished ("dismantling" here is clearly a euphemism for "demolition").  Should investigation show this to be the case, then it must be ensured that residents of low-lying neighborhoods will be given equal opportunities, regardless of the neighborhood, to have a voice in the fate of their communities. We agree with the paragraph elsewhere in the ULI document stating:

"Recovery must be equitable, sustainable and mobilize as many citizens as possible. Panelists noted that the reconstruction process needs to be phased, beginning with the areas that are safe, and which offer the best opportunities for restoration and development. Areas of the city that were severely damaged will require more time for decisions regarding restoration, and these decisions must be made in a transparent and fair process, they said,"

but we are highly wary of statements like "beginning with the areas that are safe..." and "Areas of the city that were severely damaged will require more time for decisions regarding restoration...",  for we feel that the decision as to which areas are safe and which are severely damaged must not be used as a tool for ethnic and socio-economic restructuring of New Orleans. Those decisions themselves – and not only decisions regarding restoration once a prior, non-transparent ruling has been made as to which areas are to be restored  ​–  must be made "in a transparent and fair process." The same observation applies to the later statement:

"...assigning priorities to geographic areas most environmentally suitable for development..."

