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Represent almost 200 residents. f rom1 70 dweltting,:s with a 
broad rang:e of business and prof,e,ss··,011al skHLs~ 

► Constructively· engaging with the WHICA. 

Conducted a commiunity Wlide survey exploring 'what is your 
vis,ion for 19th St NW"? 

Summary of R,esullts: 

94% -of the re:spondents. thought it was critical or ,of high 
imp-ortance to keep the current he·ight r,estr·iction 

~ Believe in densification of 19th Street NW. 
"' Support a wide variety of building types to increase densification 

within the existing height restrictions. 
• Believe that 19th St, N\"I should be devek,ped at cl tower level of 

devetop1ment inten:sity than 10th St .. NW or 33rd Ave. SW. 
• Request a formal City ted engag,ement process in a m,aster planned 

approach to red:evelopmen t. 



) f l t 1 

Engage w~th community and create a local area plan 

What's Appropriate for 19th 'Street · •. W lo ger term? 

Scale/Height - community supports 110m not 19'm., 

Frami'ng ,of street - 1maintain ballance 'with West s1ide 
mult11-use (10 m he1ght) 

Protect the pedestri:an expeni,ence 

Safety - cyclis'ts ,& pedestri,a 1S (es,pecialty chilldren 
walk.i:ng to school) 

► 1·9th is a different kind of ,trMain Street" 

No,t 10th Stree·t NW or 33rd Ave, SW 1(commonly cited 
analogs) 

Maintain community feel 



w-at does, that :mean and what. does it ~ooik l.ike when it':s 
don·e· · well7 • • ' • : 1 • • . .. ' · • • - I II 

Syimmetry? 

Balance? 

Pleasing to the ey·e? 

• AU of the above and more ..... 
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Disc ss 19 h I., l • ,r.110 I -



Current design not contextually appropriate 

;& Discuss 19th 
i..n, ... . - .. 



► Take a pause.. Engage· •with the i0ff1ered community 

resources (1res.idents a. WH(A) to do this right andl create a 

long.er-term vision f'or 1·9th Street .. 

► Otherw1se, don't set a pireoedent that wiU destroy the 

com1munity f,eel and experience, Maintain a balance with 

the ex1stin · multi-use developme t by H , ·1t·ng the 19+2 

p,roposa[ to working within the bu;[,d1ng height 

restric,t· on of 1 O m1eters. 



Deita fled surve,y fl ndi n g,s provided as a separate s ubm1fss1 on 

D scuss19th ,.1 • 

Discuss 1· 9tn 

Represe nti1mg 196 residents from 
70 ··ndividual dweltings 

'''While we sh a:re the desire to re· 
develop t lhi s pa reel of tan d - the 

scale of d eve [o,p m,ent prop ose!I by 
the App[ican t greaUy ,exceeds the 
scale of red eve lop me nt a def'~ n ed 

by· our members in our Vi sio ni 

Survey" 

Appll cant has, fa' led to .address 
the· con ce,rn s ra ~sed by· the 
1comm unity. Engagement was not 
dooe wn goo di fan h ~ 



Detailed statemen . of posu t ion p rovilded as s.epara te sub1mi:ss ilon 

Summary of Pos1tton on LOC2019-001 15,: 

• The application in its current form would be significantly tatler 
than neighboring buiildi ngs constructed under the current 1 Om 
height restrictions and would not correctly '''frame· the streetu, 

• The .applicant couild address comm.unity concerns on height by 
incorporathig their newly acquired adjacent lot into the des],gn .. 

• Approving the application at this scalle and intensity would 
preclude the ability of future engagem.erit opportunities to define 
the future of the street. 

• The application fa Hs to achieve a ''''sensitive transition" to 
neighboring properties as required. 


