May 4, 2011

To: City of Des Moines Council

Re: Zoning for downtown Des Moines, WA

I like the small town feel and charm of Des Moines. | feel comfortable walking in the downtown area. |
live further up the hill near the high scheol, but | shop, bank, patronize restaurants and have friends that
live on 6™ and 8™ Avenue near town.

When | dog sit for my friends on 8™ Avenue | have a beautiful view of the Sound. 1know | as well as
they would miss that view if large buildings were to be built up, plus you would have traffic problems
and parking problems as well. People didn’t buy homes with a view to have them blocked by taller
buildings.

The Ballard area used to have a small town feel. it has been built up so much, so congested, parking
terrible. Not every city needs to be urbanized.

There are new apartments on 99 that are still standing and vacant. If they want to build, why not up on
the highway where the traffic goes and the rapid ride bus.

| know people want to develop, but there are so many store fronts that are still empty in downtown Des
Moines. We're still in a recession-and these small businesses are struggling. | know they say change is
good, but sometimes having familiarity and stability are a good thing.
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Denise Lathrop

From:

Sent: Thursday, May 05, 2011 11:54 AM
To: Denise Lathrop

Subject: Marina District input and questions?

Denise Lathrop

Do we have a fiscal impact analysis of the proposed Marina District ordinance?

(Education web sites -

(http://www.lic.wisc.edu/shapingdane/facilitation/all resources/impacts/analysis fiscal.h
tm),

What are the ordinance components on living wage employment in the MD (Marina District}?

What are the strategies and associated tactics for providing a living family wage
residence's in the MD?

What are dollar amounts called out in "public investments" -- a second way, is to ask the
guestion, 1s what are the budgeted, fiscal dollars, for the iltem called public

investments.

Thank you
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Denise Lathrop

From: Tony Piasecki

Sent: ‘ Thursday, May 05, 2011 3:01 PM
To: Denise Lathrop

Subject: FW: form

Denise,

Did these comments go through on our website? If not, here they are. If yes, here they are again.

Tony Piasecki
Des Moines City Manager

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: The information contained in this electronic communication is personal, privileged and/or confidential information
intended only for the use of the Individual{s) or entity{ies) to which it has been addressed. If you read this communication and are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication, cther than delivery to the
intended recipient is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediate!y notify the sender by reply e-mail,
Thank you.

From:

Sent: Saturday, April 30, 2011 3:12 PM
To: Tony Piasecki

Subject: form

Hello, my computer seemed to be having trouble with the comment form on the Marina District rezoning changes. I'm not
sure it went through or not. Can you forward to the appropriate city dept? Thanks.
Here are my comments:

1. Creating additional parking sounds like a good idea, but how does angled parking affect/delay traffic flow? 1 nead
more information on this option before providing an opinion.

2.1 beliéve that maximizing dynamic pedestrian space in any community is a good thing

3. | fear this would create even more of a blockade than now exists to our best asset - the waterfront park, marina and the
views. There is already too much of a barrier between Marine View Drive and the waterfront area because of the tall
condos that line 6th Avenue. To create even taller buildings does not make sense to me as a resident. | am against it.
Perhaps a plan to direct traffic to 7th Ave. businesses through attractive signage and other visual cues could improve
access to the secondary business district there.

4. NO - keep the tall buildings up on HWY 99,

| feel this option will ruin what downtown Des Moines has going for it - a seaside location with a marina, waterfront park,
and walkable downtown. Allowing tall buildings takes away what | value about Des Moines and also ruins the
opportunities for what Des Moines COULD become. | moved here in part because of the low key business district and
restrictions of building heights. Take a look at all the charming seaside communities throughout Puget Sound that have a
vibrant economic vibe and attract visitors from far and wide: they don't allow tall buildings in their seaside district. Instead,
they make use of what they have to offer through their charm, their beauty, and the events that attract visitors to their
area. In my opinion, allowing tall buildings will ruin downtown Des Moines and is a foolish short-term solution to some
difficult economic times, one that has long-term consequences that cannot be changed once the ball gets rolling. | had
hoped fo stay and retire in Des Moines, but the changes that are being proposed will most likely cause me to move from
here. | have moved more than once because of short-sighted development. | go back to the areas | once lived in or
visited that have altowed tall buildings and too much development ... over the years they are loosing vibrancy not gaining
it. Personally, moving away from Des Moines is unfortunate for many reasons, not the least of which is that the value of
my property will be lowered if the tall buildings are allowed to be developed.


dlathrop
Rectangle


5. When discussing tall buildings, | would prefer anything that minimizes their massive profile so tall buildings with varying
heights are preferable to me than one massive building. For me, the bottom line is that | don't approve of tall buildings in
downtown Des Moines.

6. | feel there is not enough time for concerned citizens to weigh in on this crucial topic before the council votes on it.
Rezoning is such a major issue and it has the potential to completely change Des Moines. How many citizens really even
know that the vote is coming? One postcard and a couple of meetings don't fulfill the city's obligation to its citizens, in my
opinion.

If | had more time to research and speak to my fellow citizens, | feel | could offer much more feedback on other ideas and
options for Des Moines to consider besides the option of allowing tall buildings. In the limited research I've been able to
do, it would appear that preserving walkable downtowns with a sense of community and utilizing our massive waterfront
resource by attracting more visitors through events and small, non-costly attractions would go more in the long run toward
allowing Des Moines to reach its potential than allowing tall, massive buildings, which in my opinion will destroy the
character of Des Moines. As | stated above in item 4, look at other vibrant, waterfront communities throughout Puget
Sound. | make it a point to visit these other communities a lot - you won't see the most successful communities allowing
tall buildings. Once the tall buildings move in, so does crime, congestion, and the reason that people like to visit these
charming locations - their charm is destroyed through the tall buildings. Instead of changing the zoning laws, could the
coungil instead look at ONE site along Marine View Drive and ONE site along 7th Avenue that you feel is ripe for
redevelopment, educate the citizens about wha is interested in developing the site(s) along with the potential businesses
that would be interested in moving in, and allow us to consider these one or two projects instead of massively changing
the entire community through your rezoning plan?
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From: Tony Piasecki

Sent: Thursday, May 06, 2010 10:40 AM

To: Grant Fredricks; Pat Bosmans; Denise Lathrop; Robert Ruth
Cc: Lorri Ericson; Marion Yoshino

Subject: FW: Building heights

FYI

From: shecklers@comcast.net [mailto:shecklers@comcast.net]
Sent: Wednesday, May 05, 2010 8:28 PM

To: Tony Piasecki

Subject: Fwd: Building heights

FYI

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: I

To: bsheckler@desmoineswa.gov

Sent: Monday, May 3, 2010 1:27:49 PM GMT -08:00 US/Canada Pacific
Subject: Building heights

Dear Bob,

I have met you several times over the years - | am an avid gardener and live on
10th. Avenue South @ 225th. - just east of Dan Sherman's property.

My husband and | own a commercial construction company and have been building
for over 25 years .

We are very concerned about the risk of building heights being raised in the City of
Des Moines. As you know, one of the great things about Des Moines is the number of
view properties that we enjoy. It would be detrimental to both the City and the residents
of this great city to raise building heights - which will block existing views that residents
enjoy and be a detriment to the City's integrity.

| do agree that the City of Des Moines could use more commercial/retail businesses
- especially in the downtown area - but raising building heights is not the way to attract
more business. This would only have a benefit to the builder - expanding their square
footage per lot, but would do nothing to enhance the downtown area.

Please exercise caution in this area. Once building heights are raised it is impossible
to lower them again and the damage it would do to existing view property is
immeasurable. Lowering our property values by taking away our residential views will
create more problems than the benefits from raising the heights.

Please know that the majority of the citizens of Des Moines who enjoy this great
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small town atmosphere do not want taller buildings along Marine View Drive. There is a
place for taller buildings and that is on Pacific Highway South where they are the norm.

Thank you for taking the time to read this.

Take care - | am sure | will see you around at a nursery or two this spring!
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Denise Lathrop

From: Dale Southwick

Sent: Monday, May 09, 2011 3:19 PM

To: Denise Lathrop

Subject: FW: Citizen Action Request from Website

From:
Sent: Monday, May 09, 2011 3:06 PM
Subject: Citizen Action Request from Website

This message was sent from:
http://www.desmolineswa.gov/sug/sug. html

Are you kidding, raising th e building high limits to help only a few realators and
developers at cur exspence? WHY? we have many empty spaces in our town now, what well
this do for us families already here enjoying this great view of the sound? I have lived
here 30 years and invested in 5 homes for 4 generations please nof not fourse us to move
on. Please clean up this town so families would want to come here. Example the weeds all
alcng the bridge coming into town from the north, 1 would be one of the first to
voulinteer to help clean up ocur city! I,am also gecing to get very active in this up
coming city election. Thank you for listing to me. Sorry for the spelling.
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Denise Lathrop

From: Denise Lathrop

Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2011 3:29 PM

To: 'Scott Freeman'

Cc: Tony Piasecki; Grant Fredricks

Subject: RE: Marina District input and questions?

Thank you for your comments. I have provided responses to your questions helow:

1. No, we have not conducted a fiscal impact analysis of the proposed Marina District
Ordinance (Draft Ordinance No. 11-011). The Marina District has been underperforming as
a commercial district for the past decade and continues to decline. The proposed
ordinance has been developed in a effort to spur investment in the Marina District,
increase property values, and provides commercial and residential density that supports
our existing businesses, elevates our economy and revitalizes the area.

2. The proposed ordinance does not set any specific strategy for living wage employment.
The D~C Downtown Commercial zone currently allows for a mix of retail, commercial
residential uses that provide opportunities for businesses that pay family wages to
locate in our City.

3. The proposed ordinance deoces not set any specific strategy for providing living family
wage residences (i.e., affordable housing) within the Marina District. Des Moines
currently (and historically) has one of the largest inventcries cof affordable housing in
South King County as well as King County as a whole.

4. The Public Benefit Incentive System that is referenced in the proposed crdinance
would establish a system by which new development that takes advantage of the proposed
height bonus would be required to pay for or provide some public benefit feature. In
terms of cother pubklic investments, the potential growth associated with the propcsed
ordinance is within the range planned for by the City and public service and utility
providers. A review of the respective capital facility and utility plans addressing
transportation, water, sewer, stormwater, power and emergency services was conducted as
part of the SEPA analysis of the proposed crdinance.

Please feel free to contact me if vou need clarification of my responses or have any
other questions. :

Regards,

Deniss E. Lathrop, AICP

Planning Manager

City of Des Moines

21630 1lth Avenue S., Suite D
Des Molnes, WA 98198-6398
Phone: (206) 870-6563

E-mail: dlathropldesmoineswa.gov

From:
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2011 12:47 PM

To: Desnise Lathrop

Subject: Re: Marina District input and questions?

Any feedback on these constructs?

i
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Denise Lathrop

Do we have a fiscal impact analysis of the preoposed Marina District
ordinance? (Fducation web sites -
ihttp://www.lic.wisc.edu/shapingdane/facilitation/all rescurces/impact
s/analysis fiscal,htm),

What are the ordinance components on living wage employment in the MD
(Marina District)?

What are the strategies and associated tactics for providing a living
family wage residence's 1in the MD?

What are dollar amounts called out in "public investments”" -- a second
way, is to ask the guestion, is what are the budgeted, fiscal dollars,

for the item called public investments.

Thank you

VOV VY VY VYV VYV VY VY VY Y VY VY


dlathrop
Rectangle

dlathrop
Rectangle


Denise Lathrop

From: Tony Piasecki

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2011 4:01 PM

To: Grant Fredricks; Denise Lathrop; Robert Ruth; Jason Sullivan
Cc: Lorri Ericson; Marion Yoshino

Subject: FW: SEPA Determination, Building height increase

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

FYl. Please make sure this is part of the record.

Tony Piasecki
Des Moines City Manager

CONFIDENTIALITY STATEMENT: The infarmation contained in this electronic communication is personal, privileged and/or confidential information
intended only for the use of the individual(s) or entity(les) to which it has been addressed. If you read this communication and are not the
intended reciplent, you are hereby notified that any disseminaticn, distribution or copying of this communication, other than delivery to the
intended recipient is strictly prohibitad. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately notify the sender by reply e-mail.
Thank you.

From: Dan Sherman

Sent: Wednesday, May 11, 2011 3:55 PM

To: Tony Piasecki

Subject: FW; SEPA Determination, Building height increase

Tony,

Here is another e-mail about Marina District Zoning sent to councilmembers.
...Dan

From:

Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2011 5:44 PM

To: dan sherman; Scott Thomasson; Carmen Scott; Dave Kaplan; bsheckler@desmoineswa.gov; Matt Pina; M. Musser
Subject: SEPA Determination, Building height increase

Dear Mayor and Councilmembers,

I am writing to you regarding the Downtown Zoning/Marina District planning and zoning and the proposal to increase
building heights in the City of Des Moines. My husband and I have been General Contractors for over twenty five years
with concentration in the last twelve years of commerical building and remodelling.

I have lived on 10th. Avenue South and 225th. for over twenty years also and am very concerned about this proposal to
raise building heights.

I do not believe, nor does my husband, | . that raising building heights in Des Moines will have a positive
effect on our community or the downtown area. Des Moines, unfortunately, has had a reputation among bhuilders in the
area of being a difficult place to build. This is one component of the problems in Des Moines that raising the building
heights will not solve. If building heights are raised along Marine View Drive they will block valuable residential views and
create a dark corridor for our main street. This will not bring in businesses - the current building heights have not been
what has kept business away from Des Moines - that is the least of your problems. Concentrating on making Des Moines
a place that people WANT to do business would be a good first step in building a downtown that is vibrant and thriving.
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Des Moines as lacked any kind of downtown visition that would tie the main street together to create a destination for
shoppers - it is a hodgepodge of buildings that have no cohesiveness, no sense of community and no common thread.
Raising the building heights will not solve these problems - but will create a whole host of other problems - not the least
is a reduction in property values of all the view property to the east of Marine View Drive,

The Mayor and Council would be of better service o this community to create a cohesive vision for Des Moines that
would make it a destination for shoppers and rastaurant goers - a five story building won't do this | Start by making
business want to locate in Des Moines - this could be done by creating a more friendly building department, offering
incentives for businesses to do business in Des Moines and creating an atmosphere for small business to thrive in this
city. None of these things exist right now.

I hope that our City Council and Mayor will think twice before approving any kind of bulding height increase along Marine
View Drive and instead start concentrating on the real problems that Des Moines faces.

Sincerely,
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My name i [

First | want to thank the council for sending out the a meeting notice card alerting residents
to the proposed height changes for the Marina District and holding two open houses
explaining what the changes entail. This is a monumental change that if approved will have
irreversible changes to our community. Myself and my husband, Peter DiMartino are totally
against the proposed increase to building heights in the Marina District of 65 feet on 7"
Avenue and 45 feet with a bonus to 65 feet on Marine View Drive. We are asking the council

to vote no on the rezoning proposal for these reasons:

We do not believe that raising building heights in Des Moines will have a positive effect on our
community or the downtown area. If building heights are raised along Marine View Drive they
will block valuable residential views, create a dark corridor for Marine View Drive and 7th Ave,
and trap aircraft noise from SeaTac’s 3rd runway. | attended the May 4 open house and saw
nothing on how these new heights will impact the 3rd runway noise. My quality of life is
impacted by the aircraft that [and and takeoff on the 3rd runway. One can’t have a
conversation outside when the planes are flying over downtown Des Moines and at times we
smell jet fuel. We just spent $900.00 to replace our triple pane windows because the sealants
failed. We attribute this to the vibration caused by the 3™ runway traffic. Please don’t make

the problem worst by boxing in the residents east of Marine View Drive.

We don’t believe the current building heights have been the reasons that have kept business
away from Des Moines. We believe that living near a busy airport runway is what keeps
business away. The airport employs about 21,000 people and their business affects our

community. No one wants to listen to the plane noise.

From our observations the Marina District has plenty of retail and commercial space,
Unfortunately the city lacks a downtown business association and has an abundance of slum
lords so we have a hodgepodge of buildings that have no cohesiveness, no sense of
community and no common thread. Has the council considered offering incentives to the

commercial property owner’s in exchange they maintain their land and buildings? A coat of
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existing and new businesses and employers for long-term stability no matter what the

economy is doing.



How did you rate your dots?

What was it about an image that you liked or disliked?

What conditions would make an architectural style and/or building
heights acceptable to you?

Example - Green Dot: Image #12, [ Iiked the use of wood, glass and lighting in
the building design.

wnmemp, Dus [ojnss g5 ¢ Hes Gepns A Maeifine Comoiaisr
A5 Long Ay Baer flrsi d/é"-r TEL L s N THE ‘Jﬂéh c= Jpd RS
| F Drsanogn 75 sk Opicdar’ Cacuppy rs 1996 Swizes SToAres
OF e B wwimé. é/g,«/e s . DA [lERITACE SHucs fBs
flonos B g o mey 2o oS
Yellow Dote: / _
The MpariTipme  [7ame  pra 2P Be fPpRo1 kT [oA Ak o
D/‘j wlE A"-/(J/’ﬂf’l /7':9'!/:‘—’» /? ﬂ/f-d r.‘:‘a»a-éz /e :(7,:’5 /’gp”.lgg, J/;,.,/
M * /7‘*1/# GO9S Thar! AgE  2F 4 MR fne Tigre (Shse 6047_5)

redvots. JO) tase flrep Pzs Maciles o Frys T1eEm £



dlathrop
Rectangle


o — - - Gy
Lk NG (/7/"90'[/

B, T | |
Desmames oy tonedd

REF, Bld Heights e

E T sl Lte Yo 7° i
jeeorol Yo sty that T awm
?f@é Vo Ineiiasng Ve ()
W Jstghts miéﬁz_, b
0/ n 9 /?'LW(LK el .
W 5 W A= de%& .
le M{g)( vielud_ W&WE‘T
W@,"/ﬁéﬁ’ -

" % ﬂﬁ {9/ %%wffé@a
L beliest Yt pesployes g

o K“:._':’.‘:':,



dlathrop
Rectangle


Worlol be. Hetfor Seeied Yo
o’ Setadd Wﬂ%
(’/&/w/u/fé, Loy - f‘”-ézfcm/v/@éf




WWW Lo ﬂ/&mwcﬁ o '
/@a{‘% awtele -
g}) @Mmuwf? mmm Nz si
(b Stadt ot Hdte Vo Aew £ %
cf%ﬂ.& { a- a ;m Voact— -
Eg_/ﬁm&, Wm oo {4@&% '

«@"

O&(f @m wra bl a’z»éézrw %)




Sflached wf sélé’ 73 b3,



dlathrop
Rectangle


(g € Dees moen,

72 PR
rq/{,a/m/)/uax a, / _){AA_»Q &f Al
Fg

L

/ A /;//w(ir_ £ (;L/} V'AL// 2

/:;&/); »~!f=' L—— /{r_’ /6' é'/'a‘*"fi Ll /m/{"/

Mm&‘*ﬂ* o Meace wﬂe/

L,,fLA-LN}L (,I e ’i/’d

/ .
g sduer o e

g

' £ ) - —
(o A /é)/c,f_/M/ e aand Slree 7
i 7 {
Cl‘ann f,,{/a el % J ,42 AT

Y, %aw

i ‘—M/L(,/ Q/L:Z;T /A /M_,A o % ‘;Lj/ C{/M st

7
Vit e 5) Vg w A - \dj C_&M—-- Al

lido.  Auhy i Adn Zﬁ%ﬁa

V ___\, . " " . . hary
Gldvrgnlh U a  #i 2o g 7 /1 At

&,v‘/(.)-tg _‘I ’

A %% '@1’1"'7?1/' Dara Go  tupr clyen

e

0 7o - s
(Al «S/t"t_.—é,é.- 7 )F/“ Gy A 7 'ﬂz'?/f?/’i’ -
7 7

TN “, e .
2.4 AL S Aol 'c-//ma,vu e

,/\;7}»(’}“ A {}‘j ({/C—’f"? P (’mwf\ /“ /,)/L%/Lh-j' -

7
.1"}--“., A ,,9 /Ke A 7 t‘? : . L. f—"L-w - ,/4 L’EC—»-‘(/-""\.).,W-
1 cf/’ Vhe ¢ Ul p€u oot

H v o




d oL AT L
1.,./,) g p e

o ‘ ._),_ i i-,.-ﬁd;/r?gﬁ_,
Clere 1) e Adgr  Té
Condlol Cpe Aopecs Carped ™

7 T
an Qo bore Mty o (e

5/:}’ M&Q‘("V/_ — /M C //"ﬁﬂf/f” L’/ ] "{‘:“'/Z’ S

/2’ «Z y J‘% — @t C,(/Z / ’}’La” 2 /9,4;(
“h TR dresT =~ /V 2 @fmf &
, \wi £ )‘VIA/L - ,;,‘3,2( 4%-’) L. /1’

é)xfﬂ_ Gy Mt [,/4qu 44’2«&42

SMM B lpmnmot

collind (- rfa/v’f ) / Negbe

//J be ase (% "71/@—4.4{//-""/(// Qﬁ_’@_d*‘tjﬁf ot ,42 )

A

(_, /;1;4;41 Mﬂ Le‘lfw
7

/\3—{ «"J ’J/é{t‘) ["‘ / K aﬂ/mi‘u ff«/e/uf’ /
/“/L«Zo/ L cc,(f / L,;,7,z /, | /{_.L/é
i& ol M z’fé- """/Q"‘f--f(.__-

_ \-?-J fwum i‘vt&?‘ M#LZ/\/L.;[ iﬂ’-d Lc« LLM;-"’ S
f-,,o/‘w(’ 2y o o I/M,A// 4y L

P T -
v


dlathrop
Rectangle


	MX-3100N_20110615_114719
	T_Vannoy_Comment
	MX-3100N_20110615_114811

