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. - HISTORICPRESERVATION -~ ' - & . <
FUFSELY OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP 77 iifprs
COMMENT FORM A /)

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.
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More information is also on the Project Webpage at: WWW.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

O Scope of Work

O Schedule

O Public Participation Plan
O Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[l To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

.‘ Wtjuﬁl\ MJM jammw:] ISRy

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or

[ Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

I%Lgy{&/ 7// 7 i{




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [J Yes E&No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
[0 More Likely [0 No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the

DHPC and City do to be more helpfynd! rovide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property? 1 ) Vv /‘jzw:\ Q_ prdmis” gc:) hml@ e, iN

Fae L s ps'&‘\\\d A ‘—):\{)_ \NbQOFQ‘lWKa Purfd-”,q ﬁﬂbg
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Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. in most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [] Yes [0 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O illustrations better [ Both Assist Other ? 51 ,M RS
(JI&} TCARA 0\476"‘
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[0 DMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to thé survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of lllustratlons (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes y\No lj(gomment f\('j)?@aqhzi ’“‘mfi.u

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [ Yes o [0 Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

‘ﬁ\Yes O No O Comments: (9{))0»% \Dﬁ-ﬂ’:‘f}f\" ‘J‘:}‘tﬂ W}/n’aﬂdﬂv}&kﬁ
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Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes R/
7.2 Please list your ideas for creatlng a balanced approach? Vd’{wﬂ‘ S 2 ,,L-m?( frgtwvg’

T &%N;}f __zﬂ’lx?»r’%_éﬂ’\g‘z_: ﬂ)é) ﬁ“‘ﬁf ‘A akc" NF € ”»(‘
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7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?Wy
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O Yes %/No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” Yes [J No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

[ Yes [0 No O not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regardl local district formation.

Comments?[) 7‘/@2 V4 %«:r /}2527/}; A Q%é.xéﬁ?/ Jé;[[ﬂ/ ’gqm,\
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Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.
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COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

By
i More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[J Schedule

[0 Public Participation Plan
[0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program
There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if

you would like:
[0 Further information about the STV program.

[ To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

@L(FH-L, 'Z,/z/{



Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [ Yes ﬁ No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
[0 More Likely H No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). {0 _Days for Regular Meetings & = Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? Yes O No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

@ Illustrations better [ Both Assist O Other?
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[0 DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

HYes O Ne O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes H-No [0 Comments:

Py pmpe«/%\? Lotaen asbito

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes m No [ Comments: S ezt pONT rnizgi K ot
i ~ 7

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes B No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes ﬂ No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” ﬁ Yes [ No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

O Yes 0 No [JIf not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information
Only if a box is checked.
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Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

=)
% More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work
[0 Schedule
[0 Public Participation Plan

L Other: a '
COPT o) st Be nvatlanle

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[J To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

DGADUANTILE — BElae DITHIEn fO, (WE MNasT Lﬂ..%@ﬁ;ﬁusb@

RS - o e R T u——— [ URSE—. vt st T AR e

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
K Updates & notice of Opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name ]FMM N ',-7[(/ N oS mg

Phone 2 & 2~ 29[ EMAIL

Mailing Address __ < ¢ / Sol i Dz (Cnimn [1,: B1als Cie SAuy
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Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [ Yes [ No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
0 More Likely [0 No Change
cm—

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property? APOF Ll aa

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR, DISBAND 4N \/}DLD Tue Whsle éérﬁocc:ev‘:

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes [J No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners. !\VA

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Hlustrations better [0 Both Assist O Other?
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[0 DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes [ No [ Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes [0 No [0 Comments: DS Anns "BatAare

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes [0 No [ Comments: AL anf s ARSISD K/ A 8%

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [J No

i TADL W
7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? U&‘—}U}bel:‘:'é B‘i’)&ﬁ,e LS E)f\} Li

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes O No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” @\ Yes [ No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

[ Yes [0 No [JIf not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? _ +1{ei AN AS Ao ‘o!. >0 Gz.PT” ya ‘fi»ff,‘f'i{c?’ (a2l T <

C SUVT NE wtiele Daaon wshl bonhs pEopac 67 .
 Sfurd one.  Jreseadiien s o negaliere

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.
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COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

0 Schedule

O Public Participation Plan
[0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if

you would like:
[0 Further information about the STV program.

Ll To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

Bole 2[29




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 20082 [J Yes ;EfNo

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
7@/ More Likely ] No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property? (4 X NO Al'f\ ,U w ‘j’)" Qi T

LJ'

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. SpemflcaHy ‘please comment on the following:

i

4.1 How often should the DHPC m@r monthlv meetlng wnt"h\ # Special Meetings

per/month. e i

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). I __ Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? es [ No

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reducef from four
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Hlustrations better [0 Both Assist O Other?

0 DMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing
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5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

F/Yes O No [ Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? es [ No [0 Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
{advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

)ﬁ.Yes O No O Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),

Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?”>E/, Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”

O Yes 7_{3—No



7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” ﬁYes O Neo

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display fgfthese three (3)

options? u_)pi (/

O Yes O No [ not, explain@

VAT 4

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? IDHE C. . 4 Vo s LQ{) Qe

"‘“\QM— | @Jmﬁ@@?*g |

isplay # 9 — Your ldeas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!
If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.
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Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

e More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?aliag=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[ Schedule

[ Public Participation Plan
O Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program
There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if

you would like:
[0 Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
OJ Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name m ( Qf)d»u ZQO«@G%M:B/
Phone 5@”8(?55 EMAIL
Mailing Address :%3 QJ . /f}/@m{);’@

Belore 2/7 %




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? ‘f;l Yes [J No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?

[0 More Likely [0 No Change
Comments: "\b Becg e manu haue acdked wituoudl

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

“of hist ¥ :
of historic property? f‘* % ’bﬂ‘d‘"‘\‘f“ Thwo Acerns iuado ha ’V\.(Q,Q,A\

LL"UL'A\. ﬂa_.lréquf Cunra L& P/LL KM &_’&\5 ’&j;\g; X
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Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [0 Yes [0 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — Illustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance”
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

lllustrations better O Both Assist O Other?

s
O DMC 5-18.24 better [ Both Confusing
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5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes 0O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options fo@pproach? ‘%Yes ?&No O Comments:
S o unen Refiety - Comebtibbnally frumd

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach tc;COAs‘[ l t D
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether

—

Y ‘yu\{}/ cﬁéﬁéhce with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
W ‘VQ( decision is defined as “regulatory”.

L Q)‘/ Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
% \\ the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced\afxroach

Yoy,
Q)\ &\35“)030 between regulatory and non-regulatory procgssﬁng? ) m M .
@’\\})&g} O Yes F\No 0 Comments: D\/ kﬁv)(QK’/ J {/
¢ o | - /

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

0

n this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
i Jac!visory only (non-regulatory), and

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

wWld dahe cdwice gy wefot o hotorcend

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”

[ Yes XNO
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?’(’%Yes O No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)

options}
>{Y/es O No [IIf not, explain:

[

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

_ HISTORIC PRESERVATION ORI
.} OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP gv
COMMENT FORM # é

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

)

e More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[J Scope of Work

[J Schedule

J& public Participation Plan
0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

e airs A

Check box to receive: [J Information, &/or

OJ Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name Z/Hu&[\ Qf[.-r"—/l/&‘!’?f/ij

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address ;-?0_) A f/ D%/_JLJ




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [1 Yes PRNo
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
[0 More Likely ﬁ\ No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with _L # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). J_ Days for Regular Meetings & 2: Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [] Yes [ No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O lllustrations better ﬂ Both Assist O Other?
O DMC5-18.24 better [J Both Confusing
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5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated th at adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, showld design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for refere nce by property owners?

@Yes O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [ Yes [J No [0 Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes [O No O Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [J Yes & No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

Malie Moo~ 'Zﬁﬁch*ﬂ‘?

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”

O Yes /Ei No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” MYes O No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

O Yes OO No [Iif not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION i
17 OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP Fis PO D)
COMMENT FORM 4{«;

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

N

s More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[0 Schedule

[0 Public Participation Plan
[0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if

you would like:
O Further information about the STV program.

0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[0 Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name [{5634’\/\, Agﬂsﬁt‘maﬂ'ﬂ
Phone evan, X €q2 L0 @ hWotuail com

Mailing Address (0 Doy 225’; Lichlend, W 99352

bk 224




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [1 Yes ,% No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
% More Likely O No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? ﬁ Yes [ No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?
O lllustrations better ﬁ Both Assist 0 Other?
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O DMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

E Yes [ No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? ﬁ/Yes O No O Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

ﬁ Yes [ No [ Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” ,E’ Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes %l No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” ﬁ\Yes 0 No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

O Yes O No [OIf not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

¢ ;
1 of 4 AR Y

HISTORIC PRESERVATION . _* - . © ¥
OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP S | gL

COMMENT FORM 4{' 8/

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

% More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

0 Schedule

[0 Public Participation Plan
O Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

[ Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name _,F\N\f‘ a [ 0D DWATR2 00N

Phone 205 3 RS EMAIL _\ (U weer inan @ g m'\\‘ Coy

Mailing Address vy 5. \™% <+ DTN

V;&*@YM L{ z (Z;




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? O Yes [ No
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely [0 No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes [1 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display #5 — lllustrations A, B& C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Wlustrations better O Both Assist [0 Other?
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[0 pmMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. [If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes 0O No [O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach'-‘ O Yes 0O No O Comments:

LE ol TERE Qusiiads w\)m mw
UXM&%-&&H— T RS-
bu Nt N PRSSTETTOTNSESST AESTOND

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs B0 e

(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether fLﬁ»\ﬁEM
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA Lo Lotored

decision is defined as “regulatory”. Pl

VEE ApLeI

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of -
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes [ No [ Comments: /&y L .
L VATT VIR (NIUARINTA N Y m\m PWAOST 1 PO LTRT o) THe Coumss oI
~Srp 0L W - PN ora N LOE FEETE (0 taSt (i [NVSURAEATE bu}g X

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

i h—‘ o, Y

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes O No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” [ Yes [J No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

[ Yes O No [IIf not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask,

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION i =%+ f o
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Sl OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP 10 . /U e (=]
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

% More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

O Scope of Work
[0 Schedule
)3\ Public Participation Plan

N Other: — \)@J(\Q’

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

LI Further information about the STV program.

Ll To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

4

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[ Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [1 Yes ﬁl No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?

O More Likely J No Change

Comments: }QLLW ;j(” QMM "4) d«-"‘f-ég’/"s‘/l/uﬂﬂ %Q&M

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the fo fdgzyj o

M ML
4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings

per/month.
OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). [ Days for Regular Meetings & = Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? B Yes [0 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners. L F S Lﬂ m,{/f v

Display #5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do theillustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?
O Illustrations better [A Both Assist O Other?
O DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing
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5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

H Yes O No [ Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights, See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes [0 No [ Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes [ No O Comments: PMMQL/’}/ (A/\%/m ay J%{/ZWV&

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # Son this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option ﬁis a blend of #g& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option #.3} the “balanced approach” to COAs?” Kl Yes [ No o r

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? C (u»)é' e"WéL. '7( V@ e
F/\""’f‘”‘&ﬁ :MJ«% Aeday Jo (e (URT™ o AJ L(flz-a% 7{ 7"6?4
Lok vl |

7.3 Do you support Option # 4, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”

O Yes ﬁ\No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” A ves O No @

Wlth the benef\ltsyni -disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
e

EJYes . O .No len t, explain:
%, o explain; —

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.
PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

A

“F gl MISTORICPRESERVATION v 75 (il
= |HFEL] OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP 07 i /1.5
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

%5 More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?7alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

$ Scope of Work

ﬂl Schedule

Ij- Public Participation Plan
O Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

[0 Further information about the STV program.

[ To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

This_is_misinformahor . Hs endireds possibly.

fov SV 10 e adlowed withoust a dishi k.,

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or

0J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

old %vm



Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008
3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? ﬁ Yes [ No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely ﬁ No Change
comments: TN\ OYD(ead hao oo \Je Ay v mctﬁ NS, Tov

<omi an%l_m\tw%m»ud At De ﬂn@i %u ~¥ nas
AL ¢

% W bt T ab LA o (on1P 2O 4 ati
3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two re5|de tial historic districts A

did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the

DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property? P)() M\/\BCW\ ol . Trulu “H/kp
s Halng 4o A0 woudd ot Jo_vevotd.
ok O e ynd astainding of, Wﬁl}«

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:
an Yedleoy
4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

oR, “Thiis \DRCoMen MUU) Nmpler 1€ advisovy_onl .

N~ S——

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes [0 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?
O lustrations better [0 Both Assist [ Other?
[0 DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing
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5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a’baia‘ﬁfé'd‘é'pproaéh? O Yes O No O Comments: L D¢ [1£y€

+ e nad Inkrt op 1SHY 1S opod . YJH\ W o= R
WPJF oW n%&va%’fé C&d\xlscﬂ'g ™ : ”m)?dc{}‘

ondd- ™ gi,b"p;’mercr o e APl
6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs =+ 10101,

(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a’b: balancedﬂapprgach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

Yes [0 No [ Comments: \’JQS \ f’id\f\bo V"i}\ U\JOU&O/

ooy pre

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of aLBaIanced Approach” )

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [ No

7.2 Please Iist your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

— {:Qd Y*Q @nm ‘W\ﬁ number o€ uéd tha f N \ch)cufu’cj qpfy[}c((_h)

\S_used v :ﬂr\p+’) ok F &dﬁ?:{ mo w (M MISSIOND

Orc feAnCe Dy # 2 lnefpre feed bacid com pug‘tgd
7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the emstmg COA regulatory approval?”

OYes 1 No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?”  Yes [0 No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

O Yes O No [ If not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your ldeas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

<l

P - s t\'
% ““’fmm‘gi HISTORIC PRESERVATION . . 5~ oo &0
e T B OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP 117 TT0AT s

COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

W& More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

Scope of Work
\ﬁ Schedule
N Ppublic Participation Plan

X Other:
Ul moshngy BV 227 YaveD

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.
[ To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.
“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The

most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

'%&S@_ _ ) 'm@@ﬁﬁ (L
0 (/S 1604 O 1N~ o
- i

Check box to receive: g/lnformation, &/or (,OLQQ dl& WVl C

Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the sc%uiﬁe?—u L;//’

Contact Information: Name »f?(ﬂ A_ &/-/gfﬁf ﬁﬂ

Phone -0~ [D 0 eman_ 124 @ %Mﬂw@éﬁ Lo
Mailing Address Z() &K En (],ML:{JA "37{7 JB[{V’%UW WA




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008 WM (ﬂQQVV\

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [ Yes [ No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely ¥ No Change

Comments:

S 5C o (OA 4
3.3 Out of 30 survey respdnses, 13 proferty owners

_dima(ﬂb BHPQL,J(MUf

%MJU}C,U&/ ?uﬁ
rom the two residential h storlc districts

did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the

| ’wz‘w
Display # 4 — Expedltmg

OA Rewe & Decmons

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ____ # Special Meetings
per/month. 7

OR, ¢

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). ?g Days for Regular Meetings & 7/ __ Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [J Yes /ﬁq No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?
O Illlustrations better !ﬁl Both Assist O Other?
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0O DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

Fﬂ:Yes O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the Clty and DHPC in pursuin
options for a balanced approach?ﬂ Yes m No [0 Comments: %

Mt aod a'oolanco Youk D ble on 0o Sl ;
6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clegr suEpo)\r't{’%r a rzgn r%gulatory approach to COAs

(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be requxred Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non- regulatory processing?

ﬁves %No [0 Comments:

Display # 7 PDHPC COA Optlons

Option #gon this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory);—~ A}D

Option # 2 is advisory onl%non—regulatory), and M,@_ﬂ/ 1{_@ 5 W
f

Option #4«1‘5 a blend of # 4,& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”-‘
7.1 Do you support Option #3; the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [ No 7 UM

~

\

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? 5 N

TCuShins Ovopeidy QoM SYudibhop & cruinroutd
8\@%@&\@@9 ;- Mackel ab Q@Z&LLQQ, v

7.3 Do you support Option # i) retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes O No
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Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? L N C\U\ QWTOLL( Wﬁﬂﬂ’]Cﬁ — L O)OL

ASe nle So (me{) ?JL CoD

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION Ol T
OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP ' L
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

T More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

O Schedule

[0 Public Participation Plan
0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

O To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or

[0 Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name 'Qlﬁ? M___

Phone 382~ 2448 EMAIL 0/ KbecKer® gmail,com
Mailing Address _ 3!l & LJQSH!;'\g‘]on dVL ”Dcu(fm WA 77328




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? O Yes w’ No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?

O More Likely M No Change
Comments: 1o JM ,A.aw\.( MMW MM/LMA‘aoc/U

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the

DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of hlstorlc property" E,&mt.mad&. CJV"WMW b CO/?'W

) -
-

APdtee, f iF o Lamger Contlticiboe
Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with =9t Special Meetings
per/month. w/,-, 3 thg

OR, WM,,MW)@» pmc;&oamda Comoliucliow -
MoM A..

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on

display). /O Days for Regular Meetings & 03 _ Days for S eCIaI Meetings ot $Gaerst—
play) {0 _Day g g =Ll ’?)’ JSp g s o raview
Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to atténd meetings & hsten In most

case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?
O Nlustrations better [xl Both Assist O Other?
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0 DMC5-18.24 better [ Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes m No [0 Comment: WW

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City azd DHPC in pursuing _

options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes /ﬁ No [0 Comments: _Mwﬁ
only,

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

1

O Yes m No [ Comments: A ieed mbl—;c , no 40/4’.

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # 1 on this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option # 3 is a blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes ,ﬁ No
7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? ﬂ“—%

7.3 Do you support Option # 1, retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
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O Yes O No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” [ Yes ﬁ No

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)
options?

O Yes M No [ If not, explain: (L& CD/?W @'\-&-/ Mw"“"
y/Z dwz-%‘/& MW%WHW%

Y242,
Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? %&uq;( élmm-m«-nw MM s ﬂ,&,ﬁ-mw/

> Nealiicat ,Hecet 4 Hnca L % -
0/77‘"0“"‘"“4‘“0 Z(/M&ﬁwﬁ WV&W /é-{-
o

Dlsplav# 9 — Your Ideas! W LeaZtca Zo doansl. o
LG - POYIR_ »

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

e WWW‘&MQW

ASE TURNTN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

i  HISTORIC PRESERVATION
"% OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

%= More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[0 Schedule

O Public Participation Plan
[0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [J Information, &/or

L Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

Retisedl 22 / 3%



Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [J Yes ﬁ No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
Fj More Likely [0 No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property? _ 7 (4 MLA_}LA_" A€ L2 a4 4_ [/%’M/QQWM

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

)? A o 7

. . ¢ . 4 v - . - ; I}

OR, ,\-JM/L'{ S Y 4 WAL A Q) A fum
4 |

b

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). “(_‘Days for Regular Meetings & /') Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [J Yes No

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced fron;gi‘{ur
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display #5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Mllustrations better O Both Assist O Other?
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i
[0 DMC 5-18.24 better _£NBoth Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

les 0 Ne O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? '0'Yes [J No [ Comments:
B

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

ﬁ\('-fes O No O Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option #Son this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),

Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and

Option #is a blend of #T& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.
Ny

7.1 Do you support Optibn #4, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option #Sretaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
L
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O Yes O No
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Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPaint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

i HISTORIC PRESERVATION
“FFEY OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

o
w0

& More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work
[0 Schedule
[ "Public Participation Plan

I Other:
(1 e s A5

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

[0 Further information about the STV program.

O To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

5
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Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [ Yes /Z/No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?

0 More Likely ‘E/NO Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property? ¢ 1&‘( >l wes ,1_"‘1 }\M.li;L?J'D.Lu_(

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the mlmmum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). 12 Days for Regular Meetings & ﬁ &) Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [J Yes ; No

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced froﬁur
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do theillustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

,R)Illustratlons better O Both Assist O Other?

Y I
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[0 DMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or(similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes [ No [ Comment: Zne g \.\{{Lﬁ\_&j{'{l , — o Lo & A
h/(j\’\-\' eeg <taleon c,f(;

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? B Yes [0 No [0 Comments:

WM fmﬁw <are uhles C’P\qmd? B S)

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

[J Yes _IZ/NO [0 Comments: t\(l}f\‘r ‘;\u:_,,\'"-u Ly "?’\U{

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option #Son this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option #&is a blend of #S’& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option #43, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes [J No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? | i oot Spues

Ay obud Nl —<Sud od S jld Ao SLo—tHoad

7.3 Do you support Option #Sretaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”

L
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[J Yes O No
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Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? H’ L\ﬂis ‘kf;D &,’v‘f\:[\u Lk“(L\,L\z Q i»—L% i '!*K;,J\J‘; e i LLV{"
\[)t\.%t& \Q}/ Sl g i S !\ﬁc{noQ — CoMt v 4o honag 2
C,\;keufuigg {:ruu MQ,L\ 0% b hine d VAo Was 0 Mo Leng

Display # 9 — Your ldeas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION -~ -~ ©
OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP i
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

ﬁ More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[0 Schedule

[0 Public Participation Plan
OO0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program
There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the

table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

[ Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: B/Information, &/or

Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name &&(Ué Z@/élfic/
Phonejéa’j’fé'éﬂ?/ EMAIL (.5‘756/5’4/@,%5'/7‘69"’7
Mailing Address % /zé/‘SL/ ‘gm/ %j’fe//. p‘?ﬁ’tj W% W%

RQ\J\¢B(,(;QL_ A Z%[i@




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008

3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 20082 [ Yes [ No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely [0 No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes [0 No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project me ets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do theillustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Hlustrations better [0 Both Assist O Other?
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[0 DMC5-18.24 better [ Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes 0[O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes [0 No [0 Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

[0 Yes O Ne [ Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option #gon this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option #is a blend of #a;& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Optibn #4, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” O Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

7.3 Do you support Option #'Sretaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
\
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O Yes O No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” [ Yes [ No

e benefits and

7t4 Do you agree with

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

T HISTORIC PRESERVATION |
SHTESS OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP :
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City

Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

e
]

= More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

=

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work

[0 Schedule

O Public Participation Plan
0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or
[J Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name

Phone EMAIL

Mailing Address

Rovsed. 2 [2%[1s




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008
3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 20087? ,,E/Yes O No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely /g‘;o Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property?

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [J Yes [J No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

[0 Illustrations better [0 Both Assist O Other?
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O DMC5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes [O No O Comment:

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you sygportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [J Yes No [0 Comments:

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes No [J Comments:

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option #gon this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),

Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and

Option #@.is a blend of #%’& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.
N

7.1 Do you support Option #4, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes No
7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? 0}077{)” il

7.3 Do you support Option #"l:;retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?”
W/
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O Yes 0 No
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Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments?

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

e TR L% = HISTORIC PRESERVATION . émw_
v FU7 B OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP 117 I (B

COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

¢ More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

Scope of Work
O Schedule
[0 Public Participation Plan
[0 Other:

-

Pleage fornsh oAy 7’0%5@% g 2oL wip-
Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the

table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

O To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The

most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

/Uéér‘/l 0/7” ovt Fo _/;E pﬂ/i‘ of Amﬂ W@ba&i
,J/:bmam Jhw// fU&’ /3 5,@ cel Jo MW

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or Gty ‘b %"3 b‘}‘/

Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name [))\é/‘j I ‘i{?éfg
Phone EMAIL ’;/mjfrf by(@ _hm. ,”éﬁd
Mailing Address J«Dg S. Jsr Sy,

lovid 2(23 (Mo

| \’”‘

Only if a box is checked.




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008
3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? [J Yes Bﬁ)

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?
O More Likely D/No Change

Comments:

3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts
did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners

of historic property? /){,JM /\ée_/ So~al) Steq — //LJ%/LQMJ?L

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings
per/month.

OR,

4.2 What is the minimum meeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). ﬁ ) _Days for Regular Meetings & 2 Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from[g)/ur/
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [ Yes No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.

Display #5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.
5.1 Do the illustrations o:\:;?ﬁlay 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

pEds
I Wlustrations better 1/ Both Assist Other ?__(2/MM %WDM 2 JC

V b adloses~
ﬁ??%op—ﬁ ofF  Hern FZZ(O]CS
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[0 DMC 5-18.24 better m/éath Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
?Jde these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

Y

es O No 0O Comment: l/\l}—\’ ﬂ:/ﬂ/{/\-‘ﬁ 7S goden — A0

—

Display # 6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes ’X{ld\lo O Comments: bef watyun b e Plad

(g WSS ¢ | \ /woo}ié%gw%m_swﬁ@fw*a

6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach to COAs
{adxisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach

between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?
O Yes No O Comments: _ (ZAV\Y o/ 4 Onley — ne (oA C«QM@UC{V«C@_’

—_} —

Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options

Option # g)n this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option #%s a blend of #(5—8'( # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option #?the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [0 Yes [ No
reating a balanced approach? /._fr'/ﬂd/)/f‘ (PIJ/‘?Z’/I e

GAdondrakiey (e8iduhind A&l or opun S— *’.aﬂmaﬁ c @\
é@p‘// 9)9-?)}@) T sisn. ol

7.3 Do you support Option #];retaining the existing COA regulatory approval?

7.2 Please list your ideas for
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O Mo [ If not, explain:

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? Dqﬂ‘\' oot ﬂ@@()_'b Jo e f(’\_')\\ﬂae»él}; ;‘[’ (')lnd-ﬁ)\/\ \ o~

- OPW L. pre not Placs— - ﬁ)ﬁ?kﬁb

| ,CDMO@JW\S)_R @ Yces s Ve ' | vorted Lo

LG M 200% koo thad | Covld ook . 1wos
Display #9 — Your Ideas! novinevesugpored ¥ils wirest opt ot M polace .

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop.

(S port oade Option | o Opfion2 < per a)j—
£ Nb Cno(os“MdﬂB (MMSJS‘”‘ o
PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING! NOL@))
If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask. W ‘HO

\\)N\,eﬂ// \
Thank you again for attending. e \]D
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

2 ” HISTORIC PRESERVATION -
©BIEES OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP

COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

N
e

e More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[0 Scope of Work The  DHPC hos Semahew s 348 Compa S8 ond

0 Schedule Steeved off course, TH has never beren dhe dntent of ords 154y
ov DNCs4g  for ‘\JV\Q_ PR e bQ_ C:\i\\:)‘“«mj cther Yhan o

[J Public Participation Plan UQ\W\A‘Wj ‘“‘*‘*j assampled Yo guide and 3+.&¢a5

ﬂ Other: Gy ‘_‘”“Cmmﬁtm@ﬂ‘* Theu avre Ae lenger opp%‘r&‘\*\nﬂ os
A \f\&\p - rether « Wendevauce ,
ges o help their

+ \angy cheng
()0‘5! \‘!Ln OL fgels 2SIre Ommo :}_ﬁt"é 05+d g qi\\“ d C
Display # 2 — Specl a\‘efaaé iuaflo 11sTV] Progt ‘:%"”"‘f{,”i hgﬁ:;m: N spect
There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the

table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

O Further information about the STV program.

[0 To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

This stodement 1s was \Jeodmg as._ i+ ges the impression ‘H’\cd‘

\\ﬁTU“ \:> on \j -\_gauo Ld \0) pm(JLrJ‘iQJ’ UJ//) a DiS%JUL Aﬂ hﬂi‘”ﬁ I'S-RQ}
i

Chéf(l:k btt\to recewe T 'a%or%r&/ on fake m&m”.ﬁ'j{ of STV ; ven I‘P l:a‘]‘@d ”
] Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedui pividva 9

Contact Information: Name g\na AR LC,]D 1

Pho?;eq 520-~6S5 % EMAIL Shﬂ-.ﬂ{’_ ) k‘!’“fS"}"ﬂiﬂ @ yﬂl’wﬂr Cuin

Mailing Address SO0 S FiRrST ST DAYTUN ,us i~ 99308

Rt d. 2]2%[



Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008
3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? -BE-Yes— Ne— y

of we e-;amci‘cqnce
3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions? ‘o wme

O More Likely )21 No Change

Comments:

, Uug '}‘l"‘_if
¢ :
ML‘MQ.GLA\%:S‘ {-a @“em 3+ s emes @onffm 5-(8 which 9 nc{* e‘nthe_of ]lc )oé fmb#ﬁﬂf

oot ooty
3.3 Out of 30 survey responses, 13 property owners from the two residential historic districts

did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the
DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
of historic property?
Disclve  the Distacds  ard re-wel e dme-5-19
<c ‘PMS ‘S{-)rvo\-me wil)  NRvEP,  eccos again with et a ey ) and

f(}’fﬂ\ﬂ*\J '%\\_‘f*; ‘\*ﬁaﬂSpmremL _\fox‘:Q pmcegs’,
Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with &Q_# Special Meetings
per/month.

OR, DHPC shou]d b e commendatim  gqly %QV‘Q'\Q;’- %M(‘Gﬂ m@Q')'

as oftwn qs dhty wocoid WkR, T can «ither cYoore 4o Listen % ok,
4.2 What is the minimunimeeting notice time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on

display). 2\ Days for Regular Meetings & X Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most
case during meetings, commenting is allowed by those in the audience.

4.3 Should the minimum number of DHPC members for a quorum be reduced from four
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [J Yes m No
A full DHPC consists of seven (7) commissioners.
E\\Z_?LC\,:\;‘E“\DW %’_\"tcﬁlé have ‘}E ve in '\"(\Q, Disteict & H‘\'Lj e <j<;{y\5 }Q i‘r‘l-p:f('{
Display # 5~ illGHAtiRI KB R @ home somersS. Tre mmbey o a quirnia Shoold
vamain e same,
If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT

under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Hlustrations better O Both Assist O Other?

Muh be Her Hﬂan qurd/f_)i‘gp,(\\v & which manﬁacgiénzdoqule be
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[0 DMC 5-18.24 better [0 Both Confusing

5.2 More than half of those responding to the survey # 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines
include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property owners?

O Yes [ No [0 Comment: PHPC hag shewn a ledk of Ievest o R)ow
gb.‘&‘w\&s C’*V\‘Q Yoo 1#’\*&““\' o "\-\w‘}.‘l ‘j‘u?é’i\‘mPS' '@’v‘“ VR Y 'jQL'\rE.i‘\g

T wowt Vord ald dvusF in wes & Gk e\}_)') STVing en the commission T
_ '\/\m&\j SR iy T avesld Bainle gl Fne guideljnes woill br folled now en
Display #6 — Design Control vs. Property Rights Y e, Bdwve

DASELVE THE
6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic Bl
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17. 1T

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
options for a balanced approach? [0 Yes [0 No [J Comments:

Ne - The DREPC hag rtpicx\‘ia\j Gumgkppﬁd and u’\"‘l) \G\§+m\‘jh+

2R 4 e \sken o urars ot of  conceyns e &wiivz_g OPT- ouT
6.2 Survey answers to # 10 indicates clear support for a non-regulatory approach fo COAs o 7

(advisory review only). Yet, survey answers to # 11 show about even support as to whether
compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a COA
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach
between regulatory and non-regulatory processing?

O Yes O No OComments:  The anlu m}ormrmc\ﬂ b :r\—k:wd{c\ AN of
Ceb- 2™ and b 278 meeding s

Phe e IR el TR AT Aveatrd at d‘*)\(\‘k
LS e diseler e dstar T o)) wme o V6o v tha Ldvve
. G\f\tﬁ"‘* \\‘k‘l\ s \ﬂ\)u} en Pré\}%t}f bt on \‘J as T Ste J‘:’J“_}\‘
Display # 7 — DHPC COA Options
Option #Son this display identifies the existing COA process (regulatory),
Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and
Option #.is a blend of#ﬂj'& # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option #4, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [ Yes m, No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach?

Diselve e Dishad, Yoven sajd Mo she Las going b Capp!y
SELPQ in f‘ija-v’cb' +o ée_'\mg\ ;'\sl{(,y’) & o S’&"‘f“&.‘i‘*\)VQ ) W\m’*“mq W b? CGJ’)Sf'de?eCI
Nisteric . dyundustandivg of SEPR s Yhad TS M‘; e stevdvee s
7.3 Do you support Option #'Eretainingthe existing COA regulatory approval?” ];glﬁad e Y‘?ji‘ﬁ@'
\ ﬂnﬁm-{;r Dislove Mg D\‘S%‘d-.
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O Yes O No
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” [J Yes [] No

7t4 Do you agree with

e benefits and di i ree (3)

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008

The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two
October 2008 meetings regarding local district formation.

Comments? _ Pas. Mg Mne  sddly <hirde Tn Soly of 2008. e misi remahon
cecuive d W 3Ine (cea Gu:c\i\in“é epT-0uT and  Yar crseldand who ge)'d
‘%\\e.\l\- M OPT- eUT was PRy MQ'HJ{Q).

Display # 9 — Your Ideas!

Please use the paper on the easel to share your ideas with others attending the workshop. )

This hes beew a \eng arveling process thed hag diuided Hhe community T m sad
and angry ot T Mawe had T spead se much e et 0?\\3 proteCting the
Y‘R"J\'\'\‘S o/ our laany b'\f‘\"%@“ﬂ““*\j heving Fo  pepeat W foot that

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING! , .
DMC 5-18 was  heing m‘;sfn‘\‘%rpﬁe\'td; seveva) diwes n a net So pleqrqw%ﬁmﬁp}ﬁﬂ‘

If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
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Contact information

Only if a box is checked.

2N HISTORIC PRESERVATION = . <= fo )
OPENHOUSE & WORKSHOP i/ [0 [y
COMMENT FORM

Display # 1 — Project Schedule & Process

The project scope, schedule and public participation opportunities as approved by the City
Council on 2/8/2016 are posted. Copies of these are available next to the display.

5. More information is also on the Project Webpage at: www.ezview.wa.gov/?alias=1936

Please check the boxes below, if you have questions about this process to update policies,
codes and wish to be further contacted:

[B/Scope of Work

[ Schedule

DZ/Puinc Participation Plan
[0 Other:

Display # 2 — Special Tax Valuation (STV) Program

There is a continued desire of property owners to utilize the STV program. The handout on the
table provides the displayed program information and more. Please check the boxes below, if
you would like:

[0 Further information about the STV program.

O To schedule a meeting with a DHPC member to discuss the STV program.

“Benefits” and “Disadvantages” to the STVs are listed on the display under three scenarios. The
most beneficial scenario for those owners choosing to enter into the STV program is for the
continuation of districts.

2.1 Are there other advantages or disadvantages to these scenarios? Please state:

AN

Check box to receive: [ Information, &/or

[ Updates & notice of opportunities to comment (if not listed on the schedule)

Contact Information: Name (ﬂ&*‘fé [’:./y/ e /‘é’iﬁﬁ?ﬁ 7[ '
phone 5 7)) = SOLI_emai ___ L H‘@ éé_mq?% Com
Mailing Address %ﬁj \qd, f




Display # 3 - Statistics for COAs Processed Since 2008
3.1 Were you aware the DHPC has approved 98% of COA since 2008? ﬁes 0 No

3.2 Does this fact lead you to more likely believe that DHPC acts fairly in their decisions?

Eﬂ/More Likely O No Change )
Comments: 7”%,& MPC Wn%W%ﬂ

3.3 Out of 30 sufvey responses, 13 property ownérs from the two psidential historic districts
?F did not find the COA process to be helpful and a positive experience. What should the

DHPC and City do to be more helpful and provide for a more positive contact with owners
ﬁ" of historic property? _/ - : M %

Display # 4 — Expediting COA Reviews & Decisions

Fast tracking for the COA process is supported. Specifically, please comment on the following:

4.1 How often should the DHPC meet? 1 regular monthly meeting with ___ # Special Meetings

PO:/""% W M’/Jiw WM/#AM

4.2 What is the minimum meeting%e/time period do you support? (See OMA limiting factors on
display). Days for Regular Meetings & Days for Special Meetings

Notice is given to provide an opportunity for citizens to attend meetings & listen. In most .

., )case during meetings, comppenting is allowed by those in the audjgnce. /
uced from fo

4.3 Should the minimum nu r of DHPC members for a quorum be r
(4) to three (3), when there are 6 or fewer Commissioner appointed? [I Yes [1 No

A full DHPC consists of sevan (7) commissiongrs. zé) /

Display # 5 — lllustrations A, B & C

If your activity/project meets the definition of “Ordinary Repairs & Maintenance” it is EXEMPT
under the three options displayed, including the existing code, DMC 5-18.24 B.

Please review “Display 5 — Handout for DMC 5-18.24.” on table, before answering the following.

5.1 Do the illustrations on Display 5, convey information better than DMC 5-18.24 (A) & (B)?

O Illustrations better [0 Both Assist O Other?
0 pmC 5-18.24 be/ttpr O Bﬁh Confusingﬁ@/ﬂmj_)
== ] )Xv- o
\ [=== T v N
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?cwj A
5.2 More than half of those responding to the surveéy# 20 indicated that adoption of design
guidelines would be beneficial. If approved at a future date, should design guidelines

include these or similar types of illustrations (A, B, & C) for reference by property %
O Yes lﬂ’/No O Comment: (:'/% WM%
A

6.1 Property owners of the two residential historic districts value both retaining the historic
character within the two districts and property owner rights. See survey answers # 16 & 17.

Based on these two important values, are you supportive of the City and DHPC in pursuing
ptions for a balanced approach'-’ O Yes o [0 Comments; 7L '

compliance with a COA decision should be required. Requiring compliance with a C
decision is defined as “regulatory”.

Based on the differing answers to the survey questions # 10 & 11, are you supportive of
the City and DHPC in pursuing alternatives which would lead to a balanced approach

between regulatory and non-regulatory processing? ﬁz %gw‘ﬂﬁl

\
No 0O Comments:

process (regulatory),

Option # 2 is advisory only (non-regulatory), and dhm(w«*e

Option # 3 isa blend of # 1 & # 2, offering one example of a “Balanced Approach”.

7.1 Do you support Option # 3, the “balanced approach” to COAs?” [1 Yes [ No

7.2 Please list your ideas for creating a balanced approach? > /I ’ .
7“’ ' gl
' .:ﬁf Y l
N oy oy/’ e / L
ot 7 —AAD >
R 1y / tory apova d e =
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7.3 Do you support Option # 2, “advisory review only for all COAs?” [J Yes %

7.4 Do you agree with the benefits and disadvantages listed in the display for these three (3)

options?
plain: &Q WW.

O Yes % O if not,
-

Display # 8 — Flashback to 2008 <
The purpose of this display is to

1. Acknowledge that a number of property owners have voiced concern regarding the
2008 vote by district property owners and the information available to district property
owners before the vote.

2. Provide the chronology for the formation of the district(s). This information was
specifically requested by a district property owner.

3. Make available the 2008 MS PowerPoint presentation prepared by staff of the WA ST
Department of Archeology and Historic Preservation. This PPT was viewed at the two

October 2008 meetings regardi cal district formation. m‘
Comments? //' 2a VAM 22X : \54
e L s e S i . A et AN 48 NS, S A - = ,‘ oin . e ) M

S
ay #9 — Your Ideast
- iy ,.
e ; : . : (/
Mr on the easel to shar@your ideas with others attending the workshop.
Z :
-4

PLEASE TURN IN YOUR COMMENT FORM BEFORE LEAVING!

Wﬁ/{ If you would like a copy of your comment form, please ask.

Thank you again for attending.
G
11:30 am © § Page 4 of 4
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