Community Meeting – Kenney Proposed Redevelopment
December 4, 2008


List of concerns regarding the Kenney proposed redevelopment, Oct – Dec  2008
Pulled from the WS Blog coverage of the first community presentations, and notes from the Oct 23 first Design Review Early Guidance meeting (Blog, Herald, & meeting notes)

Last addition, Dec 4 2008 Community Meeting.

	Concern
	Point it would be addressed in City processes

	Concern about impact to and loss of views
	SEPA, Master Use Permit Process


	Loss of old trees
	SEPA


	Loss of green space and park like look 
	SEPA, Design Review


	Shade impacts on park areas 
	SEPA, Design Review


	Disruption to lives of current residents
	

	More cars parking on surrounding streets
	Master Use Permit Process


	Loss of the Seaview historic building
	Master Use Permit Process, SEPA


	Concern about going into Design Review without knowing full extent of proposed rezone
	Design Review, 

	Loss of the cupola
	SEPA, Design Review


	Concern that the contract rezone details are still not available
	Contract Rezone process

	Narrow service entrance locations- on Othello would be a narrow street for large trucks
	Master Use Permit Process, Design Review

	Concern that new design will look “institututionalized” and lose the historic look that is a part of the Kenney
	Design Review

	So many new residents and their visitors would have significant impact on traffic, on street parking, 
	Master Use Permit Process

	New buildings would form a wall along Fauntleroy Way, cutting off from community
	Design Review

	Concern about privacy for neighbors across the street, with higher stories able to look down and into homes
	Design Review

	Construction impacts on neighbors and surrounding neighborhood (truck traffic, etc)
	Master Use Permit Process

	Concern about understanding final height of all roof elements, including HVAC, elevator penthouses, etc
	Design Review, Master Use Permit Process

	Scale of 6 story buildings fitting into the surrounding SF neighborhood, transition questions
	Design Review

	Concern about the location of the underground parking – multiple entrances, not well understood yet by neighbors
	Design Review, Master Use Permit Process

	Concern about honoring the setbacks along Fauntleroy (appears they are designing to 15 foot setbacks with little larger on Myrtle – belief that 20 ft setback is required in the LTD zone)
	Master Use Permit Process

	Concern that we didn’t get to see what a code compliant design would look like – how many units would that get them
	Contract Rezone process

	Concern about overall visual impacts of height, bulk and scale proposed
	Design Review

	Concern that doesn’t appear developers are really trying to re-use or re-purpose the Seaview building
	Master Use Permit Process, SEPA

	Concern about how Ballymena replacement building appears to rocket up from sidewalk, over 15 ft then straight up is a lot of mass
	Design Review

	Concern about location and quantity of staff parking
	Master Use Permit Process,

	Concern that research done by consultants isn’t reflective of what people will really want (in reference to larger room sizes)
	

	If the Kenney is granted any rezone, concern that it sets a precedence for adjacent properties, especially in the Single Family zone
	

	Concern about the property purchased on the North side of Myrtle, what does the Kenney plan to do with it
	

	Concerned this will be like the Children’s Hospital expansion saga.
	

	Concerned that all the DRBoard members won’t show up at the EGDR meeting.
	

	Concerned about the sequencing between the Design Review Board activity and when this will come before the Design Commission
	

	Concern about the density that will be introduced to the Kenney facility – is it appropriate in the middle of all the surrounding SF5000 neighborhood
	

	Concerned about the whole issue of traffic congestion, especially with ferry traffic and a large number of independent residents who will have cars.  Will there be a full traffic analysis done? Make sure it includes during peak summer ferry traffic.
	

	Has the Kenney maintained the requirements of previous departures granted?
	

	Concern about the environmental impacts of an expansion of this size, added impervious surfaces, block groundwater, tree preservation  etc
	

	Concern about energy conservation of this project
	

	View impacts of the loss of the cupola, it’s a part of my visual background and there should be an assessment done on the view loss for a 1 mile radius. Should also consider a massing study as part of this concern.
	

	Concern about the Kenney itself, I would never want for it be not be there or be bought out.
	

	Concern that the Kenney is not clear with us about what the absolute minimum of units needs to be, and is there a shorter term view to think about (25 yrs vs 100 yr plan)
	

	Concern/confusion – will this project be developed under the existing Multi-family code or the proposed MF code that is in legislation and expected to be approved early in 2009?
	

	What happens when the Boomers pass the bell curve, if it’s all built up and then the surge is past.
	

	Concern that all the adjustments the community has done each time the Kenney has expanded will go for nothing.  Kenney has used “saving the historic buildings” as rationale for departures, now this major institutional shift in thinking.
	

	Concern about overdevelopment in the surrounding areas.
	

	Concern that the proposed height will block the view of the Sound and mountains from the  children in Gatewood Elementary 
	

	Concern that the requests represents a significant departure from current zoning, almost doubling the density & height.  Neighborhood needs to make sure that whatever is approved gives benefit to the neighborhood.
	

	Concern that a “recreation” of the Seaview/cupola won’t look like the original. 
	

	Concern about what any “mixed use” will look like – the FAQ’s say adding shopping and dining possibilities for the neighborhood.
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Page 4 of 4

