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Introduction

The Freese and Nichols team conducted a public input meeting on October 16, 2017 to gather
feedback from the community regarding various aspects of the UDC update. During this meeting,
FNI presented highlights from the draft diagnostic report to public, conducted polling exercises to
receive feedback and arranged a breakout session to enable the public to provide detailed input
on key issues. This report summarizes the feedback received during the meeting.

Along with the answers provided for the questions that were asked, the public also shared their
general thoughts on many topics such as neighborhood connectivity, building and property
maintenance, and lighting requirements.
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Question #1: How important is tree preservation to you?
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Most of the respondents identified tree

40% preservation as very important to them.

30% They identified the natural beauty to be
an asset to the community but also
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Question #2: Should private streets meet the same construction requirements as
public streets?

70% Ve

Most of the participants agree that

60% / private streets should meet the same
50% A construction requirements as public
streets. Some of the comments from the
40% 1 / boards indicate that specific criteria
30% should be set with this requirement, such
20% - as the type of the project, number of lots
10% - or including an option to waive the
0% il requirements for sidewalks and curbs.
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Question #3: Where should sidewalks Question #4: How important is it to

along the roadways be constructed in install sidewalks in currently developed
future developments? areas?
70% - 50% -
60% - 40% +~
50% 1 30% -
40% -
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10% 0% : . .
Very Somewhat Not
0% . . 1 important  important important at
Both sides One side Nowhere all

There is a strong support among the public for sidewalks to be constructed on both sides of the
roadways in future development; most of the public also identified installing sidewalks in currently
developed areas to be very important. Some participants expressed frustration regarding

incomplete projects. The community also demonstrated their interest in having sidewalks
particularly along school routes and on arterial roads, and have identified cost to be a determining
factor in construction of sidewalks.
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Question #5: How important is it to implement Complete Streets?

60% 1 The  community identified  the
50% implementation of Complete Streets as
40% very important. Safety of the people

using the sidewalks and the bike lanes
30% should be the top priority. People have
20% related the Complete Streets concept

with store-front street parking and
10% 1 ) benefitting the businesses by creating
0% ‘ “places” and “communities.”
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Question #6: Do you support requiring developers to participate in a parkland
dedication program?

Although more participants responded to
this question negatively, support was
expressed through the comment board.
Different methods of parkland dedication
options have also been discussed

50%

40%

30%

through the comment board such as
contributing money to the City fund,
establishing a minimum number of
p houses to require the dedication, and the
0% : , , d option of banking the required space.
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Question #7: Do you support greater flexibility in uses if the size and scale are
requlated? (For example, bar/nightclubs vs. neighborhood pubs)

100% -

80% The majority of participants expressed
support for greater flexibility in uses if

60% - the size and scale are regulated.
Through the comment board,

40% | clarification has been made to indicate
the interest for dedicated mixed-use

20% - - districts.
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Question #8: Are garages or carports a visual issue for your neighborhood or

within the City?

60%
Just over half of the participants

50% responded that garages or carports are

40% a visual issue for their neighborhoods
or within the City. They noted a desire

30% to establish standards so that carports

20% and garages are properly built without
obstructing views and are appropriately

10% 7 maintained.

0% , , -

Yes No Not sure
(& tray OvwrwR ERS
.ifh:?\/ 6?6:{50-'“‘. over ‘J-s"'éook}
and P“ri}a Lot

And defacked qrrayes , e qand (o2 8f

* ] :\w\‘_'b.
need S\-ﬂ*"d-’rfjﬁ‘ RN wind hrcoma r

Not
B ol sfrud'#“"q M“Iwmal

Matecials reguikements for r«rp-rfih cabion, o prpaty — S0meene cun. wity alutys see He Appy éh.af:ﬂ‘}s_

s M are i e back oF the ‘nm’n\.}'fﬂ?sig\v\\— of Main Yoad
\

o 50reS 4 b=




Question #9: Are accessory dwellings appropriate in your neighborhood?

60%

50%

Most participants identified accessory
dwelling units to be appropriate in
their neighborhoods; however, they

40% +~

30%

also noted that they would like the
accessory dwelling units to be strictly
regulated.
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Question #10: Which areas within the City is it important to incorporate design
standards? (Balancing quality and being developer-friendly)

100% -

An overwhelming majority voted for
80% incorporating design standards in only
0% certain areas within the City. On the

° comment board, participants specified

a0% V7 their preferred areas for implementing

the design standards such as downtown
20% and 1-20 corridor, Highway 80, and Loop

.—. 281.
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