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DaytimePopuiation

Should the City pursue an amendment to reduce parking
standards for upper floor office uses within the
downtown district?

Should any such reduction require a restriction on office
uses on the ground floor such as no future office on the
ground floor, or relocation of office that may be located
on the ground floor to the upper floor?




- BIKEISTAlISIVSHEaraStalls

Within the downtown district should parking requirements
should be reduced in exchange for the provision of additional
bicycle parking?

Is an equivalence of 4 bicycle spaces for one car space, up to
20% of the parking required for non-residential projects be
considered?

Could this bicycle parking be provided offsite?




Pandng Cradit for All Haseziurzes

s the existing standard consistent with the vision for the downtown
district?

Should the current rule to not apply the credit for conversion of small
(under 5,000 SF) restaurants be continued, which is in effect a dis-
incentive to these small format restaurants?



VioreParking@ptions S

Should parking requirements for commercial uses within the
downtown district be allowed in common facilities within a
quarter mile walking distance?

& Downtown Parking Conceptual Master Plan
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