
A simpler design consisting of buildings more compatible in size and with more per-

meability from west to east would better connect to the existing scale and rhythm of 

buildings in the Williams/ Vancouver corridor.  

Length of proposed building doesn’t fit into neighborhood

Break massing down into varying forms

MASSING

1. There is nothing in this neighborhood with the continuous length and scale of the 

proposed building.  The few buildings built within the last few years that reach this 

height and not nearly as long and unrelenting. 

We feel the building should be broken down into several buildings of different size 

and heights with public plaza-type spaces between them. The character of each 

building could vary - one more permeable, one more enclosed,etc. The current de-

sign is superficially broken up into vertical stripes on the facade .



MASSING

2. There is no transition to the small scale of the houses on Cleveland Street.  The 

building should step down to them, such as by having a significant setback on the 
top floor, or by decreasing the height and scale of the south and north components 
of the building.

If the building is broken down into several building blocks it wouldn’t put existing 

residences to the east in a perpetual afternoon shadow, and will allow more natural 

ventilation for those houses.

3. Although the building would add at least 84 residents to the neighborhood, the 

building doesn’t provide any significant exterior space for the residents.There are too 
few public parks and spaces in this neighborhood to begin with-- adding public pla-

zas opening to Williams Street would improve this situation for the entire neighbor-

hood. 

PRIVACY FOR CLEVELAND STREET RESIDENCES

1. Residents of Cleveland St. don’t want to lose all of their privacy to a four-story 

building looming over their backyards.  Balconies shouldn’t be on the east side of the 

building, and the internal arrangement of the building should have private rooms with 

smaller windows (bedrooms/ bathrooms) located on the east side.

2. Parking lot noise and HVAC noise should be tightly controlled:  an 8’ concrete 

block wall fence at the property line with the existing houses would help with that, as 

would the correct choice of HVAC system.  If a ‘parking machine’ is used it must not 

throw any noise to the east, and loading docks shouldn’t impact neighboring houses 

with their noise.

3.LIght pollution should not be allowed:  exterior illumination should not be allowed to 

be cast off-site.

4.Landscaping and greenery along the east and west faces of the building should be 

increased from the code-allowed minimum, not decreased as requested by the de-

veloper.

Stepping back top story of building to reduce massing.



AESTHETICS 

1.The proposed building is a generic spec-type design with no relationship to the 

Williams/ Vancouver corridor, or to the 100 year-old houses or the streetcar-type 

commercial buildings in the neighborhood in general.  This is a failure to conform 

with Community Design Guidelines, which call for creativity, uniqueness, and com-

patibility with the existing neighborhood fabric.

2.The proposed building is an aggravated jumble of competing forms.  Instead, it 

should have an overall simplicity and hierarchy of massing.

3.The proposed building has a confusion of exterior materials in an attempt to 

achieve ‘variety’ or ‘enrichment’.  Less clutter with more substantive architectural 

detail would be an improvement.

4.The proposed building should use overall massing proportions and component 

proportions which are complementary to what is here.  For example, the windows 

(and sub-lites within them, if used) should have an overall vertical proportion instead 

of horizontal as proposed.

5.The proposed building uses manufactured materials (aluminum mullioned win-

dows/ what is apparently metal siding, etc.) which have no connection to the neigh-

borhood.  We would like to see real  materials and significant architectural details 
similar to what already exists here used in this building.

7.The storefronts as proposed are generically modern and characterless using glass 

panels which are too large and mullions which are too small, and with no features of 

any distinction or character. 



AESTHETICS 

8. New larger commercial buildings added to SE Belmont and SE Hawthore have 

an authenticity of materials - brick, concrete, wood, aluminum windows. The lack of 

hardi-panel / vinyl window buildings make these new buildings a welcome addition to 

the neighborhood. 

COMPLEMENTARY RETAIL

1. Neighborhood residents and retailers would like to see the commercial space 

in the building allocated to retail space which serves the day-to-day needs of the 

people who live here.  There is a strong objection to having more bars in this area of 

Williams/ Vancouver.

2. Bike parking as currently designed is inadequate and needs to be significantly 
increased.


