MEMORANDUM

DATE: September 26, 2011
TO: Housing Element Task Force
FROM: Lilly Schinsing, Associate Planner

SUBJECT: Other Options to Consider and Feedback from Workshop 2

At the August 22, 2011 Housing Element Task Force meeting the Task Force added the
discussion of the “Other Options that Could be Considered,” “Options Not Being Considered”
and feedback from Workshop 2 to the September 26, 2011 meeting agenda. Attached are the
following documents:

e Pages 9-10 of the Menu of Options document, which references the “Other Options that
Could be Considered” and “Options Not Being Considered”; and

e Feedback from Workshop 2 (Summary of Comments and the Completed Workshop 2
Evaluation Forms)

Staff recommends the Task Force review the documents and direct Staff to conduct additional
research and/or revise the Menu of Options as appropriate.

Attachments

1- Pages 9-10 of the Menu of Options document, dated August 2011

2- Summary of Comments from Workshop 2 Evaluation Forms (from July 25 Task Force packet)
3- Completed Workshop 2 Evaluation Forms (from July 25 Task Force packet)
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Draft Site Inventory and Analysis- “Menu of Optlons —August 2011

Page 9

Other Options that Could be Considered

ltem [ (1-3) in Attachment [ presents a list of other options that could be considered. These options are

less specific, and were provided to illicit discussion and prompt direction to Staff if further analysis is
needed.

Options Not Being Considered

Iltem J (4-9) in Attachment | presents a list of options that are not being considered. The Task Force

moved these options into the “Not Being Considered” category on June 27, 2011.

Force can prioritize each strategy and appro&ehin the coming months, with input from our residents. It
should be emphasized that in that process we will have®ises=gp portunity to mix and match strategies and
approaches to yield the optimum set of policy options that works Tor8augalito as a whole while also
fulfilling our obligation to accommodate our RHNA allocation. It should also ba ed.that a deficiency in

the moderate category could be remedied by shifting some very low/lower units into the e _units
category.
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ATTACHMENT | Candidate Strategies for Achieving the RHNA®

Housing Units Built, Under Construction, or Approved for Construction 1999-Present

Vacant and Underdeveloped Land—No Rezoning

ADUs Scenarios — Existing

ADUs Scenarios - Future

Liveaboards Scenarios - Existing

Liveaboards Scenarios - Future

Rezoning Scenarios - Existing Residential Land to a Higher Density

Rezoning Scenarios - Existing Non-Residential Land to Allow Residential

Other Options that Could be Considered

1- Develop Program for an inclusionary Housing Regulations (e.g., an affordable housing fee may be
required to subdivide a parcel. This fee would go towards affordable housing projects)".

2- Require mitigation fees for condominium conversion projects. This fee would go towards affordable
housing projects”.

3- Regulate conversion of triplexes/duplexes to single family residences (e.g., prohibiting such
conversions or require an impact fee)’

J. Options Not Being Considered

4- Rezone other Open Space (OS) Parcels to Residential Uses.
Strategy: Identify City-owned OS Parcels which may be suitable for potential residential
development.

~SIomMmMUOoOmR

5- Rezone portions of 630 Nevada (School Site, currently zoned Public Institutional) to allow
Residential Uses.
Strategy: Identify portions of the 630 Nevada Street parcel which may be suitable for potential
residential development.

6- Rezone portions of MLK site (currently zoned Public Institutional) to allow Residential Uses.
Strategy: Identify portions of the MLK parcel which may be suitable for potential residential
development. Would require a vote of the electorate.

7- N"eighborhood Commercial (CN-2) Floor Area Policy- Allow Residential Uses in CN-2 district (policy
from 2006 draft Housing Element).
Strategy: Use the 2006 draft Housing Element policy. The draft 2006 Housing Element credited 14
very low and 14 lower units as a result of this policy. Fair Traffic Initiative may need to be examined.

8- Rezone “on edge” R2 parcels to R3 (increase density).
Strategy: Identify City-owned parcels on the boundaries of R2 Zoning Districts which may be
suitable for higher density residential development.

9- Rezone select Marinship areas to allow Residential Uses.
Strategy: The “Sausalito Waterfront and Marinship Vision” report prepared by the Waterfront and
Marinship (WAM) identified specific areas for potential residential use. Two parcels located along
Bridgeway were identified for potential residential use. Four parcels located further away from
Bridgeway were identified for potential mixed residential/commercial use.

¢ Strategies A-H were studied in detail
" Mintier-Harnish has indicated that these strategies are good programs, but cannot be used to credit the RHNA. See
Minter-Harnish’s May 19, 2011 “City of Sausalito Housing Element — Preliminary Comments on Menu of Options”

Draft Site Inventfory and Analysis- “Menu of Options™—August 2011
Page 10 s




Workshop 2 Feedback Form: Summary of Resuits

Number of Feedback Forms Received: 18

1. Rank the RHNA strategies ldentlﬂed today in your preferred order from 16.

1?:most','prefer "ed strategy to pursue,and .G—least preferred.,strategy to pursuef |
Ordered by Average Response (most preferred to least preferred):
1.7 Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

2.5 Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted

3.2 Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

3.6 Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

Upzone residential parcels to higher density

>
Yo}

|.

wn
N

Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategies that you would like to see the City pursue, ifany?

Main topics identified; number of ¥'s indicates number of additional instances
topic identified:

Feasibility Studies for smaller parcels
¥v' Pursue/Submit “Minority Report”
Pursue at Multi-Use Sites

Consider “shared living arrangements”
Lowest density alternatives

City Hall alternative

Marinship housing

3 For each of the followmg strategles, rank your preferred aggressweness from 1-3

2- Medlum Approach (more pohmes some |ncentlves some regulatlonslstandards) i

3" Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pohcres more mcentlves, mlmmal regulatlonslstandards)

Ordered by Average Response (light approach to heavy approach) :
1.5 Rezone parcels to allow residential use

1.6 Upzone residential parcels to higher density

2.2 Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

2.2 Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

2.5 Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted

2.8 Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

Adnmu Z-

Workshop 2 Feedback Form Summary of Results Page 1




4, Rank the approprlateness of the foiiowmg SItes lntroduced today for affordable housmq

1 more appropnate, 2=

somewhat,appropriate, 3-Iess approprlate, not at all approprlate '

Ordered by Average Response (most appropriate to least appropriate) :
1.9 U-3 (1700 BIk of Bridgeway)

2.1 V-4 (Woodward)

2.2 V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway)

2.2 V-3 (Rodeo)

2.2 V-5 (Butte)

2.2 V-6 (Ebbtide)

2.5 V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard)

6 U-2 (Spencer Fire Station)

5 U-1 (Vahalla)

l“’ \“I

5. Are there other sites that you think the City should consider in the sites inventory? =

Main topics identified; number of v's indicates number of additional instances
topic identified:

v’ Mixed Use Areas
vv¥v City Hall alternative
vYvvvvv Housing in the Marinship

v'Sphere of Influence

6-8. Related to Evaluatlon of Workshop
;9 Other Comments .

Main topics 1dent1fied; number of ¥'s indicates number of additional instances
topic identified:

40 unit building is not appropriate

Has Sausalito challenged the RHNA?

Mixed Use Areas should be considered

Marinship should be considered

The Vahalla is not an appropriate site due to traffic

v¥Minority opinion should be recommended

Spencer Fire Station is not an appropriate site due to traffic, safety, etc.

Avoid heavy approaches on anything

Workshop 2 Feedback Form Summary of Results Page 2




Crty of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

\NQRKSHOPFEEDBACKFORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategies ldentrf’ ed today in your preferred. order from 1-6.
1"most preferred strategy to piirsue arnd 6= least preferred strategy to pursue
—/)/ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

i Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
4? { iveaboards— encourage future affordab[e
:ZQ leeaboardsﬂlegallze unpermitted
@ Upzone resrdentral parcels to higher density o
5: Rezone parcels to allow residential use — }%@,ﬁ:ﬂ; 34{@@\{( z*:{gﬁ } /@ € ;p:; 5,5ﬁ ‘?‘g 5{ i:
M{y‘ é,l;,‘ fﬁ’}’{z‘ »;@:f r{{lﬁﬂ éf’?

2

2 What other strategres that you would like to see the City pursue, if any? J
fﬁﬁi}/t Iy a, J}‘,,,v% e A # \_44’70(.\,4{ ,(F\ 6’.‘? ,,(' e ‘((:Z
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3 For each of the followmg strateglesurank your preferred aggressweness from,1-3. 1 3ol
aggree o T

PO
Ul A

o %
1 nght Approach (less aggressrve pOllcles g5, fewer mcentlves, stricter regulatronslstandar
2=, Medlum Approach (more pohcres some mcentWes, some regulatronslstandards) L

3= Heavy Approach (more aggressrve polrcles more mcentwes mmlmal regulatlonslstandards)

*
t

/ 3 —r >3
Accessory Dwellrng Unrts——allow future FE. éi,‘.&.;&féwyie"ﬁwfr‘ ,
N

<€~ Accessory Dwellihg Units— lega[rze unpermitted ¥

f’} leeaboards—— encourage future affordable

A?Lrveaboards——legahze unpermitted
JQ,Upzone residential parcels to higher density
QQ;\Rez_one parcels to allow residential use s

( 1= mo're app'roprlate,' 25 somewhat approprrate 3 tes.s. appropnate 4=not at I’ PRIo

( : f{_ U-1 (Vahalla) ___‘ V-1 (Satisalito Boulevard) f V-4 (Woodward) ' (/Mﬂim
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Updaté | Community Workshop 2
Site.Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011-

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overali, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was inferesting fo me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
ongly Agree 0 Strongly Agree
O Agree 0 Agree
O No Comment ' O No Comment
0 Disagree : ) B—Disagree
0 Sirongly Disagree O Strongly Disagree

The presentation was clear and to the point. " | gained new insights on housing elements.
0 Strongly Agree a Smtfdrigjly Agree
@//@; 0 Agree
1 No Comment o 0 No Comment
| Disagree ' B/ﬁsagree

< [0 Strongly Disagree i 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topxcs you are interested in that were not covered in today s workshop'? ‘ .
— @ - ;—:—w-, o /L~~* A g
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8. What suggestions do il Fave to help us make fufure workshaps more useful? _ & f}‘ ‘*‘ﬁ‘v_‘;‘ﬁ_é
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9. Other Comments S I
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Thank you for your feedhack and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

I\CDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Etement\ZODQ Updaie\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Formn_doc
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City'of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

‘-~ WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

¥t

T
Lt

t1 Rank the RHNA strategres identified today in your preferred order from 1 6
{=most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred’ strategy to pursue
_L Accessory Dwelling Units—a llow, future
\ Accessory Dwelling Units— Iegahze unpermrtted
,1_ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
Y Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
g_ Upzone. residential parcels to hrgher density
. él Rezone parcels to allow resrdentlal use

2. What other strategies that yoii would li~l:(e fo'see the City pursue, if any?”

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressrveness from 1-3:,

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcres feWer mcentlves strrcter regulatlons{sta Aards)

2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some mcentwes some regulatlonslstan

3= Heavy Approach (more aggressrve pohcres more mcentlves, mmlmal regulatlonslstandards)..

_‘TQ Aocessory Dwelling Units—allow future

; Accessory Dwethng Umts—— legahze unperrmtted
Lrveaboards-— encourage future affordable *

; leeaboards~legahze unperrmtted S

_L Upzone resrdentral parcels to higher density

43‘*_ Rezone parcels to allow resrdentrat use

4. Rank the appropnateness of the fo[lowmg srtes mtroduced today for. aff

ordable housxi’

1= moré appropnate, 22 somewhat appropnate 3= less approprlate, 4—-not at

’L£ U-1 (Vahalla) = . §V—1 {Sausalito Boulevard) - % V-4 (Woodward)
__L U-2 (Spencer Fire Station) T2N2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) ' ; —SJ(Butte)
©_U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) V3 (Rodeo) 73 V-6 (Ebbfide)

5. Are there other sites that you think the Gity should consider in the sites inventory?’

@*\‘es O No - .
If yes, where are they? S Q<L g& < AN \;3__%_, N

Continue on the reverse

.
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City of Sausalito Housing Elemen’f Update | Community Wor kshop@ g@g g é/E

Site Inventory Workshop

Saturday, July 16, 2011 JUL 1
A . § 2011
WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM Cm’OF,g A
. . ~ rw“""llﬁrr SAU
6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop? : ey ':'-'n:,_qg;?m"
The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
O Strongly Agree . O Strongly Agree '
‘&Z/Agree . /IZ'_J\gree
0 No Comment Cg 0 No Comment
[1 Disagree : 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree - O Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
O Strongly Agree 00" - Strongly Agree
1 Agree O Agree
0 No Comment - _8- No Comment
—Disagree ‘ 0 Disagree

0 Strongly Disagree L - .. D Strongly,Di_sagree

7. Are there other toplcs you are: -interested in: that were not covered i in today s.workshop?

0 L T RS L S P N oona Nave o,

v 45;13_ Posshony \,\9 D ) At Na s dd 3L uTTD N

NS e N V- I U T \‘ )
ﬂ\“c\@i<olf\\<§) \a g Ciacatire D N, -} )

C\/\( DAL ARG T oo D qD*C—"CQ R G .

8. What suggestlons do you have to help us: make future workshops more useful?
s \/\O C_—C”g\ C Q\ Q & QJ\ \/\ \;}&}\._\ \-R\ O ] QQf“'\\jr

9. Other Comments ‘ ' U : L
AV VSV MG <(© A s e e sy

AV/\ (‘RG\\‘-.\\' \/\@A\—‘\&'\ AL
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=

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

INCDDWPROJECTS - NON~ADDRESS\Housing Element\2009 Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshap
T\Evaluafion Form.doc .




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 g
Site Inventory Workshop - ;](zﬁtg
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategxes rden’uﬁed today in your preferred order from 1 6
1=most preferred strategy to pursue arid 6=least preferred strategy fo. pursue
L{ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

2._ Accessory Dwelling Units— legallze unpermjtted

5 . Liveaboards— encouragé future affordable

_i_ 'Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted

i Upzone residential parcels to higher density

’Ql Rezone parcels {0 allow residential use

. \What other. strategies that you would like to see the City pursue, ifany? "
o muti-use comme il + rem(an%w@ Zovr

Change Ordinant

3. For each of the followmg strategles ‘rank your preferred aggressweness from 1-3.

1= Lrght Approach (less aggresswe pohcres fewer mcentlves strrcter regulatlonslstandards) > Qr\r‘fﬁ 2uMS

S yofr)

. 2“ Med[um Approach (more pohcres some lncen’uves some regulatlonslstandards)
3“ Heavy Approach (more aggresswe policies, more mcentrves mlmmal regulatlons]standards)
9 Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
1 Accessory pDwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
3 { iveaboards— encourage future affordable
1 leeaboards—[egahze unpermitted
/ Upzonei restdentral parcels to higher density

_[_ Rezone parcels to allow residential use

A Rank the 'ppropnateness ‘of. the followmg srtes mtroduced today for affordable hous'hiq R X

1= more approprlate 2= somewhat appropnate 3"‘|ess appropnate 4*not at all approprrate

U-1 (Vahalla) : i V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) ' l V-4 (Woodward)
&y (spencer Fire Station) | V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) | V5 (Butte)
l U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) l V-3 (Rodeaq) | _/_ V-6 (Ehbtide}

5. Are there other srtes that you think the City should consider in the sites inventory?

KYes 1 No mi &A %33 0\+ Y/\Gtﬂ)'\SIM (dewr;r\e.retal Jcrojw‘c&\mfal_)

i yes, where are they?

fr/\(,[,\/s \ ™ (9 g?l'\u\}\‘o j;nFé\/l{\CContmue on the reverse@; »
crediFor /ﬂa\n/\ub, Gate S
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 %
Site Inventory Workshop .
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

" The content was inferesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
; &g Strongly Agree O, Strongly Agree
0 Agree (X Agree
O  No Comment 0 No Comment
0 Disagree - ’ 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree O Strongly Disagree
-The presentation was clear and fo the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.
U Strongly Agree : D&Ji Strongly Agree
" Agree - O Agree
O No Comment No Comment

O
O Disagree ) . O Disagree
0O Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other top[cs you are interested in.that were not covered in today s workshop?

e o — Whot g DYV 65 ot {pud NG fons | n\q O(Q\/QUVRFJ
recav @ /( Vees cfA Sy e !gu_/ —-H’L/W\D SarSah- o %m\ f‘ﬂofg(r\awv‘«e

8. What suggestions do you have {o help us make future workshops more usefui?

gé’ng\aw ‘g Ktatims 04 Fhe o Ffurdale }wvs;v\q sveerlon 0(1571/7
—aLrL@meS a/u/wof refr»ft“Z A oA gl r’@)‘?‘n\o%m/\? / :

Hﬁv\/ @ZO wg ,PM/V@MF‘f AM/Y\G; (5 ﬂMa/o&'xb&ﬁ—

9. Other Comments . ?

h/aS any) CA cemm W\ﬂLﬂ C/L\a/ <Y\qe—/—H\i Sﬁ#’e JC/Q RH/\//%

Z A b O\rm," OL“W/\*/ @\/25){wsé av~swe /e,

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop. :

IN\CDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Gurrent Public Paljticipaﬁon\Worksho;ﬁs\Wod(shop‘
., T\Evaluation Form.doc "
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City of Sausahto Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategles ldentlfled today in your preferred order from 1 -6. -
1=most preferred strategy fo pursue and G—Ieast preferred strategy to pursue
____ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

__ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

___ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

o Liveaboards—legalize Unpermitted

___ Upzone residential parcels to higher density

Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategies that you would like to see the City pursue, if any?

3. For each of the followmg strategles, rank your preferred aggressweness from 1:3.

i= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcles, fewer mcentlves stncter regulatlons[standardS)

2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some lncentwes some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggressnve pollcles more mcentlves, mlmmal regulatlonslstandards)
___ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

Acoessory Dwelling Units— legalize unp.ermitted ’ -

Liveaboards— encourage future’ affordable - ‘

Liveaboards——legalfze unpermitted

Upzone resideptial parcels to higher density

Rezone parcels fo allow residential use

4. Rank the approprlateness of the followrng sltes mtroduced today for affordable housmﬂ

1 more approprlate, 2= somewhat appropnate 3“less approprlate, 4*not at all approprrate

ﬁ_'U—‘l (Vahalla) © V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) V4 (Woodward)
_ U-2(Spencer Fire Station) _L V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) = ___ V-5 (Butte)
&5 U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) __ V-3 (Rodeo) V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are t_here other sifes that you thlnk the Crty should consrder in the sites mventory’?

- OYes MNo W W—I—_"

If yes, where are they‘?

Contmue on the reverse

&




City of Sausallto Housmg Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
- O Strongly Agree E/ Strongly Agree
Agree 0 Agree
O No Comment , ' ' 0 No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree O Strongly Disagree ‘
The presentation was clear and fo the point. [ gained new insights on housing elements.
O Strongly Agree & Strongly Agree
® Agree I Agree
0 No Comment 0 No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree 0  Strongly Disagree

. Other Com
%ﬁ% [/W ceow W
/QMAQ/W

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

[A\CDDWPROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Current Public Parﬁcipaﬁon\Workshops\Workshop
N\Evaluation Form.doo
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City of Sausalito Housing Flement Update | Communii"ty Workshop2 %6
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday, July 16, 2011,

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategres rdenttfred today in. your preferred order from 1-6.
1=most preferred strategy to pursue and S“Ieast preferred strategy to pursue
A’_ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future . -

_Z_-_ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted

Upzone residential parcels‘ to higher density

ot v

Rezone parcels fo allow residential use ‘

2. What other: strategies that:you wotild like to see the City pursite, if any?”

. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressweness from 1-3.
1= Lrght Approach (less aggressrve po[rcres fewer moentrves stricter regulatronslstandards)
2= Medrum Approach (more pohcres some mcentlves some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pollcres more mcentrves mmlmal regulatrons[standards) '

_Z”ACCESSOW Dwelling Units—allow future i

é Accessory Dwelling Units— leg‘alize unpermitted
_25 Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

' j_ Li\ieaboards—legaliie unpermitted

_i_ Upzone resrdential parcels to higher density

' 7)__ Rezone parcels o allow residential use

By roprlateness of tlie following s sltes mtroduced today for. affordable housi'~""'- ”

[ 3 i ' T
M = more approprla e,. 2= somewhat appropnate, 3 ,less appropnate, 4—not at a[l appropnate‘

|
}M V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) o V-4 (Woodward)
N\ cer Fire Station)  ____ V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) = ___ V-5 (Butte)
o o R (1700 Bik of Bridgeway) ___ V-3 (Rodeo) V-6 (Ebbtide) -

5. Are there other sites that you think the City should consider in the sites invenfory?

HYes ONo
if yes, where are they?

Continue on the reverse &
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Jg’gg‘r"’*' City of Sausahto Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2

0

Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011 -

See
WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think abotut the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. ' - The presenters were responsive fo participants.
"0 Strongly Agree - 0 Strongly Agree .
~ Agree ‘ . / Agree
/0 No Comment No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
[0 Strongly Disagree 0o Stron‘gly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. » [ gained new insights on housing elements.
o Strongly Agree }p@trongly Agree
T Agree * 0 Agree
No Comment ’ O No Comment
0 Disagree 1 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there othértopics you are interested in that were not covered in tfoday’s workshop? '
e ave cons u’@uw havers  Jevnaeve. Hei o
ﬂmﬂhmv 6t oLV oo’ Aocaroe. oA 'a/w[a }
by _ore tea . Chon. e vabe U PYavisoy -
;' [ /‘/9/ ,ca& 1\{/ 14 272 ﬁ% \LO/{—“’})“[/V% AN ﬁ/)/lﬁ—’?/f"«ﬁzv
INRET7Y3 Gsumié of ABu sz V
elp us make future workshops more usefui? L -
Uh Chiih SIE - We. howw [tve gi- 32ds pomy]
%mma [ Unbeliecably, At
e Aol bmsie! T hwove Udeo T Lol Asgl
e éje/\/QWQS%L@/ 6’@@6’44/4W la Syt —

T o }%A#w; bus&s Ca/:/e 54;4@74 /UmJ ///

9, Othér Comments I L ‘_‘,

_h zcﬁxﬂ(céci@ qm@ Covn
U lci, PieaxT
S VS B Rsrnse
21.C N S, < JH 2 | |
CAOSATD CA . T LS 229- [HS=-

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop. ’ v

INCDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing EIement\ZOOQ Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc




Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategles 1dent|fled today in your preferred order from 1-6..
{=most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred strategy to pursue
4" Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
Z Accessory Dwelfing Units— legalize unpermitted
3‘ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable ’
*L | iveaboards—legalize unpermltted
5 Upzone residential parcels to higher densrty ' ;

_@_ Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategles that you would like to see the Gity pursue, if any?’

7 fiying . Wﬁ(’@'rr'ick»é o
2 DU UnctE—

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressweness from 1-3

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcles fewer mcentwes strlcter regu!atxonslstandards)
2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some mcentwes some regulatronslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe policies, more lncentlves mlmmal regulatlons!standards)

2. Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
3 Accessory Dwefhng Units— legalize unpermitted
2« Lrveaboards—— encourage future affordable
3__ leeaboards——legahze unpermltted

( Upzone residential parcels to higher density

_L Rezone parc‘els.to allow residential use

4.. Rank the approprlateness of the followmg sltes mtroduced today for affordable housu -

! 1 mo re eppropnate ?_-‘ somewhat approprlate 3—|ess approprlate, 4-not at all approprlate

/_::]: U-1 (Vahalla) _‘/‘}_ V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) <44~ \-4 (Woodward)
A\ u-2 (Spencer Flre Statlon) A—V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) _A_l_’V—S (Butte)
_A-u-3 (4700 Blk of Bndgeway) 4 -3 (Rodeo) ) 2. V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are there cther sites thait you think the Gity should consider: in the sites invéntory? "* .

[ Yes TNo
If yes, where are they?

Continue on the reverse &

Ft ffe ( 0 § R
=ik T - . YR i
o PugE_ |
'
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City of Sausalito Housmg Element Update [ Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
0 S&trongly Agree .- 0O Strongly Agree
*Agree . 0 Agree
0 No Comment : No Comment
O Disagree Disagree
O Strongly Disagree ’ 0O Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.
O étrongly Agree _ Strongly Agree
. Agree . O Agree
O No Comment ) 0 No Comment
0 Disagree O Disagree
0  Strongly Disagree . "0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are mferested m that were not covered in foday’s WOrkshop‘?
T4 Fheve gy Conciclonad &zzu&u
\g}f Oty 1N alhalla Ste 52 (o,
SRR N a;# hun ~t dud s
C%EI{MHD Qugd 1o add 12 ﬁziw ‘f’fa@% 77/,
CZLVLU m(ffrd [ock,

8. What suggestions do you have to help us make future workshops:mdre useful?

9. Other Comments:

j %mk “ﬂ/ln Cotus ﬂ%ﬂ(/b/ 51/\/%/47 6@911%7“ Lﬁ@

7nd “J’LD‘F + Live ~bbog,f QWQZQM ontly . (B 5
wm g mm/ma Vot 84 u5dlids S

f f‘/ff‘fS’M’ /9//\ t:///l%/lfr‘/‘
s /)u /A/ /;ﬂé

Thank-you for your feedback and commen
the end of the workshop.

794 .
I\CDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Current Public Parﬁcipaﬁon\Workshops\Workshop cghpé ‘
N\Evaluation Form.doc
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Site Inventory Workshop -

City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 ﬂ(
Saturday, July 16, 2011 %

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategres rdentrfed today in.your preferred order from 1 6:
1——most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred strategy to pursue
A Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

3 Accessory Dwellmg Units— legalize unpermxﬁed
___L Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
_ | Liveaboards—legalize unper‘mitted |
£ Upzone residential parcels fo hipher density

_E Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. WHat other strategies tha ou would like to see the City pursue, if any?

w—% ’\@W‘g heccaco) Geae

3.. For each of the followmg strategles, rank your preferred aggressrveness from 1-3:

1= nght Approach (less aggresslve pohcres, fewer mcentlves strlcter regulat(onslstandards) :
2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some mcentlves, some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pohmes more mcentlves mmlmal regulatlonslstandards)
& Accessory Dwelhng Units—allow future

_3_ Accessory Dwelhng Units— legalize unpermitted

ii Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

U Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted

_74~ Upione, residential parcels to higher density

:QAARez'one parcels to allow residential use

4. Rank 'he "ppropnateness of the fo[lowmg srtes mtroduced today for affordab[e housmg{- i

4= more appropnate 2= somewhat appropnate 3= :‘les's appropnate 4-not at ali approprlatei

U (Vahalla) . - V-1(Sausalito Boulevard) V4 (Woodward)
U2 (Spencer Fire Station) V-2 (800 Bik of Bridgeway) = ___ V-5 (Butte)
_ U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) ___ V-3 (Redeo) V-6 (Ebbtide)

[3

5. Are there other sites that you think the City should ¢onsider in the sites inventory?

OYes [ No
If yes, whete are they?

Continue on the reverse & .

ETTS T T e ]
WEMNG. _{ - _pagete 1%




City of Sausahto Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to,mAe. The presenters were responsive to participants.

Qéraongly Agree ‘ B—Strongly Agree

0O Agree - ' 0 Agree

O No Comment 0 No Comment

0 Disagree : . O Disagree

0 Strongly Disagree -0 Strongly Disagree i
The presentation was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.

rongly Agree Mongly Agree

0O Agree ' 0 Agree

0 No Comment O No Comment

0 Disagree ' O Disagree

0 Strongly Disagree T 0 -Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

8. What suggestions do¢ you have to help us make future workshops more useful?

9. Other Comments

HM@M‘% OPCH@H &f&}qm 3 Pﬂc@mwmku /Yg

Sheent st et

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff 61' the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

IACDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Current Public Parﬁcipaﬁon\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 j?/%
c Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategres ldenttf‘ ed today in; your preferred order from 1-6.
1=most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred stratégy to pursue .
g Acoessory Dwelling Units—allow future

/ Accessory Dwelling Umts—— legalize unpermitted
i Liveaboards— encourage future affordab|e
l_ Liveaboards—egalize unpermitted '
i Upzone re_sidential parcels to higher density

7 Rezone parcels to allow residential use

Z)Nhat other strategies that yoil would like to gee the City pursue; ifany? C\ R
/ »( A l 72 on ol Png%}/ 4/716/%57%65

3 For each of the followm strategles, rank your preferred aggresslveness fromi 1-3..

1= nght Approach (less aggressrve pollcres feWer mcen’nves strlcter regulations]standards) B

2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some lncentwes some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggressrve pollcres, more lncentlves mmlmal regulatrons[standards)

_I Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

m(_Q_ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
3 leeaboards—— encourage future affordab[e

(/ Lrveaboards——legahze unpermltted '

_;L Upzong reSIdentlal parcels to higher density

. _{_ Rezone parcels to allow residential use

f'the followmg srtes rntroducedtoday for affordable housmg

1= rf{d'r“e approp“:ria e, 2= SO what appropnate 3 less appropnate 4‘n0t at all approprrate

3\ U-1 Vahalla) ‘ V-1 (Sausahto Boulevard) 3 V-4 (Woodward)
: U-2 (Spencer Fire Statlon) z__ V-2 (800 Bk of Bridgeway) | _3_ V-5 (Butte)
U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) Y V.3 (Rodeo) 3 V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are there other srtes that you thmk the Crty should consrder in the srtes mventory‘? -

o ge | o, n /(1 M/w s ext vttt

&

l . . Continue on the reverse




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Commumty Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content wss interesting to me. ) ~The presenters were responsive fo par‘ncrpants
Strongly Agree . Strongly Agree
Agree Agree '
0 No Comment O No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
0 Strongly. Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
0O Strongly Agree o 0 Strongly Agree
0 Agree O Agree
O No Comment 0 No Comment
B Disagree [~ Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree O Strongly Disagree

7. Are therg other topics'you are mterested in that were not cover din foday’s wo kshop?
|/ 7(@/ 44{0 \/fwA VP} l ch Wodeleyy,

1oy K, Lz < Lopfrone J
e Coedomic and /P/f/wﬁ/ velee fompatic oy 7er/ The

J/m%(% f+th va b e F T 7Y Fovrect

8. What‘éug estions do you haveﬁ help us make future workshops more usefyl? . .-
o (g‘/,’f}rﬁ 067 /el e (G fé(u /l iam, {cafdbr
Véé’\ Mpre. ﬂ/aaf%: ﬂ// Q/L\”ﬂ/ a Socid-kelrorkly pao. f 1 C’f‘l@/
*?Jf/ﬂaﬁ” Cong N\ﬂ/c?, L;/&k 7Lb é/%,, Az /L\D<7§7(/0>3/’hu( c
{/ﬂh‘o 7LA/}’)r L] 7LL\F /yf)A (M (ﬂﬂé///ﬂz/
- /l? JWM'ILA c Intd [ MD 6/‘/7[—4A If("r\/%u/@// ’

er omillens
- (m(,:nfo t”/ﬂl\ﬂuﬂo V/Aya. gﬂzﬁﬁf %ﬂﬂgfc GAA 0% 78

ﬁafflﬁf‘( ﬂ( AQ/} /I”;\,./ ‘/}|cf /‘fﬁ& C;:/-(a @9f7L/u/Q,/
g Cdnca/’méﬂ '

UV,

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form fo Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop. :

I\CODD\PROJECTS - NON- ADDRESS\Housmg Elemeni\2009 Update\Current Public Parﬁcipaﬁon\Workshops\Workshop
T\Evaluation Form.doc ) )
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WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
' Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday, July 16, 2011

1. Rank the RHNA strategles ldentrfled toclay m your preferred order from 1 6.

1=most, preferred strategy to pursue and Grleast preferred strategy to pursue

[lj__ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

é_ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

O ﬁ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
Z’ Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
i_ Upzone resrdentlal parcels to higher density

Q_ Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategles that-you would like to see th

& A

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank y¢

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pOllCIES fewer mcentwes stncter regulatlouslstandards)

e City‘pu'rs,‘ue,‘ if any?

our preferred aggressweness from 1-3,

2= Medlum Approach (more pollcles some mcentwes some regulatronslstandards)

Y\ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

[ﬁ_ Accessory Dwellrng Unlts—— jegalize unpermitted

7). Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
M leeaboards—-legallze unpermrﬁed
l, Upzone resxden’ual parcels to higher density

_\:_ Rezohe parcels to allow residential use

4. Rank the approprlateness of the followmg srtes mtroduced today fo
1= more approprrate, 2-— somewhat appropnate, 3= less approprlat
’ M _ V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard)
¥l U-2 (Spencer Fire Station) - /M V-2 (800 BIK of Bridgeway) -

L. U-1 (Vahalta)

1\ U-3'(1700 Blk of Bridgeway) /] V-3 (Rodeo)

5. Ate there other sites that you think the City shoul

‘OYes HNo
"Ifyes, where are they?

3= Heavy Approach (more aggressrve pol|cles more mcen’uves,

mlmmal regulatlons[standards)'

r affordable housmg

e, 4’-not at all approprlate

k V-4 (Woodward)

Iy V-5 (Butte)

L~ v-6 (Ebbtide)

d consider in the sites inventory?. '

7

Page 1

e
et

"

BEE

i

Continue on the reverse




" City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to pamcspants
d@" Strongly Agree , - O Strongly Agree
O Agree & Agree ,é&, VAV
0 No Comment ‘ 0 No Comment
0 Disagree A o Disagree
O Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and fo the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
0 Sfrongly Agree (5 strongly Agree
!Li Agree 1 Agree
0 No Comment 0 No Comment
[0 Disagree 0 Disagree
O Strongly Disagree

{1 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

f qé/ﬁ%)fzuﬁ b Il At W.//\C o et K

(D0 /M/Aﬂ) i e D/.IM/LJJ

P Hz@? ﬂpg@Af (MGOJ?,WVIAQ) %Oﬁmwwﬁf

8. What suggestions do you have to help us make future workshops more tseful? -

) Ogc% QNL N1 xS fo =

AIND ey, Yoo (W’)(JCMA \M/«@”\ Uzt //u

LG \ )WOAPAAj

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator-at
the end of the workshop.

| \CDD\PROJECTS NON-, ADDRESS\Housmg Element\2009 Update\Current Public Par’ncxpahon\Workshops\Woﬂ(shop
T\Evaluation Form.doc




Clty of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Communrty Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1 Rank the RHNA strategles rdentrﬁed today in.your preferred order from 1-6.
1= most preferred strategy o pursue and 6= Ieast preferred strategy to. pursue
i Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

3 B Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
_7’_ [ iveaboards— encourage future affordable
£ Liveaboards—'—legalize unpermitted
A . Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. Whiat other strafegies that you would like to see the City purstie, if any?

o

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressrveness from 1 3

1= ngh : Approach (less aggresswe pohcles fewer mcentwes, stncter regulatlonslstandards)
2= Méc

3=14,H2'a\;yApproaoh (more eggressrve pohcres more mcentlves ininimal’ regulatlonslstandards)

Approach (more pohcres some mcentlves some regulatxons[standards)

'_7’_ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
¥ Accéssory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

j_ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

i_ leeaboards——legallze unpermltted

1~"Rezone parcels ’ro allow residential use

A: RanK the pproprlateness of the followmg srtes lntroduced' today for affordable housin ng;

| 1= more approprlate 2= somewhat approprlate, 3 less appro rlate, 4-not at all appropnate :

U-1 (Vahalia) ' - ___ V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) __v4 (Woo_dward)
U-2 (Spencer Fire Station)  __ V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) = ___ V-5 (Butte)
' U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) ___ V-3 (Rodeo) ___ V-6'(Ebbtide)

5. Are there sther sites that you think thie City should consider i the sites inventory?

®Yes ONo
If yes, where are they? M LT ST g

Continue on the reverse

&




City of Sausalifo Housing Element Update | Commumty Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to parﬁbipants.

é/ Strongly Agree A 0 Strongly Agree

O Agree : 7 Agree

0 No Comment . O No Comment

[0 Disagree O Disagree
.0 Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree

The presén‘taﬁon was clear and to the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.

O Sfrongly Agree Strongly Agree
2~ Agree 0 Agree

O No Comment O No Comment

0 Disagree 0 Disagree

0O Strongly Disagree 0O Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other tapics you are interested i m that were not covered in foday’s WOrkshop‘?
CENER WDERSTAMBIA 6o * B Rohi® ' THE RUETW of
_LoCpL conTron of dRlRUBRWENS Vou STAITE Conrpar oF
e VELBPMENT
== UADE@SWDLNQ O€ firdu& T Qi Tree ’*%J,g e
LA o (v — TIHE Q005+ Cons of T (AOLQ,Q%
8. What suggestions do’ you have to help us make future workshops more useful‘?

LEMIT comnmEDT feeoib PEd. PRRsaN

9. Other Comments

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

INCDD\PROJECTS ~ NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc ’ .




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update [ Community Waorkshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop :
Sa’turday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategles rdentlﬂed today in your preferred order from 1'—6
1= most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred strategy fo pursue

_(7:/_ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

__/_ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted Y S ’/‘0‘/ lalron f ‘Z/) i f J// / /) L0 O

WM/

(0 Liveaboards— encourage future aﬁordable
_(@ Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
%/ Upzone resrdentla parcels fo higher density
41 Rezone parce[s to allow residential use

~

2. What/éher strategles that jou would like to seé the City pursue if

5 Zﬂd 7@/5615 e éé\af/z/?e/ : /éﬁU/l/f/ﬁf/)TS

/
3. For each of the followmg strategles, rank your preferred aggressweness f om 1-3.
1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcles, feWer mcentwes strlcter regulationslstandards) ‘
2= Medlum Approach (more pohcles some mcentlves, some regulatlonslstandards) o

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe policies, ‘more mcentlves, mmlmal regulatrons[standards)

:

_}_ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

ﬁ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
_/_ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable '
A Liveaboards——iegalize unpermitted

Q—__/ Upzorie residential parcels to higher density

i’__ Reaone parcels to allow residential use

4. Rank the approprlateness of the followmg srtes mtroduced today for affordable housmg o

1= lmore approprlate, 2= somewhat approprlate 3= less approprl[dte 4—n0t at all approprlate '

_L_ u-1 (Vahalla) i V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) / Z V-4 (Woodward)
L U-2-(spencer Fire Station) 4 \2 (800 Bk of Bridgeway) 2. -5 (Butte)
4o U-3 (1700 Bik of Bridgeway) / V3(Rodeo) . V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are there other sites that youthlnk the City should consrder m the srtes mventory‘?

1VYes Q]@

If yes, where are they?

Continue on the reverse
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Corﬁmunity Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me: The presenters were responsive fo participants.
O Strongly Agree 0 Strongly Agree
Agree , O Agree
0 No Comment - 0 No Comment
[0 Disagree . 0 Disagree
O Strongly Disagree . O Strongly Disagree
The presenf@tion was clear and to the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.
[gl/-/Strongly Agree Strongly Agree
0 Agree O Agree
0 No Comment 0 No Comment
O Disagree O Disagree
O Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s w0rkshop’?
[y)ee <51 90 /?cf foce) e, Onil - /70&) /S
12T Aefbimmnid @nd _mamianed 2

Do Uyt etiod Upsts /,?Z%{/ . /;24/7 ) Sy fen S
0 p 7 . I

8. What suggestions do you have tc help us make future workshops more useful?

9. Other Com,gﬁerits :
el ﬁ%fO/MA’)/ ﬁm&ﬂq 51// 7‘Zg,,
L@/B?/}?f/)f @ LoiT /2 28067~ /f%z,wﬁa/ (HEies._ct</
LAS * [00mlerde 7

TIRTSH Sl e wldzd i

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the warkshop.

S

| \CDD\PROJ EC S NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenfi2009 Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc _
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Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategres ldentlf' ed today in.your preferred order from 1—6

1=most preferred strategy to pursue and g=least preferred strategy to pursue

__ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

____ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
Upzone residential parcels to higher density

Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategies that you would like to See the City pursue, if any?

Cify of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 “ ‘z/

3. For each of the followmg strategies, rank your preferred aggressrveneSS from q- 3

1= Lrght Approach (less aggresswe lelCleS feWer mcentwes strlcter regulatlonslstandards) |

2‘ Medrum Approach (more polrcres some mcenﬂves some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pohcres ‘more |ncer1tlves mmlmal regulatlons[standards)

o Accessory Dwelhng Unlts—allow future
Accessory Dwelhng Units— legalize unpermrtted
Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
: Lrveaboards——legallze unperrmtted ‘ o .
5 . Upzone resldenttal parcels. to hlgher densrty .

Rezone parcels 10 allow residential use

4.. Rank the approprlateness of the fol[owmg srtes mtroduced today for afford ‘ble housrrg.‘ '

1= more appropnate 2= somewhat approprlate, 3= less appropnate, 4—not at a approprrate"l

o u (Vahalla) Lo VA (Sausahto Bou evard) V 4 (Woodward)
U2 (Spencer Fire Station) V 2 (800 Blk of Brrdgeway) V5 (Butte)
_U-3(1700 Bl of Bridgeway) - V 3 (Rodeo) V- 6 (Ebbtlde)

5. Are thiere other sites that you think the City should consider in the sites inventory?

ElYes a No

If yes, where are they?

Continue on the reverse
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM -

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
0  Strongly Agree O Strongly Agree
0 Agree O Agree
O No Comment 0 No Comment
O Disagree 0 Disagree
[0 Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.
0O Strongly Agree 0 Strongly Agree
0 Agree ' O Agree
O No Comment 0 No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree 0  Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics'you are mterested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

(ontenume. i Frnel dlerna7ve . solufion s 7aithe v
JHLI mwafmq Iigh &%ﬁm ZAlt S 7
Any OF  INY LG/ fepod 5.

dre dware” thiat—hese proposed. ﬁﬁ/{@fs
@n@ arn._Obyiocs &fﬂW%erﬁ}/‘ Tl se” m Crymes

8. What suggestxons do you have to help us make future w0rks_;s more useful? -

NN C who 7S AL ﬁm/z%ﬁ Te’g‘fdaa?‘
1N A Su0lD S Ssnd A s Lty “w/ 77aﬂw
AN ‘/ﬂw > ‘7%«:‘&7‘7% g5

9. Other Comments

=7 ttgect 575774%4%4 T feard ank

& AN pond 7 50— 7%6/
PN AT 17 WZ’WW

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form‘?t(o Sfaff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop. ‘

INCDDWPROJECTS - NON- ADDRESS\Housmg Elemenfi2008 Update\Cumrent Public Participaﬁon\Womshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBAGK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategnes rdentlfled today in.your preferred order from 1 S o
{=most preferred strategy { to pursue and 6=least preferred strategy fo pu 3

7 Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future % f g E Ef@

| Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

% Liveaboards— encourage future affordable UL 1 8 20 Ii
1 Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted Obs. CHry OF gy

. Wy
4 Upzone residential parcels to higher density _ ey Q\?é‘TO

(3
LP— Rezone parcels to allow residential use MTDEP

2. What other. s'trateg'"ies,‘fﬂ%ltéijou wositetlike to'see the City pursue, if any?

3. For‘each of.the i’ollowir'igr sfrategies, rank your preferred aggressweness from 1—3

1= nght Approach (less aggresmve policies, fewer moentlves strlcter regulatlonslstandards) S

2= Medlum Approach (more polu:les some mcentwes some regulatxonslstandards)
3= Heavy Approach (more aggressxve pollcres more mcentwes minimal regulatlonslstandards)
2 Accessory Dwelling Um’rs——allow future

ZL Accessory Dwelling Units— legahze unpermrt’red

2 leeaboards—— encourage future affordable

e vaeaboards—«legahze unpermltted

A Upzone residential parcels to hlgher density

1 Rezone parcels;to allow re51dent|al use

4 Rank the appropnaten:_is_of the followmg srtes mtroduced today for affordable housmg

1= more ' p’proprrate 2= somewhat appropnate, 3= less approprlate, not at all appropnate

—A-\.- U-1 (Vahalla) 2. V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) 2 V-4 (Woodward)
£ U-2 (Spencer Fire Station) 1 V-2 (800 Bk of Bridgeway) = 2. V-5 (Butte)
A U3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) % V-3 (Rodeo) 2~ V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are there other sites that you think the City, should consider in the sites inventory?.

B/Yes O No )
If yes, where are they? _Mafm_,df\.f‘?

Continue on the reverse

&




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
: Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
0 Strongly Agree ) O Strongly Agree
0 Agree . - @ Agree
O No Comment . O No Comment
B/Disagree 0 Disagree
O Strongly Disagree 0 Sfrongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
00 Strongly Agree ' 00 Strongly Agree
O Agree . & Agree
& No Comment ’ 00 No Comment
1 Disagree 0 Disagree .
O Strongly Disagree ‘ {1 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

8.- What suggestions do you have fo help us make future workshops miore useful?

9. Other Comments

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facxlltator at
- the end of the workshop.

IA\CDD\PROJECTS - NON- ADDRESS\Housmg Element\ZODQ Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc )




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop

i

e

Safurday, July 16,2011 RECENED

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM. i 18 7201

1. Rank the. RHNA strategles ldentlﬁed today in your preferred ‘order from 1 -6. CiTY OFS AUSNJTO

'1=most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred strategy to pursue f‘m\nmmrrvnc\lﬁ!ﬂPMFN

jé. Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

_l_ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
_é Liveaboards— encourage future affordab[e

‘é leeaboards~legal|ze unpermitted

_& Upzone residential parcels to hlgher density

i Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2 What othér strategies that you would like to see fhe City pursué; if any?

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressweness from 1—3
1= nght Approach (less aggressrve pohcles fewer lnoentwes strrcter regulatlonslstandards)

2= Medlum Approach (more pohcres some rncentwes some regula’uonslst~ ndards)

__ Accessory Dwelhng Units—allow future

__ Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
Liveaboards—— ericourage future affordable

o L\veaboards—legahze unpermitted
Upzone re5|dent|al parcels to higher density

Rezone parcels to allow residential use

4 Rank the approprlateness of the followmg srtes mtroduced today for affordable hOUqu; ’

1= more approprlate 2= somewhat appropnate 3“less approprlate 4=not at all approprlate

ﬁ u-1 (Vahalla) E V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) _l V~4 (Woodward)
/ U-2 (Spencer Fire Station) V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) - i V-5 (Butte)
_1_ U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) g\ V-3 (Rodeo) _{ V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. A;e there other sites that you think the City should consider in thé sités inventary? -

O Yes %lo
if yes, where are they'?

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pohcles ‘more mcentrves mmlmal regu(atlons[standards)

Continue on the reverse

&




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Communlty Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop
o Saturday, July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6. Overa[l what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me.

The presenters were responsive to parficipants.

\[%Strongly Agree ' ) O Strongly Agree

Agree . 1 Agree
00 No Comment O No Comment
00 Disagree 0 Disagree
O Strongly Disagree 1 Strongly Disagree

The presentation was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
O Strongly Agree O Stongly Agree .
0 Agree O Agree
% No Comment 0 'No Comment
O Disagree 0 Disagree
00 Strongly Disagree

0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

8. What suggestions do you-have to hélp us maKe future workshops more useful?

9.- Other Comments

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return
the end of the workshop.

his thrm to Staff or the Facilitator at

[ACDD\PROJECTS - NON—ADDRESS\Housmg Elerment\2009 Update\Current Public Parti p i\ shopstWorkshop
1\Evaluation Formmn.doc
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Clty of Sausalito Housmg Element Update | Community Workshop 2 %

Site Inventory Workshop - o :
Saturday, July 16, 2011 n,, C}:;} C?_g . %
WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM S 7 :
.4, 3@\\&\
1. Rank the RHNA strategles ldentlfled today in your preferred order from 1 . G*’a}@ o
Ry

=most preferred strategy to pursue and 6=least preferred strategy fo pursue
_~ Accessory Dwelling Unlts——allow future
3 Accessory Dwelling Units— legallze unpermltted
"{ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
9\ { iveaboards—legalize unpermltted
__5 Upzone residential parcels to higher density

ﬁ Rezone parcels fo allow residential use

2. What other strategies that you would like to see the City pursue, if any?

. l"\x;;ll

1; L igh es .aggresswe pol[mes feWer mcentwes strlcter regulationslstandards)

‘2= l\lled(um Approach lmore polrcxes some mcentwes some regulatlons[standards)

leavy A pproach (more aggressnve polrcres more mcentrves mmlmal regulatlonslstandards) )
Accessory Dwelling Unlts——allow future \ _S(W . 3
Accessory Dwelling. Umts—— legahze unpermitte (&) £ CLS g& A - "
leeaboards— encourage future affordable '
leeaboards——legallze unpermltted

i Upzone resrdentlal parcels to higher density

‘3 Rezone parcels to allow reSIdentlal use

e

4. Rank the approprlaten of the followmg sltes mtroduced today for affordable housmq

~1=more approprlate 2= somewhat appropnate, 3= less appropnate 4“n0t at all appropnate

U-1 (Vahalla) - A V-1(Sausalito Boulevard) ¢ V-4 (Woodward)
| U2 (spencer Fire Station) 22 V-2 (B00 BIk of Bridgeway) = 2_ V-5 (Butte)
9. U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) ] V-3 (Rodeo) 7% V-6 (Ebbtide)

5. Are there other sites that you think the Clty should consider in the' sites mventory’? i -

,‘ ﬁ? WEelr\'leOare they? /( & \0 G’(‘ C ‘/\\ N J'\'A CZ\\

Continue on the reverse

&

BE iy e, 1
i g .
N .

1L, v
&




.~ WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

h o

6. Overall, whit did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesting to me. . The presenters wer&‘responsive to participants.
O Strongly Agree ' : 00 Strongly Agree
)( Agree ) 0 Agree
O  No Comment 0 No Comment
0 Disagree X [ isagree
0 Strongly Disagree . * [0 Strongly Disagree |
The presentatlon was clear and to the pomt. I gained new insights on housing elements.
0 Strongly Agree ‘ 0 Stfrongly Agree
1 Agree 00 Agree
0 No Comment ’ No Comment
;Zﬁ Disagree . 01 Disagree
00 Strongly Disagree O Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

\SJC M@n (Ql/ AR an)ﬁ‘ o ﬁﬂ\(\@*f ﬂf)m
SN \:\)\ns {}QR\/‘&; Lor oW *\‘(Lq"\gf‘i :

8. What suggestions do you have to help us make futlife workshops more useful?.

9. Other Gomments

Thank you for your feedback and comnments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

INCDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemeﬁt\ZOOQ Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc



City of Sausalito Housing Flement Update | Community Workshop 2~ %\j '
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM RECEN =D

1. Rank the RHNA strategles ldentrf‘ ed today in your preferred order from 1-6. . JUL 2 {) 2[}“
1= most preferred strategy to pursue and G“‘least preferred strategy to pursue
_(» Accesso Dwelling Units—allow future - ’ CWOFSAUSM’\TD
: >Sory g . AOBARATINTTY OETE] OPRFNT

E Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
Tz Liveaboards— encourage future affordab[e
b Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
_4_@ residential parcels toC lgher d_erﬁlty,

T -

Rezone parcels to allow residential use — - ften s £7 Live- Yoo

@‘%Hcﬂ DewsiTy 15 Reart} ‘_@ggg%um%

2. What other strategies that you wolld like to see the City pursue; if any?

)rurerussr:s )

A e w \om gr- Hongivg s e Cooper Mompm s RAvs A
. Cawn FGCT dF‘Ih—n‘:’r}ES—z
3o For each of the followmg strategres rank your preferred aggressrveness from 1 : ‘

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcles fewer mcentwes stncter regulatlonslstandards)
2— Medlum Approach (more polrcres some mcentwes some. regulatlons[standards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe polrcles ‘more lncentlves mmlmal regulatronslstandards)

. Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

Aocessory Dwelling Unrts—— Iegahze unpermitted

leeaboards—— encourage future affordable

Lrveaboards»—legalrze unpermltted

Upzone resrdentxal parcels to higher density

T Rezone parcels to allow residential use equness Floke C wse Perimew o= "ALcow

Resivenmar  LsE” (reER k\vv/val< ™

4 Rank the approprlateness of the followrng srtes mtroduced today for affordable ‘ousrng

' 1= more appropuate 2= somewhat appropnate, 3= less appropnate 4=not at all appropnate

‘ . B U- 1 (Vahalla) a 3 V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) '? V-4 (Woodward)
. é—_ u-2 (Spencer Fire Sta’uon) __’3'__ V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) __‘_- V-5 (Butte)
2, U-3(1700 BIK of Bridgeway) _Z. V-3 (Rodeo) . 7, y-6 (Ebbtide)

5.~Afe there other sites that you think the City should consider in the sités invenfory?

Iﬁés d No

If yes, where are they? _S(Tes N .64, gursine Cirg LawiTs .

Contlnue on the reverse
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
. Site Inventory Workshop
Saturday, July 16, 2011

B '*‘*'{ WO RKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

6 Overall, what dld you thmk about the workshop?

The content was interesting fo me. The presenters were responsive to participants.

O Strongly Agree 0 Strongly Agree
. B Agree ~ , 1 Agree
O No Comment 0 No Comment.

0 Disagree
O Strongly Disagree

O Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree

The presentation was clear and to the point. { gained new insights on housing elements.

00 Strongly Agree g~ Strongly Agree
= Agree O Agree

O No Comment 0 No Comment

0 Disagree 1 Disagree

0 Strongly Disagree 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other fopics you are interested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

U WdaT is the Cyres Qgspeﬂvcnamrvw ‘le AFrers A =
Wotsing i e ARsa  (Dursipe rrs Sl

i ’,l/\ WHY 15 A&Res v Tde Ko Tare C SASIpELEs Th—Rs
i~ THAU S~ e 'S == AT L~ Dess STmrc Lemswarioe W aus
AOTRGATY "To ConTho. AFEalz2Da P e Sous i ie,_amo I\)ATIUUAL PQQK CJWP?
8. What suggestions do you have to help us make future workshops more useful?

Micpapnones) o Picd _use Ruestons (Lo penrs
riilc:rw lez.é‘ i THS AuvDfetsees,

9. Other Comments .

Whstr 1S5 THE Cites Cotinear Oosimoy (i Kecann o

Dmre [ Eais (Tuncs Sorpeiger otesh, Tty U—o@m\ Z oni MG
CRUivance 37

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Eacilitator at
the end of the workshop. .

I\CDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elementi2008 U

pdate\Current Public Parﬁciba'ﬁon\Woﬁ(shops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc -
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City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2
Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBAGK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategles 1dent|f' ed today in your preferred order from"l-B‘
1 =most’ preferred strategy to pursue and 6= least preferred strategy to pursue*
_& Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future

/. Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

4 Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

& Liveaboards—legalize unpermltted

__G; Upzone residential parcels to higher density

5 Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategies that you would like fo see the City. pursue, if any?

3. For each of the followmg strategres rank your preferred aggresslveness from 1-3.

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe polrcres fewer mcentlves stncter regulatlonslstandards)
2" Medlum Approach (more pollcres some mcentwes some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pollcnes more mcentlves mmlmal regulattonslstandards)
ﬁ__ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future _

;'Q; Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted

Liveaboards— encourage future affordable

leeaboards——legallze unpermrtted

Upzone resrdentral parcels to higher density

= le lm lb

Rezone parcels to allow residential use

4. Rank the appropnaten""rs of the following ¢ srtes mtroduoed today for affordable housmg LT

1= more appropnate 2= somewhat approprlate, 3 less approprlate, 4“not at all approprlate : "‘i"

3 U-1 (Vahalla) 7y (sausalito Boulevard) 2 \4 (Woodward)
’ 'ﬁ_ u-2 (Spencer Fire Station) d V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) " ? V-5 (Butte) .
A u-3 (1700 Bik of Bridgeway) ﬁ_ V-3 (Rodeo) i V-6 (Ebbtlde)

5. Are there other sites that you think the City should consider in the sltes ih\rehtory? e

Kes 1 No

If yes, where are they?

&




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Commumty Workst-‘r@:p {{ | :
Site Inventory Workshop % & j e e
Saturday, July 16, 2011

UL 7 28?3
WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

oIty
Mlttrsger, 0 ‘3/‘“‘3&&!{&

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop? ) . ] TPy nER
The content was interesting to me. The presenters were responsive to participants.
o Strongly Agree o S;frongly Agree
0 Agree 0 Agree
O No Comment N O No Comment
0 Disagree - 1 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree ' ’ 0 Strongly Disagree .
The presentation was clear and fo the point. | gained new insights on housing elements.
& Strongly Agree a 0  Strongly Agree
0 Agree Agree
0O No Comment ’ 0 No Comment
0 Disagree 0 Disagree
O

Strongly Disagree 0 Sirongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are lnterested in that were not covered in today’s workshop?

”JIF' Me# se,nz_c ”CAM/N&- cerfsmW” K‘@i& SU/?EﬁvL)ij
_Fep. SENELOPMENT

8. What suggestions do you have to help us make future workshops more usefuf?
e Hic WR< MESN UREFNL .
v OR)F W %U A EEUﬁ.F:f FROAL ﬁ&-ﬁz&w/\/@ Com ) BEANTC
Y HLE M{Kﬁ. :&E_Foﬂ-aé PESPONLING- YO
THREN] . (%@g@%ﬂ FfeacCE AT ce«)z'éaﬁaewc*ﬁsk

9. Other Comments - I .

» Avd)  Quine H&z&'(/‘r‘" @\ mvmw@,

s Alp foe. A BALANCEN AFPLOASY 7D &ﬁﬂ@iﬂ‘f’/i\?@ YHE.
S mAIN LY ¢ Htheg‘Ns’- JUELDG

* IUDY OVUEL. COMMUN r1ES” rf@uc;f‘ﬁg 1945 &@mmv D.0.0

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please refurn this form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

ACDD\PROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Element\2009 Update\Current Public Participation\Workshops\Workshop
1\Evaluation Form.doc : .
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Site Inventory Workshop -

City"'of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Workshop 2 A?( W
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

.1 Rank the RHNA strategles identified today m your preferred o'rder from 1'6
1=most preferred strategy to pursue and G—Ieast preferred strategy to pursue
*Z Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
Accessory Dwelling Units— legalize unpermitted
Z | iveaboards— encourage future effordable
5 Liveaboards—legalize unpermitted
: Upzone residential parcels to higher density

é Rezone parcels to allow residential use

2. What other strategles that you would like to see the City pursue, ,if"aqy?

s 1 a1 N 7) )7/(/27 7: 5 -

ATy IS 1M 2ol
1

3. For each of the followmg strategres rank your preferred aggressrveness from 1 3

1= nght Approach (less aggresswe pohcles fewer mcentrves stncter regulatlons{standards)
2= Medlum Approach (more po[rcres some mcentlves some regulatlonslstandards)

3= Heavy Approach (more aggresswe pohcres, more mcentrves, mmlmal regulatronslstandards)
7 ~  Accessory Dwell lng Units—allow future

Accessory Dwelllng Units— legalize unpermltted

Lrveaboards—— encourage. future affordable ‘

Liveaboards—‘—[egafize uopermitted

__ Upzone residential parcels to higher density

/ _ Rezone parcels to allow residential use

| Wiy LT sokE MIXES. VsE é(,,rx so & L parml ZabA N

4, ] "nk the approprlateness of the followmg srtes lntrod iced today for’ affordable housm o 'L‘)S“E’ z(é‘”
1= morie; ppropnate 2= somewhat approprlate 3= less appropnate, 4—not at all approprrate \ T/ é/
U-1 . | V-1 (Sausalito Boulevard) l V-4 (Woodward) FU %M
_L U-2 ( Cer Fire Station) __L V-2 (800 Blk of Bridgeway) _l_ V-5 (Butte) L/l AUV

] U-3 (1700 Blk of Bridgeway) _)_ V-3 (Rodeo) . _}I_ V-6 (Ebbtide) C’/A fif P

Lowtedh 00T

5. Are there other srtes fhat you think the City should consider in the sites inventory?

AN O @uw>eAuJé&MM&AMé LT ?Twzﬁlfﬂkﬁh7

=
Yes T No o = fﬂ
[f yes, where are they? IT 1% 1 ReEsfotel VWHE O FAALDE THe M/l(,:/ M %\H
Continue on the reverse @p
2 __vage. 40




City of Sausalito Housing Element Update | Community Worksho

Site Inventory Workshop ﬁE@EWED

Saturday, July 16, 2011

JUL 20 2011
WORKSHOP EVALUAT[ON FORM
CITY OF SAUSALTO
6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop? SRR RY RO A S A paaCh e
The con;ey was interesting to me. The pre?ers were responsive fo participants.
Strongly Agree Strongly Agree .
O Agree : 0 Agree
0 No Comment O No.Comment
0 Disagree 00 Disagree
O ‘Strongly Disagree . 0O Strongly Disagree
The présentaﬁon was clear and to the point. I gained new insights on housing elements.
Strongly Agree 0 /Strongly Agree
0 Agree “ Agree
0 No Comment. = . 0 No Comment
O Disagree {0 Disagree
0

Strongly Disagree . 0 ‘Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics you are interested i in that were not covered in today’s workshop?
LAANT MALE NSO N 1llZ ot @W
=S wh NN HIE )5 14 I%Lr’ ﬁ/r/uf/}\wa T
ot G, M UNTen 2 aNG OF Dle 5Tz ) A1) 1%

T etk OA Tl geilys Tz COU I I

WHEeZ (el FPotdeet St Fic A20ps2t00] 1% S géfgﬂ&?%’
T = 7
heso
THE
Seaery
EXPLAU
iy
> NEJ

2 T;AJ
%‘%‘m

K

8. What suggestions do you.have to help us make future workshops more useful?
lz/i.al (o ie ol ooy Tovell Jopd “t’mﬂ o =
MV”“/A A H N A Hﬂv)%ml/) \JALLE<> M “}fr’é%
&»MMVMWU, g 1% Hpe ugl, L_MPA/A?% S
ALAL /%wﬁ/lehm MANwAZZS £ 5ot esdpiy) ol wdV
(A ﬁu:,f/'?r/ s‘ quz@%wz;/ /e ?7% /ZLWL«\k?
9. Other Comments . --‘. : -
G A ATz YA, NW}LMV/M@@ rfaafmw H(/i
ot 7‘“)@%%% T "w ‘736';7(%:/ "/t)w WWAU‘J AL oot
Pumu N4 il do0 20, Do ‘e pia o Havzisal, -
_BLEMB Ao UITHEE " HEC & Bz o T Sad S 1 E
e Pencelrial 12 !Mﬁ/)ﬁ/z/&u-‘/

Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return thls form to Staff or the Facilitator at
the end of the workshop.

IACDDPROJECTS - NON-ADDRESS\Housing Elemenf2009 Update\Current Pubtic Participation\Workshops\Workshop
T\Evaluation Form.doc _ )
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"B, Are there other srtes that you thmk the Clty should 6onsider in ,th'e sites inventory? 7 .-

Site Inventory Workshop -
Saturday July 16, 2011

WORKSHOP FEEDBACK FORM

1. Rank the RHNA strategles ldentlﬁed today in. your preferred order from 1
1= most preferred strategy to pursue and 6= [east preferred strategy to pursue
Zﬂ Accessory Dwelling Units—allow future
F Accessory Dwelling Units— legahze unpermitted
(ﬂ Liveaboards— encourage future affordable
'fi‘ﬁ vaeaboards——legaltze unpermitted '
:i_ Upzone residential parcels to higher density

“ZIP‘” Rezone parcels fo allow residential use

hary
!

2. What gther strategies that you would like to see the City pursue, if any?"

3. For each of the followmg strategles rank your preferred aggressweness from 1-3.°

1= nght Approach (less aggressrve pohcres feWer lncentrves strlcter regulatlonslstandards) -
2= Medlum"Approash (more polrcres some mcentrves some regulatronslstandards)
3= Heavy Approach (more aggressrve pollcres, more mcenthes mmlmal regulatro'hSIstan;y ey
e Accessory Dwelling Unrts——allow future k%
‘z} Acoessory Dwelling Units— legahze unpermitted

i Lrveaboards—— encourage future.affordable

Lrveaboards——legahze unpermrtted

oss of the foliowing :"'"tes mtroduced today for aﬁordab!e housulq.j' Lo
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WORKSHOP EVALUAT[ON FORM

6. Overall, what did you think about the workshop?

The content was interesfing to me. : ' The presenters were responsive fo participants.
}E{ Strongly Agree O Strongly Agr_eea
0 Agree \Q( Agree
0O No Comment 0 No Comment
0 Disagree ‘ "0 Disagree
0O Strongly Disagree ' O Strongly Disagree
The presentation was clear and to the point. . I gained new insights on ﬁousing elements.
O Strongly Agree ‘}E' Sﬁrongly Agree )
W Agree ) O Agree '
0 No Comment -~ : O NoComment
O Disagree 0 Disagree
0 Strongly Disagree ' 0 Strongly Disagree

7. Are there other topics yoil are interested in that wére not covered in today’s workshop? -

.

8. What suggestions do you have to help us make future workshops more useful?

HTE INF2 IN ALELDA BaXET 1002 Small. TE raz:;#sb

WA DE COUETL & BAT LESS TERIZTAET « rds S
@k ég’?% ZiN3 |

9, Other Comments
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Thank you for your feedback and comments. Please return this form to Staff or the Facilitator at .
the end of the workshop.
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