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I live in the East Seattle neighborhood. I am opposed to the
variance application for 2765 60th SE. The neighborhood is dense
enough without adding more houses. Thre locgtion of the proposed
new lot is especially bad because it is right next to Calkins Landing,
which the whole neighborhood uses. A new house right next to the land-
ing will create user conflicts between the homeowners and the public at
the Landing. The character of this portion of the neighborhood will
be altered for the worse, because the density will increase at a place
that already has substantial use by the public. Finally, the pro-
posed variance conflicts with the comprehensive plan for the island,
which favors low density development, public use of the waterfront, and
preservation of open space.

I strongly feel that the variance request be denied.
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I live in the East Seattle neighborhood. I am opposed to the

variance application for 2765 60th SE. The neighborhood is dense ~
enough without adding more houses. "The location of the propésed
new 1ot is especially bad because it is right next to Calkins Landing,
which the whole neighborhood uses. A new house right next to the land-
ing will create user conflicts between the homeowners and the public at
the Landing. The character of this portion of the neighborhood will
be altered for the worse, because the density will increase at a place

- that already has substantial use by the public. Finally, the pro- .
posed variance conflicts with the comprehensive plan for the island, |
which favors low density development, public use 07 the waterfront, and

preservation of open space.
I strongly feel that the variance request be denied.
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I live in the East Seattle neighborhood. I am opposed to the
variance application for 2765 60th SE, The neighborhood is dense
enough without adding more houses.. The loeation of the proposed
new lot is especially bad because it is right next to Calkins Landing,
which the whole neighborhood uses. A new house right next to the land-
ing will create user conflicts between the homeowners and the public at
the Landing. The character of this portion of the neighborhood will
be altered for the worse, because the density will increase at a place
that already has substantial use by the public. Finally, the pro-
posed variance conflicts with the comprehensive plan for the island,
which favors low density development, public use of the waterfront, and
preservation of open space.

I strongly feel that the variance request be denied.
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I live in the East Seattle neighborhood. I am opposed to the
variance application for 2765 60th SE. The neighborhood is dense
enough without adding more houses. "Tre location of the proposed
new 10t 1s especially bad because it is right next to Calkins Landing,
which the whole neighborhood uses. A new house right next to the land-
ing will create user conflicts between the homeowners and the public at

. the Landing. The character of this portion of the neighborhood will
be altered for the worse, because the density will increase at a place
that already has substantial use by the public. Finally, the pro-
posed variance conflicts with the comprehensive plan for the island,
which favors low density development, public use of the waterfront, and
preservation of open space.

I strongly feel that the variance request be denied.
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I live in the East Seattle neighborhood. I am opposed to the
variance application for 2765 60th SE. The neighborhood is dense
enough without adding more houses. "The location of the proposed
new 1ot is especially bad because it is right next to Calkins Landing,
which the whole neighborhood uses. A new house right next to the land-
ing will create user conflicts between the homeowners and the public at
the Landing. The character of this portion of the neighborhood will
be altered for the worse, because the density will increase at a place
that already has substantial use by the public. Finally, the pro-
posed variance conflicts with the comprehensive plan for the island,
which favors low density development, public use of the waterfront, and
preservation of open space.

I strongly feel that the variance request be denied.

88/11 €908

ot 2 o/ (Due AE

Rpvra s (ot~ — Y48 b2te J.€

N

24 4] T e Sz

?’6@ SIS 62 D SE




® ®

non gagr- .Vé@t&éba /
Plorbenc &

24/»«/#/ AMelogn 753 0% s=
T //%fw
@7 Fo dove wn E. S@Z%%WM)

rm 3yséwﬂ4%ero<j7 et Hhe e
&mcéa/ 3Y13 Jend F-5-&. ad '5“':’,”'“[”}::.“)'5




, ® @

RECEIVED
April 19, 1989

APR 26 1989
City of Mercer Island
Department of Community Development  DEPARTMENT OF
3505 88th Avenue SE Cmﬂmmwsa&mmmy

Mercer Island, Washington 98040
Dear Sirs:

I wish to express my opposition to the zoning variance requested
by Helene Bender at 2765 60th Avenue SE. The rationale for con-
verting the Slater property into a park was defended by claims
that there are too few quality parks in the area. The variance
conflicts with that opinion. I suspect the Benders may have
created a "Trojan Horse." That is, by requestlng a portlon of
the grassy park be turned into an acecass driveway, most objec-
tions will probably focus attention on that one element of the
plan and ignore other substantive issues. I would expect the
Bender's to concede their claim to the park way access and accept
another access to the undersized property, thus appeasing that
single objection.

Other realistic objections are that a denser house population
does, in fact, detract from the openness of the neighborhood that
we enjoy so much. A denser waterfront house population will
clearly alter the existing character and quality of our neigh-
borhood.

The offshore area where variances have been granted is not as en-
vironmentally sensitive as is the waterfront. I think most
would agree there exist a significant difference between these
two areas. The spaciousness in the area is currently enjoyed by
many people who are not waterfront residences. The waterfront is
a scarce and limited resource. This kind of resource requires
special protection against unnecessary exploitation.

Another danger is the precedent this would set. The immediate
neighbor to the Benders, Ms. Buhrman, has already approached
other neighbors, as well as my wife and me, to try to solicit
support for a variance of her waterfront property. If you grant
the Benders their variance, it can be concluded that you will be
exposed to future pressures for additional undersized lots, fur-
ther degrading the neighborhood.

For these and other reasons, this variance request fails to meet
section 19.04.1404(B) zoning code for variance approval and, I
respectively ask that this variance request be denied.

Ernest W. Kevin
2728 60th Avenue SE
Mercer Island, WA 98040
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