Robert E. Mittendorff
P.O. Box 70759
Washington, Dc 20024-0759

February 13, 2003

Director, Office of Zoning
and

D.C. Zoning Commission

Suite 210

441 4th Street, NW

Washington, Dc 20001

Re:  PUD Application of Kaempfer Company, Forest City Enterprises and
Bresler and Reiner - PUD Zoning Change Hearing
Case Number 02-38

Dear Sirs:

As the Second Vice President of the Southwest Neighborhood Assembly, Inc. (“SWNA”)
and the Chairman of the SWNA Ad Hoc Committee for the Waterside Mall Survey, I thank you for
the opportunity to speak at the hearing tonight, Thursday, at 6:30 PM, in Room 220 on the matter
involving the PUD Application and the zoning change requested in Case Number 02-38.

As the SWNA Board member designated by the acting President of SWNA (First Vice
President Margaret Feldman), I am speaking as a representative of the local civic association whose
geographical area of citizen members includes the Waterside Mall, the site of the proposed zoning
change. The purpose of my remarks on behalf of the SWNA will be to present and discuss the
results of the recent SWNA Survey on the Waterside Mall which was conducted by a committee of
the Board of SWNA during the last three weeks of December 2002. I will also be prepared to answer
any questions that the Commissioners have with respect to the results of the Survey, including
conclusions which are either apparent from a brief review of the gross numerical results, and those
which are not readily apparent without a more in depth analysis of the responses.

EXHIBITS - THE SURVEY AND THE SURVEY RESULTS

The next page of this letter includes a one page summary exhibit of the final Survey results,
question by question, which shows the total number of “Yes” and “No” answers to each question,
the number of “No response’s” or “undecided’s” for each question and the corresponding percentage
of the total number of responses, 498 responses, for each of these three categories. For ease of
reference to the specific Survey questions, a copy of the Survey form is attached as the second
exhibit hereto. A copy of the January issue of the Southwester (published on December 12, 2002)
which contained the Survey form as an insert is attached as the third exhibit. The fourth exhibit is
a copy of the February issue of the Southwester (published on January 23, 2003) which contained

the Survey results in a chart (now superseded) and a discussion of the SWNA Survey results.
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THE SURVEY RESULTS

Altogether 498 of the 600 responses that were received on time answered the questions on
reuniting 4th Street between M Street and I (Eye) Street, SW and on the building heights proposed
by the developers were included in the final Survey results. A group of 102 “non-responsive” survey
forms and late survey responses, received in the mail more than one week after December 31, 2002,
were not included in the final results. The final results showed a substantial split on these questions.

Question # 1 - “Public Street” or “Pedestrian Walkway”

In answer to Question #1, a pedestrian walkway (“walkway”), rather than a public street for
automobiles (a “roadway” or “public street’) was favored 50% to 37%. 13% of the respondents
either did not respond to either of the two alterative questions in Question #1, or were counted as
“undecided” because they voted “yes” for both the “public street” and the “walkway” or they voted
“no” for both the “public street” and the “walkway.”

All of the percentages on the above chart of the final Survey results provide percentages
based on the total number of 498 responses included in the final Survey results. Just as in a normal
election, where a third party candidate might receive votes, the “undecided’s” of “no response’s “are
counted and allocated a proportional part of 100% of the responses. Thus, in answer to Question
#1, 250 respondents or 50% of the total 498 respondents selected “yes” for the “walkway”
alternative, and 183 respondents or 37% selected “yes’ for the “public street” which is proposed in

the PUD application.

One might argue that - of all the persons who actually responded with a selection to Question
#1, 58% voted for the “walkway” and 42% voted for the “public street;” however, the final survey
results are not shown in that manner on the above chart since the “undecided” or “no response”
selections of respondents to individual questions gives a fairer and more accurate reflection of each
respondent’s individual opinions or beliefs (or lack of an opinion or belief) to the issues raised in
the various questions. In other cases, a question may just not have seemed important to a person to
answer - so they didn’t give a response. The above chart merely gives the facts about each response
and shows percentages based on the total number of respondents to the entire survey, 498 responses,
and does not break down each question into an “either / or” situation with different numbers of
respondents to each question.
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Questions ## 2 & 3 - 112 Ft. Heights of the Proposed Buildings

In answer to Question # 2, about whether the 112 foot heights of the buildings facing M
Street, SW was favored, 49% of the respondents (245 of 498) favored the PUD application’s plans
for these two buildings and 37% of the respondents (186 of 498) objected to these heights. In a
similar question, Question # 3, concerning the proposed buildings facing I (Eye) Street, SW
[overlooking the two existing churches], 46% of the respondents (229 of 498) selected “no” and
opposed the proposed heights, while 43% (214 of 498) supported the developer’s plans for the three
buildings (two residential and one office building)) that are proposed which will face I (Eye) Street.
The undecided or “no response” selections to these two questions equaled 14% and 11%,
respectively.

Questions ## 4 & 5 - Pedestrian Safety

In answer to Question # 4, which asked whether pedestrian safety would be better with a
public street as proposed in the current PUD plan, 55% of the respondents (273 of 498) answered
“no,” in effect concluding that opening 4th Street as a roadway would not be better for pedestrian
safety, and 30% of the respondents (152 of 498) selected “yes.”

In a similar question, Question # 5, which asked whether pedestrian safety would be better
with a pedestrian walkway as an alternative to a public street or “roadway,” 56% of the respondents
(277 of 498) answered “yes,” in effect concluding that having the 4th Street right-of-way as a public
thoroughfare for pedestrians only was favored and better for pedestrian safety, and 33% of the
respondents (165 of 498) selected “no.”

Question # 6 - Safety from Crime in the Area

In answer to Question # 6, which asked whether safety from crime would be better with a
public street under the proposed PUD plan for a roadway, 60% of the respondents (298 of 498)
answered “no,” in effect concluding that opening 4th Street as a roadway would not improve safety
from crime in the area, and 27% of the respondents (135 of 498) selected “yes.”

Questions ## 7 & 8 - Future Leasing Opportunities of Current Merchants and
the Existence of Hardship During Mall Re-Construction for a Long Period

Two questions on the Survey, Questions ## 7 and 8, concerned the current merchants at the
mall and the impact the community will face when these stores and services are displaced once the
mall is demolished and the two-year period of reconstruction of the retail space begins.
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in Southwest. Altogether, the survey results show that the Southwest residents are unconvinced that
the current PUD plan will improve the quality of life in the Southwest neighborhood.

The PUD plans of the developers were supported by the “Yes” votes of only 36% or 181 of
the 498 respondents, and 49% of the respondents (246 of 498) selected “No” as their answer to
indicate that they did not agree that the quality of life in Southwest will improve if the project as
currently planned is built. 71 respondents, 14% of the total of 498, abstained or did not answer
Question # 10. Of these, five circled both “Yes” and “No” to indicate their indecision.

Comments made by several of the respondents to Question # 10 or to the Survey in general
may be helpful in describing the apparent angst and strong feelings which members of the Southwest
community have or are expressing in giving their opinions on the “road/no road” and the ”quality
of life” issues, because it is clear that over 104 respondents, fully 20% of the total number of 498
respondents in the final Survey results “switched” their apparent support vis-a-vis Questions ## 1
and 10, or abstained on Question # 10. Of these, 54 respondents switched their support and 50 (10%
of the total respondents) abstained. The comments of several respondents to Question # 10 are
provided as an exhibit to this letter to illustrate the feelings of some of these respondents.

ADDITIONAL EXHIBIT - COPIES OF THE 498 RESPONSES

A copy of the original February issue of the Southwester which contained the Survey results
and a discussion of the SWNA Survey results on pages 1 and 7 is attached as an exhibit hereto. A
separate exhibit, one copy of the three-ring binder with the complete Survey results and a redacted
copy of all 498 responses included in the final Survey results is also submitted to the Zoning
Commission with this letter as an exhibit hereto. Additional copies of this binder can be made
available to the Commission members and to parties to this PUD zoning hearing upon request.

The SWNA Survey was a worthwhile effort that took a lot of time and effort on the part of
a number of persons on the SWNA Board and in the Southwest community. I would like to take this
opportunity to thank all the members of the SWNA Board and the members of the SWNA Ad hoc
Committee for the Waterside Mall Survey, including Ellen Winship, Meg Brinckman, Camille
Cunningham, Jean Macdonald, Gloria M. Dillon, Betty Clark and Perry Klein who worked to draft
the Survey language. I would also like to give special thanks to both Naomi Monk, the Chairman
of the SWNA Waterside Mall/ Southwest Waterfront Task Force without whose financial support
and special help and efforts the Survey and publication of the Survey results in a timely manner
before this hearing would have not been possible.
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Many thanks also to all of the other community leaders and activists, too numerous to
mention, who made contributions of ideas and language before the final survey language was
published.

The SWNA Board has been asked many times during the last year to take a formal position
on various issues concerning the PUD application and the proposed zoning amendment at issue in
this hearing. The SWNA Board has always denied those requests because it did not seem
appropriate for the SWNA Board to speak for the entire community when there are many divergent
views on all of these issues among a lot of community residents. Even the members of the SWNA
Board have widely differing views on this subject. The SWNA Board’s response was to produce
and distribute a survey to the community so that everyone in Southwest could respond to questions
about the issues facing us in Southwest and elicit their comments.

The Survey provided the community with a format and a vehicle for each individual in the
community and visitors to Waterside Mall to express their views on the proposed development. The
results of the Survey show the views of the respondents to the Survey, a large part of the residents
and citizens of Southwest who are either concerned about the PUD project as it is presently planned
and designed or who support it in its present form. Even after the Survey results were in and
published, members of the SWNA Board still believes the Board should not take a position on these
issues and attempt to speak for the community. The community has spoken through the Survey and
the results speak for themselves.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you this evening and to present the results of the
SWNA Board’s Survey on Waterside Mall and the issues addressed in the Survey concerning the
proposed development of Waterfront and the proposed zoning amendment application of the
developers of Waterfront.

With best regards,

AL T

Robert E. Mittendorff

Enclosures / attachments
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In answer to Question # 7, which asked whether the current mall merchants should have the
opportunity to be invited to negotiate for leases and obtain space in the Waterfront development,
81 % of the respondents (402 of 498) strongly supported the current merchants and indicated they
would like to see the current merchants have the right to return to the new Waterfront retail space.
Only 64 respondents, or 13%, objected to the return of the current merchants.

In answer to Question # 8, which asked whether they would suffer a hardship once the mall
is demolished and many of the stores and services of the mall are eliminated (except for the
Safeway, the CVS and the Bank of America office), a majority of residents (56%) or (279 of 498)
answered “yes” and stated that they would suffer a hardship once the mall is demolished and the two
year period of reconstruction occurs.

Question # 9 - What Types of Businesses Are Preferred at Waterfront

In answer to Question # 9, which asked what types of stores, restaurants and services would
be preferred at the new Waterfront development, over 423 of the 498 respondents provided their
suggestions. In many cases, respondents to the Survey did not just mention one or two stores or
restaurants or types of stores, they mentioned six or sight and sometimes as many as ten different
choices they preferred.

As stated in more detail in the February Southwester article on the Survey results, attached
hereto as an exhibit, every type of restaurant and every chain restaurant, from coffee shops to the
finest restaurants were mentioned. In addition, respondents mentioned additional choices for
groceries that went beyond the existing Safeway, including gourmet grocers and delicatessens, and
other supermarkets such as Whole Foods (Fresh Fields) and Giant.

Retail stores on the suggested lists included the ever popular “hardware store” and “book
store” and types of stores and services which describe what is available at the mall currently, e.g.
a video rental store, a dry cleaner, a liquor store, a convenience store, a clothing store, and more
including even large department stores, such as Target, Walmart and K-Mart. In addition, services
that are not now available were also listed, including, a shoe repair shop, a locksmith, copying
services (including “Kinko’s”), a child care center and health care services ( a doctor, dentist and
walk-in health care center).

Question # 10 - The PUD Project and Its Effect on the Quality of Life In Southwest
Question # 10 asked whether the PUD project as currently planned, which includes

construction of a public street for automobiles on 4th Street, SW and the construction of 112 foot
high, eleven [ten] story high buildings at the four corners of the site - will improve the quality of life



SOUTHWEST NEIGHBORHOOD A®SMBLY, INC.
P.O. Box 70792, Washington, D"£0024 www.swdc.org

SURVEY re PROPOSED WATERSIDE MALL DEVELOPMENT - Dec. 9, 2002

Please complete the survey and mail it to SWNA at the above address prior to December 31, 2002, or drop it in a collection
box at either Harry’s Liquor Store or Jenny’s Chinese Restaurant in the mall. Please see our website if you are on the Internet.

Name (Optional)

Address

(Please provide your address to indicate whether or not vou are a Southwest resident end to prevent multiple responses.)

The purpose of this survey is to obtain your opinions about issues concerning proposals for renovation of the Waterside Mall
(renamed “Waterfront”) in the Planned Unit Development (“PUD”) application of the developers, Kaempfer Company, Forest
City Enterprises and Bresler and Reiner, to the D.C. Zoning Commission. The PUD is a special request for rezoning and
covers plans for the completion of redevelopment of the Waterside Mall area over a long term, perhaps as much as 20 years.
Please read each of the following questions, and circle the answer “Yes” if you agree, or the answer “No” if you disagree.

1. The developers’ PUD plans include construction of a public street for automobiles on 4th Street
connecting 1 (“Eye”) Street and M Street, that includes sidewalks and clearly marked pedestrian

crossings. Do you agree with the developers’ plan for a public street? Yes
OR

An alternative PUD plan would construct a public walkway on 4th Street between Eye and M Streets

for pedestrians only instead of a street for automobiles. Do you agree with such an altemative? Yes

2.  The existing East and West Towers at the mall are 130 feet high. The developers’ PUD plans
for M Street include construction of two 112-feet-high (eleven stories) office buildings on M
Street. Do you approve of the proposed height of these new office buildings? Yes No

3.  The PUD plans for the Eye Street side of the mall include construction of three 112-feet-high (eleven
stories) buildings that will overlook the two churches on Eye Street: Two residential buildings (on
the northwest comer of the site near the pond) and one 112-feet-high (eleven stories high) office
building (on the northeast comer). Do you approve of the proposed height of these buildings? Yes No

4. The developers’ plans includes the connection of 4th Street from Eye to M Streets with auto
traffic alongside sidewalks and with marked pedestrian crossings between the east and west sides
of the street. Do you believe that pedestrian safety in the area will be improved under this plan?  Yes No

5.  An alternative to the above plans call for a public walkway on 4th Street between Eye and M
Streets for pedestrians only. Do you agree that pedestrian safety would be better under this plan? Yes No

6. The developers plan for a roadway on 4th Street between Eye and M Strects rather than a pedes-
trian walkway. Do you agree that safety from crime will be better under the developer’s plans?  Yes No

7.  Would you like to see the current merchants be invited by the developers in the future
to negotiate for new leases and have the opportunity to return to the new Waterfront
retail space once it is completed? Yes No

8.  The developers’ plan provides that only Safeway, the Bank of America and CVS will remain
open to serve the Southwest community during the two year period (estimated by the developers)
for reconstruction of the retail space once the mall is demolished. Will the lack of other mall
stores and services during the reconstruction of the new retail space be a hardship to you? Yes No

9.  Which types of restaurants, stores or services would you prefer to see at the new Waterfront development?

10, Do you agree that the project as planned (including a public street for automobiles and eleven
story high buildings on four comers of the site) will improve the quality of life in Southwest? Yes No
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Comments made by several of the respondents to Question 10 or to the Survey in general
may be helpful in describing the apparent angst and strong feelings which members of the
Southwest community have or are expressing in giving their opinions on the “road/no road” and
the “quality of life” questions, because it is clear that over 103 respondents, fully 20% of the
total number of 499 respondents in the final Survey results “switched” their apparent support vis-
a-vis Questions 1 and 10. Several respondents added the following comments in answering
Question 10:

Response to
Respondent Ques. No. 10 Remarks

4 “Yes” “I basically support the developer 100% and hope that SWNA will
reduce what I perceive to be its extremely obstructionist posture. ... I would be delighted if
Southwest became more like Roslyn or Bethesda and professional developers can start to make

this happen....”

63/4 “Yes” “We need more density for a successful community.

68 “Yes” “Please do not delay the development. We will never get a perfect
development. Be thankful someone wants to do it.”

152  No response. “Terrible question.” [Both the “Yes” and “No” answers were

marked out on Question 10.] [Respondent preferred the “public street” in Question No. 1, but
chose “No” for both Questions 2 and 3 concerning the building heights.]

155  “Yes” and “No” “New business, new housing and facility upgrade will improve life
in Southwest. I don’t know if four eleven story buildings will.”

176 “No” “Don’t remodel the mall. Leave it as it is. Thank you.”

179 “No” “The most important [thing] is imagination in design — not five
more concrete boxes.”

207 “Yes” “I think a project very much like Pentagon Row including retail
shops, and a variety of international restaurants, but [which] still maintains a community like
setting.”

221 “No” “Unless the new buildings have huge parking garages, they will be
a catastrophe for our neighborhood.” :

229 - “No” “No office towers in Southwest. DC has a glut of office space.

Townhouses and apartments for $50,000 - $100,000 income persons [are needed]. This could
make Southwest an attractive viable community. The proposed office buildings would prevent
development of a real community. Southwest is a perfect example of failed urban planning. The
proposed office buildings would further the decline of Southwest as a viable community. [Go]
back to the drawing board.”

234 “No” “This plan is cold, institutional, unimaginative and ugly. We don’t
need more bland high-rise buildings — we need a neighborhood.”

392/2 “No” “[No] [b]ecause I don’t want the street opened to automobiles.”

394 “Yes” “Very critical that this area be safe, economically feasible to

accommodate different income levels; DC should not be [an] area for the wealthy only.”
[Marked “yes” on Question 10 with the words “except for public street.” On Question No. 1,
respondent chose “Yes” for the “pedestrian walkway.”]

366 “Yes” “Bound to raise property values — Small scale would be better, but
it’s unrealistic. This is not a village. Let’s explore the urban potential including riverfront
renewal, esplanade, etc.”

364/5 “Yes” “Ten [nine] stories would be preferable, but if eleven [ten] stories
is required for financial feasibility, it’s alright. .... We cannot have a dead space in the center of



Southwest. The visual effect will depend a lot on the architecture. The buildings should be
designed with setbacks and curb appeal, so that they don’t just loom over the street.”

343 “No” ‘‘Should improve the economy of the Southwest merchants. Will
do little to improve the quality of life. Commerce does not equal quality of life!”

394 No response. “There will never be any improvement as long as the projects are
at our doors.” [Respondent voted “Yes” for “pedestrian walkway” on Question No. 1.]

394 “No” “The four buildings need to be pushed back away from M Street.
We need plenty of above ground parking.” [Respondent chose “Yes” for “public street” in
Question No. 1 and chose “No” for both Questions Nos. 2 and 3.]

405 “Yes” “More upscale — similar to L’Enfant plaza area would do — it could
[improve] — its no good now.”
434 “No” “None of the above — Southwest has many problems that could be

exacerbated by this plan — five office buildings would be disastrous. We need residential units - a
mix of town houses and apartment buildings. [No response to Question No. 1].

438 Noresponse. “If the project is scaled back so there are landscaped parking lots
on the comers of 4™ and M Streets and less height and density with attractive store fronts on 4"
Street, it will improve the quality of life in Southwest.” [Respondent chose ‘““Yes” for “public
street” in response to Question No. 1.]

448 - “No” “These proposed buildings will cause development, over crowding
— too much noise, traffic, etc. They will eliminate residential calm as well as much of the view
from our homes and apartments.” [Townhouse owner on 4™ Street.]

531 “Yes” “If designed well, set back and has big trees. Would like to see
something like 28™ Street in Shirlington Village, [Arlington,] VA with center median including
fountain, some street parking and slow traffic (not a real thoroughfare). Definitely do not want
the look / feel of K Street, Crystal City, or the industrial look of M Street, SE near the Navy
Yard.” {Respondent chose “Yes” for both the “public street” and the “pedestrian walkway” in
Question No. 1, resulting in a “no response.”]

538 “No” “I approve of some redevelopment, but not to these stifling heights.
It should be done with scale back from M Street for shops, sidewalk and grass. I do not mind if
some inner buildings are high-rise with great views, but the sides and corers should be human
scale/lower heights . . . and allow for some sculpture, a fountain and a tie to the waterfront.”

540 No response “Would like to see building height limited to eight stories.”
[Respondent chose “Yes” for “public street” in Question No. 1, “Yes” for Question No. 2 (M
Street building heights), and “No” for Question No. 3 (I Street side building heights)

571 “No” “Buildings on M Street are [too] high and should be set back and
should be no taller than nine stories.” [Respondent chose “Yes” for “public street” in Question
No. 1 and answered “No” for both Question Nos. 2 and 3.]

581 “No” ““Too many tall buildings.” [Respondent chose “Yes” for “public
street” in Question No. 1 and answered “No” for both Question Nos. 2 and 3.]
588 “No” “Oppose opening 4™ Street to auto traffic. Must have setbacks of

buildings on M Street. Oppose height [of buildings] and buildings must be set back from street.
The redevelopment of the Mall will improve the neighborhood, but this proposal wants “K Street
commercial structures” across from residential homes. Not acceptable!” [Respondent chose
“Yes” for “pedestrian walkway street” in Question No. 1 and answered “No” for both Question

Nos. 2 and 3.]
52 “No” “Ido not want a “public” street. I would prefer a “private street”

with parking gates (what we have now).” [Author] [“Yes” answer marked out.]



RESULTS OF SWNA SURVEY ON THE PROPOSED REDEVELOPMENT OF WATERSIDE MALL

Survey '
Question "Yes"” % of "No" % of No Response % of
No. Responses Responses Response Responses: Selected Responses
1 Do you favor a Public Street? 183 37% -
65 13%
- or. . . a Pedestrian Walkway? 250 50% -
2 245 49% 186 37% 67 14%
(Do you approve of the height of buildings on M Street?)
3 214 43% 229 46% 55 11%
(Do you approve of the height of buildings on 1 Street?)
4 152 30% 273 55% 73 15%
(Will pedestrian safety be better with a public street?)
5 277 56% 165 33% 56 11%
(Will pedestrian safety be better with a walkway?)
6 135 27% 298 60% 65 13%
(PUD plan - Will safety from crime improve?)
7 401 81% 64 13% 33 7%
(Should current stores have right to lease new space?)
8 278 56% 201 40% 19 4%
(Will lack of stores for 2 years cause a hardship?)
10 181 36% 247 49% 70 14%
(Will the PUD plans improve the SW quality of life?)




J

COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 -8 & 10

AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO FAVORED A PUBLIC STREET/ROADWAY IN QUESTION # 1

l
PUBLIC STREET/ROADWAY IN ORDER OF OTHER QUESTIONS (2-8 & 10 |
l [ 1
Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street 8
Yes-2 No-2 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-4 No-4 Yes-5 No-5 Yes-8 No-6 Yes-7 No-7 Yes-8 No-8 Yes-10 No-10
111 44 110 58 113 39 30 120 105 43 140 29 80 89 133 25
111 44 110 58 113 39 30 120 105 43 140 29 90 89 133 25
111 44 110 58 113 39 30 120 105 43 140 29 90 89 133 25
Respondents who favored a "Public Street” in Question # 1, but who did not make a response to other individual questions:
28 | 15 31 33 | 35 14 4 | 25
The number of respondents (of the total of 498 respondents) who favored a "Public Street” in Question # 1:
183 183 183 183 183 183 183 183
61% 24% 60% 32% 62% 21% 16% 66% 57% 23% 77% 16% 49% 49% 73% 14%
15% 8% 17% 18% 19% 8% 2% 14%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B - next highest, etc.):
E I IF [ [o I i lc I Ia l In I Is I
Percentages for All 498 Responses:
49% 37% 43% 46% 31% 55% 56% 33% 27% 60% 81% 13% 56% 40% 36% 49%
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COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 -8 & 10

AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO FAVORED A PUBLIC STREET/ROADWAY IN QUESTION # 1

PUBLIC STREET/ROADWAY IN ORDER OF COMPARISONS (A - H)
| l 1 | | 1
Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street & Street &
Yes-7 No-7 Yes-10 No-10 Yes-5 No-5 Yes4 No-4 Yes-2 No-2 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-6 No-6 Yes-8 No-8
140 29 133 25 30 120 113 39 111 44 110 58 105 43 20 89
140 29 133 25 30 120 113 39 111 44 110 58 108 43 90 89
140 29 133 25 30 120 113 39 11 44 110 58 105 43 90 89
Respondents who favored a "Public Street" in Question # 1, but who did not make a response to other individual questions:
14 I 25 I 33 31 28 15 | 35 I 4
The number of respondents {of the total of 498 respondents) who favored a "Public Street” in Question # 1:
183 183 183 183 183 183 183 183
77% 16% 13% 14% 16% 66% 62% 21% 61% 24% 60% 32% 57% 23% 49% 49%
8% 14% 18% 17% 15% 8% 19% 2%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B - next highest, etc.):
A | Is | l [c Io [ E | IF [ le | |G |

Percentages for All 498 Responses:

81% | 13% ] 36% | 49% | 56% | 33% | 31% | 55% | 49% | 37% | 43% | 46% | 2% | 60% | 56% | 40%




I I I | | l 1 I
COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 -8 & 10
2 | AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO FAVORED A PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN QUESTION # 1 ]
| l
{ l PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN ORDER OF OTHER QUESTIONS {2 - 8 & 10) |
Walkway & Waikway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway &
Yes-2 No-2 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-4 No4 Yes-5 No-5 Yes-6 No-6 Yes-7 No-7 Yes-8 No-8 Yes-10 No-10
104 114 82 139 17 204 213 28 16 221 214 25 146 94 29 196
104 114 82 139 a7 204 213 28 16 221 214 25 146 94 29 196
104 114 82 139 17 204 213 28 16 221 214 25 146 94 29 196
Respondents who favored a "Pedestrian Walkway" in Question # 1, but who did not make a response to other individual questions:
32 | 29 I 29 i 9 13 ] ki ] 10 25
The number of respondents (of the total of 498 respondents) who favored a "Pedestrian Walkway" in Question # 1:
250 250 250 250 250 250 250 250
42% 46% 33% 56% 7% 82% 85% 11% 6% 88% 86% 10% 58% 38% 12% 78%
13% 12% 12% 4% 5% 4% 4% 10%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B - next highest, etc.):
[H l le i [ lc | [A I | I ! 1 [e
Percentages for All 498 Responses:
49% 37% 43% 46% 31% 55% 56% 33% 27% 60% 81% 13% 56% 40% 36% 49%




|

COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 -8 & 10

AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO FAVORED A PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN QUESTION # 1
I

l I

1 l |
PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN ORDER OF COMPARISONS (A - H)
I | l l I
Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway & Walkway &
Yes-6 No-6 Yes-7 No-7 Yes-5 No-5 Yes-4 No-4 Yes-10 No-10 Yes-8 No-8 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-2 No-2
16 221 214 25 213 28 17 204 29 196 146 94 82 139 104 114
16 221 214 25 213 28 17 204 29 196 146 94 82 139 104 114
16 221 214 25 213 28 17 204 29 196 146 94 82 139 104 114
Respondents who favored a "Pedestrian Walkway" in Question # 1, but who did not make a response to other individual questions:;
13 i 11 9 29 25 10 29 ] R
The number of respondents (of the total of 498 respondents) who favored a "Pedestrian Walkway" in Question # 1:
250 250 250 250 250 250 250 250
6% 88% 86% 10% 85% 11% 7% 82% 12% 78% 58% 38% 33% 56% 42% 46%
5% 4% 4% 12% 10% 4% 12% 13%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B - next highest, etc.):
[a I | Ic | Io [ IF ] I I | [H
Percentages for All 498 Responses:.
49% | 37%

27% | 60% | 81% |

13% | 56% | 33% J 31% | 55% | 36% | 49% | 56% [ 40% | 43% | 46% |
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1 l I
COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 - 8 & 10

AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO DID NOT FAVOR EITHER A PUBLIC STREET OR A PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN QUESTION # 1

|
NO RESPONSE TO QUESTION # 1 {N ORDER OF OTHER QUESTIONS (2-8 & 10

! | 1 |
No Response to # 1 No Response to # 1 No Responseto#1 | No Responseto#1 | No Responseto#1 | No Responseto#1 No Response to # 1 No Response to # 1
Yes-2 No-2 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-4 No-4 Yes-5 No-5 Yes-6 No-6 Yes-7 No-7 Yes-8 No-8 Yes-10 No-10
30 28 22 32 22 30 34 17 14 34 47 10 42 18 19 25
30 28 22 32 22 30 34 17 14 34 47 10 42 18 19 25
30 28 22 32 22 30 34 17 14 34 47 10 42 18 19 25
Respondents who did not favor either a "Public Street” or a "Pedestrian Walkway” in Question # 1, and who did not make a response to other individual questions:
7 11" 13 14 17 8 5 21
The number of respondents (of the total of 498 respondents) who fdid not favor either a "Public Street" of a “Pedestrian Watkway" in response to Question # 1:
65 85 65 65 65 65 65 85
46% 43% 34% 49% 34% 46% 52% 26% 22% 52% 72% 15% 65% 28% 26% 38%
11% 17% 20% 22% 26% 12% 8% 32%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B ~ next highest, etc.):
[ | Io | e Ic Ic I | Ie ] I [F
Percentages for All 438 Responses:
49% 37% 43% 46% 31% 55% 56% 33% 27% 60% 81% 13% 56% 40% 36% 49%




| l I 1 l l l I i

COMPARISON OF SIMILARITY OF ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS ##2 -8 & 10
j ] AMONG THOSE RESPONDENTS WHO DID NOT FAVOR EITHER A PUBLIC STREET OR A PEDESTRIAN WALKWAY IN QUESTION # 1
l I | | | | |
| NO RESPONSE TO QUESTION # 1 IN ORDER OF COMPARISONS (A - F)
l I [ l I
No Response to # 1 No Response to # 1 No Responseto #1 | No Responseto#1 ] No Responseto#1 | No Responseto#1 No Response to # 1 No Response to # 1
Yes-T No-7 Yes-8 No-8 Yes-§ No-5 Yes-6 No-8 Yes-3 No-3 Yes-2 No-2 Yes-4 No-4 Yes-10 No-10
47 10 42 18 34 17 14 34 22 32 30 28 22 30 19 25
47 10 42 18 34 17 14 34 22 32 30 28 22 30 19 25
47 10 42 18 34 17 14 34 22 32 30 28 22 30 19 25
Respondents who did not favor either a "Public Street” or a "Pedestrian Walkway" in Question # 1, and who did not make a response to other individual questions:
8 ] 5 | 14 | 17 | 11 i 7 | 13 21
The number of respondents (of the total of 498 respondents) who fdid not favor either a "Public Street" of a "Pedestrian Walkway" in response to Question # 1.
65 65 65 65 65 65 65 65
72% 15% 65% 28% 52% 26% 22% 52% 34% 49% 46% 43% 34% 46% 29% 38%
12% 8% 22% 26% 17% 11% 20% 32%
Order of Similarity (A - Highest, B - next highest, etc.):
A I [ 1 Ic I e | Io I 1 | IE | [3
Percentages for All 498 Responses:

81% | 13% | 56% | 40% | 56% | 33% | 27% | 60% | 43% | 46% | 49% | 3r% | 31% | 55% | sew | 49%
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2 T ’ _;oumwe:metcusonnooo ASSEWBLY. WG, o
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. SURVEYmPROPOSEG wnmsnsumosva.cruem - December 12 .31 :13_@ i i
[ i . P H _ H i ' H
e Ttbulaﬂon o'Resuns SWNAGem Meeting - January 2 e
7 T T . T
[ Rmsemecmuunber.1-5=swamge=ocmem(mwswr* ! : !
: 7 = NonDC Resident; 0 = No address provided {w/ or wio name 1 : j L
| f T ! i i H I H H
] RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS #8 1 -8 & 1
i T | i i I L i Res.]
SW 1-Yes 1. Yes for I1 #2_ |2NO]  #3 |3NOl ¥4 [ SNO] #6_[6NOJ #7 _J7NO| #8 #10__| 10-NO| | Resp.|Codd] )
Name | |Addrs. | | Resid. Street Walkway {ANS[Yes {No { ANS {Yes |No ANS |Ves [No_JANS[Yes No ANS [Yes [No | ANS [Yes {No ] ANS [Yes [No ] ANS Yes (No [ ANS No. | SW Respondert’s Street Address
e :
JYes {1 Yes |1 1 [} 1 1] 0 1o 1 1 1 o 1 1 3 [1311 Delaware Ave.. SW #233
Yes [1[Yes 11 Yes i1 1 1 1 of 1 1 1 1 2 3530 N Street, SW 7
. N . 1 1 1 1 0 1 3 Noaddress.
Yes [1[Yes (1 Yes 1 1 1 o] 1 1 [ 1 4 361%
Yes [1]Yes  [1] VYes 1 1] o} o4 0 1 0 1 1 462 M
-IYes 1 VYes 1 0 1ol 0 1ot 1 1 1 1 1] @ 6 520 N Street, sw
- - - 1 1 1 1 1 No address
Yes [1lYes j1i Ves 1 0 1] o 1 1 1 1 1 1 [ ) 8 szousmmswcs-us o
-\Yes 1! Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 9 290 N
10 Yes Yes 1 VYes 1 1 1 0 BOOlthS(feest 612-5(G.D.)
11 | 1 Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 800 4th Street, SW # 612-5 (AR.)
2 |1 Yes jtiYes Yes 1 1 1 1 2 3 N-123
131 -[Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1] o 1 —
4 |1 -|Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 4
Yes [t[Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1301 Delaware Ave,, SW_#N-314 (LAW)
Yes {1|Yes Yes 1 1 1 1301 Detaware Ave., SW_# N-314 (RS)
3 «|Yes 1 Yes 1 609 H Street, SW
KT Yes %Ys 1 Yes 1 18 2_§300G sw
35 Yes {tlYes (1] Yes 1 1 13 1001 3rd Street, SW
36 20 - - -] 1 1 1 1 20 No address
37 | 21 “[Yes  [1] Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 0§ 1 21 208 L Street, SW
E1REZRK - N | 1 1 1 0 J 1 1 2 No address]
39 123 1] Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 23 700 Capitol Sq. Place, SW
401 | 24 114 -{Yes Yes 11 1 1 1 1 1 24 1001 3rd Sweet, SW
25 1 Yes |1 i 1 1 1 5 1231 K Street, SW
26 [ 1] Yes [t]Yes Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 268 287A G Steet, SW
27 (1 - N R 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 Fd No address
28 Yes {1[Yes [1] Yes |1 = Y=t [ 1 1 1 28 215 L Street, SW
45| ¥ 29 - ] B = Yt 1 1 1 1 29 No address
46] 1 30 Yes |i[Yes 11 _NO |- =t Y=t 1 1 1 0 4176 Arkansas Ave, NW
a7 |3 “[Yes__[1] Ves |1 1 1 1 1 1 3 1200 Delaware Avenue, SW ]
M EE] - ] 1 2 No address
o B - ] 1 n No address
50 34 B B | 1 M No address
(511 | 35 Yes [flYes || Yes |1 1 1 35 41 K Street, SW
521 | 3 Yes {1lYes |1} Yes |1 1 1 1 36 490 M Street, SW_# 404-W
1 N I Yes [t]Yes 11| Yes |4 1 1 1 37 | 4 1200 Detaware Ave., SW # 420 ]
541 | 38 Yes {1Yes |1]_ Yes |1 1 1 1 1 33 211 M Street, SW
55 | 3 - - - 1 1 1 39 No address]
561 | 40 Yes 1lYes {1] Ves |1 Y=0 Y0 1 1 [ 1 [0 209 L Street, SW
ST« Yes [1]Yes [1] NO |- N=0 N=0 1 1 1 1 1 ] 1019 16th Street, NE
ES Yes [1[ves 1| NO |- 1 i [ 1 1 1 1 1 2 6909 Pickett Dr.. Suland, MD
59] | a3 Yes [1[Yes [1] Yes [1 Y=0 ¥=0 1 1 [ 1 1 ) 245 M Street, SW
6o | a4 -] B B 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 “ No address
61l | 45 -[Ves Yes |1 1 3 1 1 1 i ] 45 _|560 N Street, SW. A N-614 1
62] | 4 -IYes Yes |1 T 1 1 1 45 | "4 1228 Hall Street, SW
6] | « Yes [1iYes NO _i-| 1 1 1 1 1 47_| 62316 kving Street, SE#2
64] | 5 B - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 as
65] | 4s Yes [1iYes 1 Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 o 1311 4th SW
IR Yes i1iYes |1 Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 50 907 6th Swreet, SW #315C
[67] [ 51 Yes [1iYes 11| VYes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3] 287A G Street, SW
68 | 5 -1Yes 1 Yes 1 1 1 1 1 52 P.0. Box 70759, SW - N Street
69 53 Yes i1l ¥es 1 Yes 1 1 1 1 1 53 P.O.Box 70755, SW-NSteet |
7 54 Yes 11Yes 1, Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 430 M Street, SW # N-207
585 Yes i1;¥es 1i_Yes 1 1 1 [l 1 [ 1 55 1435msveeg T
56 Yes [1iYes _ 11| Yes |1 1 1 o [+ 1 1 1 1 1 56 520N - —
57 Yes i1lYes 1] Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 SW
58 B - B i [N o |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 58 No address
59 T-ves 1. Yes 1 1 1 o |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 S| 3 l_NSgsw '
60 [CYes _11; Yes i1 1 [N I 1 1 1 60 | 2 |201 SW 1




N ] 0 JPlOoJRISITIUl VIW]IX]Y A Jas[ACTAD] AE T AFJAG] AH| AT atTacfacTaw] an T ap | 84 BB
RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS S 1-8& 10 L
: T e T 1 - i Res.|
1 Yes 1-Yes for |1 #2 [2NC] #3_ _J3INOJ R4 4N *5 SHO] _#6 10H0| [ Resp] Codel
i Street | Walavay | ANS[Ves 'No_| ANS [Yes [No_{ ANS jves [No [ANS|Yes ‘No ANS |Tes [No ANS | | No. { SW
77 1{Yes 1 1 N N 1 [ A 1 2 1 1 1 6t
[ - - 1 0 1 Q 1 1 62 No address)
g Yes 1 1 1 RN N 1 1] 6 B10 G Street, SW (M.F,)
60 [ilves 1 1 1 [ 1 1 ) 54 610G Street, SW (B.P. ___
1 [iYes |1 1 1 1 0 Y20 | N=0 IR 530 N Street, SW # 305-5 (R.V) ]
82 [s[res T 1 1 1 0 Y=0| N=0 1 56 530N Street, SW #3055 (Mrs.RV) |
83 | 1] ves 1] Yes ! 1 1 1 1 [ 1 L] 1 28 G Street, SW
84 HY_es Yes 1 1 1 1 1 o] * 1 1 1 26N sw__ ]
85 1jYes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 o 1 N B 1 250 4th Street, ¥ B10
88 Hlves Yes 1 [4 1 1 1 1 0 1 q 1 S
87 |1]Yes_ |1 Yes 1 01 1 1 1 0 1 2 301G Street, SW & 332 ]
83 [1Yes” |1 ves 1 1 6] 1 1 1 1 [} 1 1 1 1 72 700 - 7th Street, SW_# 139
89 [1l¥es |1 Yes 1 Y=0 Y=o 1 [ ) i [§ 1 o | 1 1 1 [ 1250 4th Street, # W-300
90 -Ives {1} Yes {1 111 [ [] 1o o1 ] [N K] 301 G Street, SW #332
91 [Tives |1 ves 1 1 ol 1 o[t [l IC:H K 0 1 q 1 i 1 429 N Street, SW_# 508
92 - N - 1 1 1 1 [¢ [ [ K ¥ 1 1 1 € N address]
a3 id -[Yes _{1: Yes 1 [N A 1 1 1 ) 1 0 1 1 1 7 311 Delaware Ave. SW
9 s Yes [tlYes 11° Yes 1 1 o L1 1 1 3 1 0 1 1 1 ] 311 Delaware Ave., SW #5638 ]
95 79 Yes {t|Yes _[1] Yes 1 1 o |1 1 1 g ]1 [¥ 1 [ 1 79 500 M SW N-300 & N-302
96 30 [[Yes |1 Ves 1| ¥=0| V=0 1 1 [ 1 1 B0 30 N Streel, SW
o7 at |1 - - - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 No address|
(oef V82 i 1] Yes {{{¥es Yes (1 1 1 1 1 1 2 530N SW # 5805 (SW
99 1] Yes [t]ves Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 A3 530 N Street, SW # S-805 (Mrs. SJW) |
1 4 Yes |1iYes Yes |1 1 i 1 1 1 1 X 425 4th SW B A-703
101 T Yes |1}ves t ves |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 35 01 Detaware Ave., # N-222
1 T Yes [{Yes |1] Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 435 4t Saeet, SW # B-414
1 7 Yes |1|Yes  [1] vYes [t 1 1 1 1 1 87 431N SW
3 [T Yes {tlyes 1] Yes it ] 1 1 1] 700 Tth Steet, SW ¥ 828 ]
105 |8 Yes [1[Yes (1] Yes {1 1 1 ) 1435 4th Street, SW
1 0 Yes [1|Yes |1 ves i1 1 1 1 30 1435 4th Stroet, SW #8508
10 1 -[Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 [ 743 Delaware Ave., SW
1 1] Yes_[i[Yes Yes 1 T 1 1 1 1 1 7] 601 4th SW
i 3 -[Yes Yes 1 ) 1 [l 1 1435 dth SW (Riversioe Apts.)
4 )4 Yes |1Yes Yes 1 1 1 ¥ 3 1 1 54 1301 Delaware Ave. SW
11 Yes |1]ves Yes 1 1 1 [ 3 704 6th SW (TA
11 Yes | 1[Yes Yes 1 1 1 f T 704 6th Street, SW (KA.)
Yes |1[ves Yes Y=0 Y=0, 1 i 1 1 87 | 2 |723 3nd Street, SW
4 Y.Ej_ Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 33 600 M Street, SW
113 8¢ Yes | 1]Yes Yes 1 1 4 1 1 83 266 N Stuet, SW
K 00 ~{Yes Yes 1 1 1 % 530 N Street, SW, 5-008
11 o1 | Yes Yes 0 [ 1 614 ded SW
[178) | 102 Yes |1|Yes Yes 1 i o [ 1 1 12 301 G Street #3132
[119] J 10311 ves [t[ves Yes 1 0 1 [ 1 1 3 800 4th Street, SW ¥ S-801
K 04 |1 . - - 1 1 o1 V=0 | W= Y=0 | N=b 1 1 1 Y No address)
21 05 |1 JJyes 17 Yes |1 1 1 [ 1 1 T 001 6th Street, SW
12 06 -|Yes Yes |1 3 o |1 1 [ 1301 Delaware Ave., SW
23 7 Yes [i|ves Yes {1 t 1 t 107 510 N Street, SW ¥ N-4Z2
4) T Yes [1]Yes Yes |1 1 of 1 1 1 1 1 108 700 Tth SW 4628
1 [ 109 Yes |1iYes Yes |t 1 1 1 1 1 1 109 § 4 )66 Gabesion Street, SW
0 Yes [1]Yes 0 1 T 1 0 1 [] 1 700 Tth Street, SW
2 Yes |1ives 1 1 1 T]o] 1 1 440 M Street SW
[128] ¥ 1 Yes it + 1 [N K 0 1 1 700 7th Street, SW, ¥ 827
K -[yes |1 0 1] o] 0 1 0 o f1 1 425 4th Street, SW
13 i1Yes 1 031 0 1 9 1 1 504 H Street, SW
31 ~|Yes 1; 4 1 0 1 0 |3 1 1 1 1 Delaware Avenue, SW
32 1|Yes ) 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1311 Delaware Ave., SW
1 1[Yes 11 1 1 1 1 1 307 G Street, SW
-[Ves 1 1 1 [ 1 700 Tth Street, SW_
[1 iYes |1 0 1 1 1ol 1 0 0 1 1 1 2 1209 G Sweet, SW
3 1]Yes 1 1 1 1 [ o] 1 1 20 | 2 [813 3rd Street. SW
3 T1]Yes 1 [ ] 1 1 0 1 1ol 121 200 Rhode Isiand Ave., NE
[ 131 {1 Yes 1 [ 0 1 1 [ 3K 22 N
12 -Ives b 1 0 | 1 J_ 13 0 ] 1 [ 1 23 1
[1lYes ) 1 1 ol [ ) 1 1 [ 1 24
3 {1]Yes o |t [ i 0 [] 1 1 1Jogl1 25 3 Js«ONSweet SWESH3 |
14 [tjYes 11 ] i1 0 1 1 1 o 1 1 ¥ 1 26
4 sves 11 1 o1 1 o 1 1 1 27
[144) -i¥es 1 1ot Tailold T [} 1 1 k] 128
14 (1i¥es i [ ) I 1 1 x| 2 "
4 es i 1 [ 1 [ 30 | 3 T ]
1. T 0 1]
14 o T i]o 1 o Jv=nln=0| 1 1335 Kenvon Stree(, MW {Jenny's employes) |
[ 14 0 B 1 ilo 1] © X 800 4th SW
g 1 [ [N BER K "o 560 NSweel, SWgN-z13 |
1 ) t). 4.9 A L. ] 4 4
2 it o 1] 0 o 3
3 0. 1 [ 3
154] 1 a [ 13
155 0 i o_J[ 13
* a{ [} 0 1] 14
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RESPONSES T0O QUESTIONS ##1-88 10 . _
! I i - I H i N . *_! i | | . __|Res.
1-Yes 1-Yes for mq #2 J2NO| #3 JSNO| #4 [4N 45 ENOl #¢_ JeNOJ #7 |7NO[ #8 JaNd 410 [10NO| [RespCode ~
Street Watkway JANS|Yes |{No | ANS [Yes [No § ANS |Yes [No JANS|Yes [No ANS JYes [No | ANS [Yes [No | ANS{Yes No JANS|Yes [No ] ANS No. | SW
: -
I3 IS S S - _ S I _
157 411 -1Yes Yes 1 1 o 1 1 1 1 1 41| 2 {800 4th Street, SW. ]
5 42 | 1 -iYes Yes 1 1 [] 1 1 1 1 42 6th Si SW {Marina Towers] N
B 431 -IVes Yes 1 ) 1 1 1 43 290 N Street, SW
% 437 1 Yes {1iYes Yes 1 1 1 1 44 1425 4th Street, SW_# A-603
61 | 145 | 1| Yes i1:Yes Yes 1 0 1 1 q 45 1425 4th Street, SW # A-304
62} 45 - - - 1 ] 4€ No address
63 4 Yes_;1]Yes 1 _Yes 1 1 0 [ 1 1 1 1 4 1301 Delaware Ave., SW # N-218
64 42 - - - 1 o] 1 1 1 1 . 1 I No address
65] | 149 1! Yes |1 1 5] 1§ 0 1 1 1 1 4
6 50 Kl Yes |1 1 1 1 1 0 1 50
[3 51 -[Yes Yes |1 1 1 1 1 [ I 1 51
{182 -i{Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 i 1 152
16! 531 -iYes Yes 1 o1 1 1 1 1 1 9 183
17 54 | 1| Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 [ 1 1 1 1 ‘1 1] o 154
1 55 | 1 - Yes Yes 1 Q 1 1 1 o Y=0{ N=0| 158
172 56 | 1] Yes [1iYes Yes |1 1 [1) 1 1 1 1 Q 1 1 156
3) 5T 1 1. Yes [1Yes Yes |1 3} [N 1 1 of 1 1 157
4} | 158 |1 - - | Q 1 1o 1 1 1 1 158 No address|
78] ] 159 | 17 Yes [1]Yes i _Yes I 1 1 1 0 1 1 159 430 M Street, SW # N-108
7 60 | 11 Yes |1Yes 1 Yes |1 1 1 1 0 | 1 60 1425 4th Street, SW # A-812
1 161 - - - 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 61 No address
[17 162 - - - 1 1 1 1 1 1 62 No address
17 6 Yes [1;Yes Yes 0] 1 1 1 1 1 3 700 7th SW (TST)
1 64 | 1| Yes [t|Yes Yes 6] 1 1 1 1 164 616 G street, SW_
81 1 -{Yes Yes [ K] 1 1 1 700 7th Street, SW # 331
E Yes 1]Yes Yes 1 o] 1 1 1 4 374 4th Street, SW
8: Yes !1;Yes Yes 1 [ 1 40 M Street, SW # E-108
| 184 168 -1Yes Yes 1 [i] 1 1 1 5 301 Delaware Ave., SW # 723
[ 189 -1Yes Yes 1 0 1 1 1 69 410 3od Street, SW # 11
70 Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 6 | 1 1 1 10 H Street, SW
a7] 1 -1Yes Yes 0 1 1 700 7th Street, SW
1; Yes |1/Yes Yes 0] 1 1 72 3890 SW
18! 11 Yes [1]Yes Yes [1) 1 560 N Street, SW # N-315
1 1 - - B 1 1 No address)|
191 Yes [1lYes 1. Yes |1 1 [ 1 1 1 |3770$vea,sw I
1 7 Yes |1iYes 1 Yes [1 1 1 1 76 301 G Street, SW 1
139 - - 1 611 1 1 1 1 0 1 Z
1 Ves | 1|Yes i NO_ |- 110 1 1 1 1 1 336 37th
195 rs - - - 1 [ ) 110 1 1 1 7S
1 Yes 11]Yes i Ves |1 1 1 [ o |1 1 1 B 325P S
19 18 Yes |1]Yes 1] Yes |1 1 1 1 [ 1 1 [ 1481 3rd Street, SW
1 183 Yes - 8 1 1§ o 1 1 1 1 [] No address|
1 183 Yes {1]Yes Yes 1 1 ¥=0{ N=0 1 183 1835 3¢d Street, SW
184 Yes 11]Yes Yes 1 0 1 [] 134 1409 4th Street SW
201} |18 1] Yes Y=0 ¥=0 ] 1 1 [ 1 1 185 101 G Street, SW # A-516
K3 _ - N 1 Q 1 1 1 1 1 186 No address|
87 Yes {1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 187 325 P SW #612
88 Yes {1iYes Yes 1 [ 1 1 1] 1 1 1 T 272 M Street, SW
189 Yes 1]Ves Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 89 Iass 3rd Street, SW
2 190 -[Yes Yes [N K 1 1 1 3¢ 901 6th Street, SW # 105
207} Yes [1]Yes Yes {1 Y=0 Y=¢ 1 1 1 1 1 1100 6th W
2 Yes |1]Yes Yes (1 1 ol [ 1 192 700 7th Street, SW
2 - - - 1 1 1 1 1 [H K] 1 1 93 No address
34 Yes ! 1lYes 1 _Yes |1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 94 208 G Street, SW '
1 5 - N - 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 9 No address{
212 1 19 Yes [1:Yes Yes |1 1 ol 1 1 ol o1 1 9¢ 294 M Street, SW
3] -Yes Yes {1 1 o] 1 1 0 1 [ 9 2|00 4th Street, SW
214 Yes '1|Yes Yes |1 1 o] 1 0 1 1 1 1 [ 58 | 2 725 Detaware Ave., SW ]
218 1] Yes 1 [] 1 1] 0 1 1 1 1 [ 199 1245 4th Street, SW ¥ E-601
1 17 Yes i1 [ 1 [ B ) 1 1 200 1323 Half Street, SW
121 - - 0o 1 0 ) 1 1 1 1 1 201 No address
(21 1 _Yes i1 1 [ 1 N ) 1 1 1 1 1 1 202 2290 Steet, SW¥20(0A)
[21 1 _Yes (1 1 [7) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 203 229 O Street, SW # 20 (ECA)___
2 is - 1 o] 1 1 1 1 1 1 204 No address]
21| J 20511 ] 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 205 -
2 206 [ 1 1 ol 1 1 1 1 1 1 206
23] J 207 | 1: 1 o1 1 1 1 1 1 207
224) T 20871 1 0 1 1 208
22 209 1 11 1 [ 1 1 209
221 10 1] i 0 1 1 210
[227] | 211 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
22 12 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
22 13 1 1 1 1 1 Tola 1
2 _ 3 To1 ; 1 3 1 1 1 821 6th Street, SW (JF) _____
231 1 g 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 821 6th Street, SW (PF) ___
232 1 [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 _[1435 4th Street, SW 2nd Fioor ]
233 1 [1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 ]1425 4th Street, SW i
234 k) [ of 7 1 i iTo 1 218 | 3 [1301 Detaware Ave.. SW # N-525 (ST)
235 s:1 ol 3 1 o117 R 11 ) 29 | 1301 Delaware Ave. SW # N-525 (RT)
29 20 1 1 Yes |1 Yes 1 [ K] 1 1 1 0 0 1o} 0 220 607 6th Place, SW ]




e Jcl o 1§ F i N_J] o JPlalrR]s ITIUIVJ W] X] v, | [7a TacTab IAE[AFUGLAHLMTMIAKJMAIM
i T R f o N RESPONSES TO GUESTIONS i 1 -3 & 10 .
iz : H N ] ] [ : : H
13 1-Yes 1- Ves for 1N ¥ TZno|__#s [3w0] #4_ W 5 SHO| _#e_ | ENO %7 |7H0 n ¥10_10-NG|
14 Streat Walkway Yes (No § ANS|Yes [No | ANS [Yes [No_| ANS|Yes [No ) ANS |Yes [No_§ ANS |Yes No J ANS|Ves [No JANS[Ves [No | ANS
15 ] : i
13 T 1 T -
237] 1 ] [ 1 1 1 0|
35 i 13 N X - 7 i g
23 1 1 1 : 1 1 1
240 ] b L] 1 1 1 1
24 [ T 1 [N LT 1 i
242 1 1 1 1 1 1 N 1{ 0
24 4 1 1 [ 1 v 1 1 110
44 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 0
I3 ] i : 1
24 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
247 1§ 1 1 EN] 1 [ 1
2 1 1 1 3 ]
124 1 1 1 4 ] 1 1 [} - X S50 N Stoect SWFSTOT
1 1 1 1] « 1 1 1 1 1 = 324 W Strest, SW
751 [] i 1 1 [ 1| ¢ 1 4 5 1 C 1 1 1 135 214 G Street, SW
25: 1% 8, Yes {%iYes Yes 14 1 R 1 1 1 ] 1 0 3 240 M Street, SW # 714
25 244 [ 1] Ves [|Yes Yes ¥=0 ¥=0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 44 RTK SW
254) | 247 Yes [1Yes Yes N=0 N=0 1 1 1 1 1 1 47 1250 41h SW 4 W-704
2 255 | 4] Yes [4Ves Yes 1 1 1 1 ¥ 1 [ 255 001 3rd SW#116
56 Yes [1Yes 1] Yes Y=0 Y=8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 256 2TK SW
25. 58 Yes |1lYes Yes 1 1 1 258 728 6th Street, SW
59 ;1| Yes [1ives  |1] Yes |1 1 1 1 3 259 618 H Street, SW
2500 | 260 { 1] Yes {3¥es 11| Yes 1 0 1 1 14 0© 280 1500 1t SW
2 261 | 1] Yes tilves (1] Yes |1 1 [ 1 1 261 1428 4th Street, SW
261} ) 262 Yes [1iYes Yes |1 1 1 1 1 262 213P Sw#21
262] | 263 Yes |1iYes Yes 1t 1 0 1 1 1 1 263 3221, SW
264 Yes 11)Yes NO I [F 1 1 1 264 850N Stroet #1931, VA
21 265 11| Yes [4iYes NO |- 1 1]c 1 ¥=0[#=0 265 7344 Landover Raod, # E, Landover, MD
2 2661 1] Yes I1lYes NO_[- 1 [ 268 908 4th SE #31
2 267 Yes Yes Yes [1 267 1108 BMStree!,sW
26, 263 ] 1] Yes |1)Yes NO |- 68 1412 Fenwood Ave., OsonFL MO | OxonHil, NO
2 269 [ 1] Yes |§{Yes NO |- FI3] 10160 Portsmouth Road, # 12, Manassas, VA
2 270 [ 1] Yes [1|Yes NO |- 1 T 1 L] 278 1620 Q Street, SE
2700 1276 (1] Yes [1;Yes NO_ |- Y=0 ¥=0 1 1 i 1 Y=o ] N=0| 27, 428 Oakdiale Place, W
271 278 [ 1] Yes j1lYes Yes 1 1 1 1 0 1 27 800 4th Street, SW # N-415
27 279 [ 1] Yes {1]Yes Yes 1 i 1 t 1 F1L 909 Delaware Ave. SW
27 286 | 1. Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 [u 1 1 4 201 ) Supet, SW ¥ 127
278] 290 [ 1] Yes (1|Yes NO . 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 299 1598 Adgison Road Thstfict Heigtes, WD
27! 294 11 Yes [t]¥es Yes 1 H=0 =0 1 1 1 1] 1 0 1 1 254 906 3rd SW
276] | 296 | 1] Yes {1[Ves NO |- Y=0 = [ 1 1 [ 01 ¥=0| N=0 29¢ 2627 Stanton Road, SE # A
2 301 Yes |1|Ves NO_ |- Y=t y=0 1 1 1 ol + 041 0 1 301 225 Eaton Road, 5E
27 305 Yes |1[Yes NG |- [ [ 0 [V 308 012 2061 NW
27 307 Yes [1]Yes NO |- 1 [ [} T umsﬁsm%_ﬁ:mmk.w
2608 | 308 | 1] Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 [ 0 308 101 3rd Street, SW
2481 12 Yes _[1iYes NO - 1 12 312 K Street, SE
2 13 Yes [1iYes Yes_ 14 1 11 700 7th SW # 231
28 Yes [1lves NG |- 1ol 1 1 [ 1517 R NwW
Fl 3ME | 1] Yes |i|Yes Yes 19 1 1 1 o 1 1 1 ¥=0| N=0 300 M Street, SW ¥ N-807
2 1| Yes [t]Yes Yes |1 ] 1 [0 1 ¥=0 | N0 950 L'Enfark Plaza, SW
2 1] Yes [1ives NO (- 2|1 1 [4 1 [} [ D 1010 Kenneth Street, indian Head, MO
28 3237 1] Yes |1ives NO |- 1 1 1 123 1817 P Street, SE #B-12
2 | 325 | 1] Yes ji[¥es Yes |1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 ) 325 240 M SW#714
28 29 [ 1] Yes |1|ves NO |- 1 1 1 1 1 [ 0 329 H
30 | 1] Yes |1iVes Yes |1 1 1 1 1 0 3N P
201 133511, Yes {1Ves NO |- Y=0 Y=o 1 [ K 1 1 0 1 33
29 337 {1 Yes l1lves NG |- 1 (4] 1 3
29)) K -Yes |1 Yes Y=0 Y=0 1 [ 1 0 1 338
294 T 34111 -iYes 1] Yes 1 1 1 0 1 NS
42 [ 1 -iYes Yes 1 1 1 0 1 [ 3402
2 43 | 1 “TYes Yes 1 1 1 1 [ 1 1 [ 343
29 144 |1 -1¥es Yes 1 1 1 1 [ 1 1 1 [ [ 334
5.1y Yes iYes j1] Yes (¥} k3 1 1 1 1 1 s
2 346 11 Thves T Yes 11 i 1 1 [ 1 1 t 3T
347 ; 1! Yes '1;Yes Yes 4. 1 4 1 1 1 hJ o4 1130 1 1]
301 1348 1 -i¥es {11 Yes 11 1 | 11 1 1 1 1 14
302 | 349 1 1 1 [ 1 ¥ 1 T 1 T
350 | 1 1 1 1 [ 1 1 i 1 1 350
3 351 3 1 5} 1 i i [l 1 1 351
452 1 i1 1 1 1 1 1 1 352 L
5311 IE 1 1 1 1 1 o {1 353 713 3d Street, SW (Caphol Park B]
s B ET R T30 1 1 1 1 t o [l 354 1301 Delaware Ave, Sw |
EZREEAR ; 1 [} 1 1 1 1 1]« 35§ 530 N Street, SW
E 356 1 1 T o {1 1 3 1 0 356 510N Street, SW # N-223
] 357 11 1 1 bl 1 il 357 e
1] 358 1 1 B 1 T T YT ) 358 v N
w2 359 1 :I" 1 1 1 1 R 1 1 355 ] ]
3l 1 3% 1 [ 1 a1 ] 1 | 0] 1 360 R
[31a) | 361 1 i 1- T3 1 1 o | 3s1]
[31 52 [ 1agar 1 v S N [ 1] @ 352 R
B 363 |1 1 il e 110 1 [] 1] o 36 201 I Street, SW # 628 _




T o TrTolRrRIsTTiul vIw - ABLAcwﬁejAFlAcimlMFAJ[AKlALLLAN 2 N B8
RESPONSES 70 uuesnonsu1 X 1? o .
1 L i T !
- Yesfor !q 3 z 2NO]  #3  J3RG] _#4 mq__a‘t_s__ #%_ [ eNO] 7 [Two| _#s_[end_#ie
Walkway | AN ANS [Ves [No | ANS [Yes ‘o | ANSIYes No ANS|Ves No_| ANS [Ves TNo | ANS IYes [No JANS|Yes TNo
i |1 A I I N [ [ CH o 364 | 3 [445N Street SW(SF)
1 1 1] ifof1 [ 65 § 3 |445 N Sueet, SW (PF)
1 [ 1 [ K 1o+ [% 66 240 M Street, SW # B-601 ]
Tofn 1 ) %67 101 3rd Street, SW #1606 _
1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 168 250 dth Street, SW # W-615
1 [l i 1 69 425 4th Street, SWH AT
E 1 1 1 1 ¥ L 1 37 560 N Street, SW # 402
] iy o i 1 1 12 J8313rd Street, SW
1 110 1 i 1 12 | 3 _[1322 4th Steet, SW
1 o 1 1 0 No address|
1 1 o] 1 1 1 741 3 [325 P Steel SW
[ o | 1 0 1 1 1 75 240N S SW ¥ E-509 -
1 1 1 v 7 325 P Street, SW # 501
1 1 1 [ N N 1 1 1 77 NoaddnssJ
331 ] Yes |1 1 [ 1 11 o [ N I 1 i 1 1 7 1301 Gelaware Ave., SW
33, 7] Yes i1 i of 1 1 0 1§ of 1 1 1 1 79 409 N Street, SW
33 80 Yes 1 1 9 1ilo]| 1 [ 1 1 380 300 M Street, Sw # N-715
33 a1 Yes 1 1 1 1 1 381 201 | Street, SW
33 382 -iVes Yes 1 ¥ 1 1 1 C 387 300 M Street, SW
33 3 Yes [1]ves Yes 1 1 1 1 1 383 409N SW
337] | 384 Yes_|1ves Ves 1 1 1 1 1 0 384 301 G Street, SW # 216
E 38511 Yes [1]Ves Yes 1 1 1 1 1 85 201 | Street, SW # 641
3 I -1¥es Yes 1 1 1 1 1 328 560 N Street, SW # N-407 .
3 Yes j1;Yes Yes 1 1 0 1 1 9 1 387 560 N Street, SW # N-8906
382 | 1] Yes !1iYes Yes 1 ¥ 1 1 138 560 N Street, SW (AB)
EE -Yes Yes 1 1 [£ 189 560 N Street, SW # N-405
380 1] [¥es Y] Yes 1 1 1 1 a 190 436 M SW
39" Yes |1iYes _[1| Yes 1 1 1] 0 1 391 611 4th Place, SW (RAJ
39 Yes [1{Yes (4] ¥es 1 1 392 611 4th Place, SW (MAJ)
39, - . - 1 [ 193 No address|
33 Yes 11]ves Yes 1 1 394 560 N Street, SW (MC]
[ 395 ] 1] Yes [1|Ves Yes 1 > 560 N Street, SW # N-804
396 ) 11 Yes \|Yes Yes 1 39¢ 1235 4th SW RS
397 {1 Yes |1 Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 ) 1235 ath sW }
398 117 Yes 1iYes 1] Yes NO=0 NO=¢ 1 1 398
1 399 | 1] Yes {1¥es Yes NO=0 NO=0 1 1 399
A Yes |ijYes Yes 1 1 1 1 400
0 “¥es Yes i 1 1 1 a0t
402 -1Yes Yes 1 1 1 402
403 Yes [tlYes Yes 1 1 1 1 403
404 - B - 1 1 i Ll 0| ¢
40 NG =0 Y=o 1 1 1 1 1 405
40¢ Yes 1 1 1 1 1 406
40 Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 407 4
208 1 Yes 1 1 1 [ 1 1 1 1 1 1 408
409 | 1 Yes 1 1 1 1 @08
386: 4 T Yes |1 1 1 1 4
3sd] | #1 Yes [ 1 1 1 4
12 Yes 4
3 4 Yes 0 Q 4
367 | 4 Yes 1 1 G o] 1 1 1 4 2
415, 1] Yes [1lves Yes 1 1 [« [3)
36! 416 1 Yes |1 Yes 1] 1 0 1 [
3t M7 117 ves i1lves  [1] Yes 1 1 1 1 D 1 a7
71 418 1] ves [1ives _ |1 Ves 1 1 ¥ 1 0 1 a8 | 3
72f T 419 ] 1 Yes |tives 1 Yes 1 [ b 1 1 Li}) 257 4th Street, SW(KC-W)
[373] {42071 ves i1:Yes 1] Yes t 1 1 1 1 3 420 | 3 [1257 4th Street, SW (HCW)
3741 1 421 1 Yes {ilYes Yes 1 i1 0 1 1 0 1 1 t 1) 700 7th SWH#S504
37 422 Yes 1 1 0 1 1 [ 1 422 550 N Street, SW # 5401 K
371 42! Yes 1 1 o |3 1 0 1 423 | 37]1245 4th Street, SW
37 424 Yes 1 1 1 1 1 4241 3 520 N Street, SW ¥ 5 126
37, 425 Yes 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 25 1259 4th Street, SW _
379 [ 426 Yes {1 1 1ol [ 11 1 1 1 1 426 11311 Oeloware Ave SWEST35
3 27 11 Yes 11 [ o 1 1 110 1 1 7| 3 fasEm SW
381] [ 428 Yes 1 Y= ¥=0 1] 1 1] o 1 1 428 | < PO _Box 70817, 5W
3 _)__4_29_ Yes 1 1 1 ] | 0. 1 1 429 | 3 [1207 4¢h Street, SW —_—
430 Yes % 6| 1 1 i 430 | 3 §540 NSueet SW __ ]
| 231} 1] Yes [ i 1 6 1 1] 4 itdHakSweet SW T
385] | 432 1 Yes 1 ] Tk 32 |~ {700 7th Sweet, SW B 724
3 433 3 1 4371 2 T101 G Steet SWH#A-215
387] | 43¢ ¢ 1 3
| 435 1 iy 1 1 0 as| 3
38: 436 | [l 1] 11 [ a8
3o0f ¥ 437 _Ja N N 9.
391 438 1 1 ) 1 ] = LK
392) | 439 11 1 T 1t 0 il.® 1
3931 1 44 1 T 1 .o ] [ 2
3s4] a1 1 3 kR i1 e i1 6 E
3s5] 1 442 Ti{el EE P 11 7] 1
2 43 1 o s [ Q 1] 0 1170




I e Jcl o F 4 W M~ J © JrlalrRlsJiJuolv]iwlx] | a8 [Ac]AD] AE[AFIAG]AH[AILAJL\QALJAMI N AP [ Ba B8
Lo ! B ! Esponsesroouesﬂonsn1-u1n o ~ .
7 - . { 1 i i 1 : ) Res. T T
Resp. 1. Yes 1-Yes for_|1-N *2 2% ®2 ] 3-NOI u [ SNOl _#§ ] [Xi TRO| " #E 210 [t ResplCode T
No. Street Walkway [ANS|Yes [No | ANS[Yes [No | ANS{Yes |No [ANS[Yes Mo ANS [Yes [No | ANS JYes {Ho | ANS|Yes [No JANS|Yes [No | ANS No. | SW __Respondent’s Street Address
R ..__‘,_ N — ~F- — -
[7Yy 1 0 Lile 1 1 [ 1 Street, SW # W-107
445 1 1 1 1 A 1 ] 45 Street, SW # W-107 (AH)
| 446 1 1 1 1 446 | 3 I560N Street, SW# N4
“7r i 1 1 EY
43 J 1 1 1 1 ] 4431 3
= 1] 1 1 1 449
450 1 1 1 450 | 3
457 1 1 oA i 457 | 2" 707 A Detaware Ave., SW N
58 1 1 1 1 458 707 A Delaware Ave., SW o
69 1 1 1 469 325 O Street, SW .
T 1 1 . 1 470 429 N Street, SW # 4045 ]
a7 1 1 N 1 [V 471 101, SW #518-A ]
47, 1 3 [ K 472 500 4th Street, SW # W-311 -
4 47 b A 1 6] 1 473 468 N Street, SW
r 4 1 [} ot 474 1001 3rd Street, SW# 614
y 4 - 1 1 [ I < ist ]
1 1 1 o ft [t 3 [325 P Street, SW #201
A7 1 1 1 1 0 1 477 4 )34 P Street, SW
478 1 1 o1 4 ansms_m.gsw ]
478 [ i 1 0 473 800 4t Street, SW
y T 1 1 0 T 1406 Ath Sreet, SW
4 * 3 1 1 ] 1 4 4 325 P Street, SW #1010 ]
4 482 1 1 1 1 482 M Sireet, SW # E-815
2] | 483 1 1 1 1 1 483 G Street, SW#516-A
4 434 |1 1 Yes 1 1 1 0 134 1 3rd Street, SW
485 111 1 Yes 1 0 | 1 435 000 6th SW#303
4 486 [ 1 11 ¥es 11 1 1 1 3 301 G Stret, SW
@1 - ENERE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 487 ] SW (Pizza Hut }
425] | 48 Yes [1lVes NO 1 1 1 1 488 ] 7 10704 Wimpole Piace. MO
25 | 429 Yes |1]Yes NO |- 1 1 i T 489 1401 Blair Ml Raod, ¥ 420, Sives Springs, MD
42 490 Yes |1|Yes NO |- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 450 2413 Harmon Road, Siver S MO
28] | 49 Yes [1/Yes Yes [1 1 1 491 | 3 |1406 éth Street SW
493 [ 1] Yes [i[Yes Yes (4 1 1 1 1 1 483 | 4 1730 Place, SW
454 Yes [1]¥es NG |- 1 [l 1 [ 1 1 454 } 7 375 Riverside Drive, # 7-G, Mew York, NY
[ Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5 [ 1 Jooten SW #3184
494 Yes_{1]Yes Yes [l 1 496 | "2 301 G Street, SW #215
45 Yes_[1lYes Yes 1 1 1 497 | 1_| 1000 6th Street, SW # 401
49 Yes {1]Yes Yes 1 1 [} 458 | 2 {500 4th Steet, SW
499 Yes [1lYes NO _1- 1 1 1 0] 439 92H Hamwon Nw
500 Yes [1[Yes NG 1 1 [ 500 10051 C: Wa Macbor,
501 Yes [1[Yes Yes |1 1 1 0 ) 901 6 SW # 306-A
524 1] Yes [iiYes NG |- N=D =0 1 1 1 i 24 4634 Lk Boad, SE #2027 ]
525 [ 1] Yes [1ives Yes (1 b 1 1 1 1 525 1311 Delaware Ave, SW
526 [ 1 - - 1 1 1 1 1 1 526, No addrasy|
CHE “¥es Yes 1 1 1 [ 1 1 1 827 620 4ih SWH#S613
528 | 1! Yes {1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 3 1 1 52 -3 560 N Street, SW "
S29 1 1] Yes [iYes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 [ 525 346 N SW
530 | 1] Yes {1]¥es Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 530 454 Wi Street, SW
53 (1 <I¥es {1 Yes Y= Y=0 ] 1 1 1 51 ] 3 [12304h W
5321 1] Ves 1 ] 1 1 1 1 532 | 7 1403 G Sueet, SWAESI5
[ 533 A Yes 1 ] [ 9 533
534 1 Yes 1 1 1 1 WA
53 1 Yes 1 1 1 53
53 1Y 1 Yes 1 1 1 t 53 ]
[ -1Yes 1 Yes 1 1 53
538 | 1| Yes i1iYes Yes 1 1 k] 1 533 3
533 {11 Yes [1ives Ves 1 1 N 1 ]
[ 580117 Yes [1iYes Yes 1 1 ¥ ¥ ] 54
i 50 -Yes Yes ] 1 1 1 1 il o] 1 54
542 - - N 1 1 i tlol 1 1 542
543 Yes _{1|Yes 1 Yes 1 1 1 to] 1 1 1 1 1 [7X
[ 544 ] 1] Yes iliYes 1 _Yes |t 1 ] t 544 §
545 i-iYes 1. Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 >4/ A
546 Yes :1Yes 1 Yes 1 1 1 © 1 1 1 o | 1 1 548
54T -Yes. 1l _NO |- 1 1 1 1 1 [ ] k] 1 47
548 1 Yes (1 1 1 [ 1 1 1 1 48 |
549 10 Yes |t 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 54
| 550 11 Yes 11l 1 1 1 [0 1 [ 550 ]
551 1 Yes N 1 T 1 1 [ 1 1 551 403 ah Stest SWIAMCAY
552 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 552 1425 4th Street, SW ¥ A-408
553 - 1 ] 1 1 1 . 1 1 553 No address|
554 I Y0 Y=o} 1] [ 1 1 1 1 o § 1 1 I 354 453 N Street, SW N
[ 555 i 1 - 1 g |1 1 1 1 1 1 555 740 M Strest. SW # E-507 T
556 K 1 1 0 1 |- 1 T 1" 1 1 1
55T 1 1 1 1 o 1 1 1 1 1 557
i 1 1 | 1 558
N A I 1 1 RERCY
1 (BN (R | 1 1 1 569
[ SRR IR J0% 0 N I A N 1 1 Jise ]
) [ o) % 0 1 1 f] 1 1 562




sjcl old F Igq H i N | o fPplfofRrR]S]ITIu] v]Iwlx AA [ ABJACTAD] AE [ AF JAGY AH | Al [ AJ ] AK] AL [ AM] AN A1 AP ] BA B8
i [ - P . RESPONSES 10 Qur:stxmsu1 3810 K
12 ; ! ] i I : !
1 13 SW 1-Yes 1-Yes for_]1 #2_ [2NO|  #3 _|3NO| #4 [4N ¥5 T T ) N EZ) AT 5 KO KT Resp.
14 Resid. Street Walkway [ANSIYes (No | ANS [Yes [No [ ANS [Yes [No |ANS[Yes iNo ANS{Yes No | ANS IYes [No } ANS [Yes [No JANS{Yes [No | ANS No.
15
16 1 L ]
477} il Yes i 3 ¥ 1 1 [} [l ) 1 1 1 563
471 1l Yes [ 1] 1 1 1 ol [ i 1 i 554 |
47 1| Yes 1 i [ ] 1 o1 [ [ 1 1 $6!
1| Yes 1 1 1 1 1 556
481 1 Yes 1 [ I [ 1 1 1 1 & [ 567
Yes 1 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 563
48 569 Yes |1 Q 1 1 1 1 565
48] | s70 [Yes Yes o[ 1 1 1 ST
4! ST3 1) Yes ii|Y¥es Yes 9 1 1 1 0 t A 57
4 572 | 1] Yes {1[Yes Yes ] 1 1 1 [£ il 1 572
487] | 573 |1 -[Yes Yes 1 T 1 1 1 1 1 573 311 Detaware Ao SW
4 574 |11 Yes {tl¥es Yes N=0 Nl 1 1 1 1 1 1 574 301G SWAa130
489 | 575 1 -Yes 1] Yes 1 1 1 [ 1 1 I N G 57 700 7th Street, SW _
A 578 | 1) Yes [t[Ves 1 Yes [} 1 1 [ [ 1 1 1 Tal 571 1250 4th SW # W-800 §
481] | 577 |1 - - N Y=0 ¥=0 vl 1 11 o) 1 110 1 577 No address|
4 578 1 -[Yes i Yes |4 1 Q 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 578 1000 Bth Street_SW # 303
493 579 ¢ 1] Yes {1|Yes 1) Yes [ 1 [ 1 [ 1106] 1 1 1 1 579 560 N SW#N-103 _
& 580 [1 i - - 1 0 11 o 1 1 1 1 1 3 [ 580 No address
4! 58 Yes !1jYes Yes 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 581 § 2 222G S sw
499 | 582 Yes [1[Yes Yes 1 i [ ) i 3 1 1 1 582 715 6th SW N
48; 583 Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 i) 1 583 510N Street, SW
Y 84 Yes |1[Yes Yes 1 1 i ¢ 1 i 7 1 584 610 9th Street, SW
4 58 Yes |1|Yes Yes [N K] 1 1 1 1 535 103 G Steet, SW
ED - - - ol 1 1 1 1 1 1 588 Ho addresal
501] | 's87 | 1] Yes [1iVes Yes 1 1 1 C 1 1 587 1301 Detaware Ave., SW
588 \gs_ﬂ Yes Yes [ 1] 0 1 t 533 4S2M SW
5359 Yes [1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 589 | 4 |1501HaK SW ]
591 -[Yes Yes 1 K 1 1 [l 1 b [ 1 0 | 3 [510N SW#N 526
59 Yes {1[Yes Yes Y=0 Y=0 1 1 1 o] 1 1 1 3 (254 # A4
59 - | B 1 1 1o + 1 1 1 592 | @ No addnss‘
507] § 58 Yes [1|Ves_ Yes i [ a 1 1 53 240 M Street, SW # E-704
| 554 -[Yes Yes 1 1 ¥ 1 1 1 1 1 54 505G SW
S9 Yes 1jYes Yes 1 1) 0 1 1 1 t 1 595 434 Q SW
[51 59% Yes |1]Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 596 1250 4th SW ¥ W-101 ]
13 1 597 -{Yes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 597 560 N Steet, SW
51 598 -lYes Yes 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 58 “]3250 4th Street, SW
593 -{Yes Yes 1 a 1 1 1 il o 1 1 598 | 3 154354t SW _
600 Yes [1[Yes Yes 1 0 T 1 1 1 A 1 o |1 1 600 [560 N Street, SW N-304
5 &
438 340 “7 412 183 250 | 65 | 245] 186] &7 |214| 228] 55 | 52| 773] 73| 277 | 15 | 56 |135{ 208 s [ «ov{ €4 | 33 {zval201] 1o {1€1]24e] 71 458
5181 1i00% 66% 0%, B3% .
E 183 250 183 | 250 183] 250 16| 750 183 | 750 #3250 183 } 250 183 250
5 Totals # 1 - 600 i 1% [0=48_ Na address provided
521 65 67 55 73 56 65 33 19 1
5. Non-SW-residents {Code #% = 6 or i
5 7% [6or7- 37 Nontesidents
52 183 250 245|188 214] 229 152 213 277 | 165 135] 298 1) 54 278 201 181] 246
S, T SW Vofing Arsas (Code # =1 - 35)
5 [ 67 55 73 56 & 33 19 7 3% J1- 63
5 AN [ 1 1 T 19% 32 95
52 4% 498 498 498 496 198 496 498 438 43234
5 1 % J4- 13
: IT% 50% 49%] 37%| 43% 31%)| 55%] S6% | 33% 27%] 60% 81% | 13% 56% | 40%] 36%] 4%} SW Resident - but SW voling area not knowd
31 1 1% Is -7
5. i 13% 13% 13% 15% 11% 13% ™% 4% 14% 1
53 i I I 1 458






