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Long Range Planning Committee, Meeting Summary 

March 13, 2018; 7-9:00pm       

2100 Clarendon Boulevard, Room 715 

Subject: 2300 9th Street Special General Land Use Plan (GLUP) Study (Meeting #3) 

Planning Commission Members in attendance: Daniel Weir (Chair), Jane Siegel, Kathleen McSweeney 
and James Schroll.   Staff members in attendance: Matt Mattauszek, Justin Falango, Kris Krider.  
Members of the public in attendance:  Maurice Spraggins, Sara Mariska, John Welsh, Laura Manville, 
and Kathleen O’Neill. 

 

LRPC Discussion for 2300 9th Street Special GLUP Study 

Staff gave a presentation which included three-dimensional modeling of requested GLUP and zoning 
scenarios based on feedback received during the 2nd LRPC meeting held in February.  This was followed 
by LRPC discussion with representatives from the Penrose Civic Association and included the following: 

• Some members of the audience asked clarifying questions regarding the comparison of density 
and height as it relates to a complete redevelopment of the site and the alternative approach of 
repurposing the existing building.  Staff explained how that comparison was only provided for 
Scenarios 4c and 5c, where the maximum potential density was distributed based on those two 
approaches.  As a result, the heights shown under the full redevelopment included a lower 
building height due to the overall larger building footprint used in that approach.   

• Members of the Penrose Civic Association expressed concerns regarding the loss of office space 
and its potential impact on surrounding retail establishments. 

• While some expressed hesitation regarding the potential conversion to affordable housing, the 
audience largely remained open minded once the applicant confirmed this project would be 
envisioned for senior (affordable) living. 

• Members of the Trinity Episcopal church located a block away from the site, reiterated their 
concerns with this proposal which included pedestrian safety, parking, and measures to limit 
dog waste on their property.  One person asked why the models showed heights and densities 
above the limits set forth in the sector plan. 

• Most in attendance expressed general support behind the density modeled as part of Scenario 
5c where a potential 40% additional density (bonus) was applied to the “Low” Office-Apartment-
Hotel GLUP designation.  The support, however, was conditional based on a maximum height 
restriction which would be based on the existing building’s height (approximately 85 feet) and 
could not be exceeded through any future redevelopment. 

• Several members of the LRPC preferred the Low-OAH GLUP designation because of its flexibility 
to permit a range of land uses.  The other alternative which was discussed, Medium-Residential, 
would be more limiting and could create a non-conformity should the adaptive reuse ultimately 
not be realized. 

• At the conclusion of the meeting, members of the LRPC were supportive of expressing this 
height limit as part of a new GLUP note specifically for the subject site.   
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• The Chair said that there appeared to be general agreement that a fourth meeting was not 
needed and clear consensus was reached as to which potential GLUP designation could be in the 
realm of further consideration.   


