HE=S

1916 23RD AVE SOUTH, SEATTLE WA

SN2 )

d) | it

fjel \||‘
| L
H‘JHJ I

- _.'_‘..- = — ——— =t o~ —]

o
>
@)
S
0
-
20
7]
Q
°
)
)
>
@)
e
>
(©
o

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION )
1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA £ 8%
DPD # 3015381 | AUGUST 11, 2014 L 4







ON O bHW NR

13
14

15
16

17
18

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 19 ROOF DECK PLAN

URBAN ANALYSIS 20 LANDSCAPE PLAN - GROUND LEVEL
NEIGHBORING BUILDINGS 21 LANDSCAPE PLAN - ROOF DECK
STREET VIEW PANORAMAS 22 MATERIALS AND COLOR PALETTE
EXISTING SITE & SURROUNDING USES 23 SOUTH ELEVATION

ADJACENT STRUCTURES 24 WEST ELEVATION

EXISTING SITE PLAN 25 EAST ELEVATION

COMPOSITE FLOOR PLAN 26 NORTH ELEVATION

RESPONSES TO EDG PRIORITIES & RECOMMENDATIONS 27 RENDERINGS

RESPONSES TO EDG PRIORITIES & RECOMMENDATIONS 28 RENDERINGS

RESPONSES TO EDG PRIORITIES & RECOMMENDATIONS 29 RENDERINGS

RESPONSES TO EDG PRIORITIES & RECOMMENDATIONS 30 BLANK

BLANK 31 LIGHTING PLANS

BASEMENT FLOOR PLAN 32 SIGNAGE CONCEPT

GROUND FLOOR PLAN 33 EAST - WEST BUILDING SECTION
SECOND FLOOR PLAN 34 NORTH-SOUTH BUILDING SECTION

THIRD FLOOR PLAN
FOURTH FLOOR PLAN

(%]
—
=
L
—
P
@)
()
L
@)
[WN]
|
<
=

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381 | AUGUST 11, 2014




(Y

P
Q
-
o
o
O
n
NN}
(@
[
O
(NN}
-
o
o
(a1

&
i
i -
s

PROJECT PROGRAM

BUILDING TYPE:
UNIT COUNT:
UNIT SIZES:

ABOVE-GROUND STORIES:

PARKING STALLS:
APPROX FAR:
LOT SIZE:

No departures requested.

Apartments

30

220 sf - 280 sf

4

0

10,020 sf (higher FAR of 2.0 used)
5,020 sf

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381| AUGUST 11, 2014

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

The proposed objective is to construct an apartment building with 4
above-ground stories plus a basement for laundry and storage. The
intent is to provide affordable studio apartments in the Ballard neigh-
borhood where rents are currently skyrocketing. The project will
encourage alternate means of transportation by providing plenty of
secured bicycle storage. The intended market will be those who are
community- and socially-oriented, both young and old, who choose
to live simply and with minimal posessions.

PROJECT INFORMATION

ADDRESS: 1436 NW 62nd Street / Seattle 98107
DPD #: 3015381

OWNER: Vitaliy Afichuk

APPLICANT: Playhouse Design Group

CONTACT: Paul Pierce
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ZONING ANALYSIS

The site is located in an LR-3 zone, one lot away from a neighborhood
commercial area (NC3-40). It is in the Ballard Hub Urban Village and a
frequent transit area, therefore no parking is required.

2]
(%)
2
<
Z
<
=
<
o
oc
)

=== _ : - : _ There will be views towards the Southwest to the Southeast of the
NW 65TH, ST+ r R . s - 4 ; B site from the upper floors and roof deck.
gr l CODE REFERENCE
SMC 23.45.510 - FAR
Higher FAR of 2.0 allowed for apartments
SMC 23.45.514 - Structure Height

40’-0” for apartments in Urban Village & Frequent Transit areas
using higher FAR

SMC 23.45.512 - Density limits

No limit for buildings using higher FAR
SMC 23.45.518 - Setbacks and Separations

5’-0” min front, 15’-0” min rear, 7’-0” avg/5’-0” min sides
SMC 23.45.527 - Facade Length

Facade length - up to 65% within 15’ of lot line
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PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION

The project is located in an area with access to several public transit
routes. It is less than half a block from a stop on the Rapid Ride tran-
sit line that connects Downtown, Ballard, & North Beach. A transfer

stop for frequent service running East-West is a third of a mile South
of the site. It is also within walking distance of the main commercial

areas of Ballard.
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commercial & apartments built in 1991

townhmes built in 998

apartments built in 1970

apartments built in 1961
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AA - PANORAMA LOOKING NORTH

BB - PANORAMA LOOKING SOUTH
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EXISTING SITE & SURROUNDING USES

PLAYHOUSE L

15th AVE NW

NEIGHBORHOOD DESCRIPTION

The site is surrounded mainly by a mixture of townhomes with auto-
courts built in the last 10 years and apartment buildings constructed
in the 1960s & 1970s. Those apartment buildings are vehicle-
oriented with open carports or garages on the street level facade,

a popular design style of that era, which Seattle’s land use code no
longer supports.

Less than half a block to the West lies 15th Avenue NW, an arterial
street with various commercial uses. The Metro bus line runs fre-
guently along this corridor.

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION
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EXISTING SITE
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BUILDING LOCATION <Z[
Analysis of proposed massing in relationship to adjacent context i ~
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e The front facade (not including entry modulati1;on) has a
similar setback to the adjacent buildings, which continues the
existing street wall. (A-1, A-5, B-1) i

* The rear modulation is setback 15’-1” from the property line
and 30’-1” from the townhouses to the North. The remainder
of the rear facade is 36’-6” from those townhduses. (A-1, A-5)
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EDG STREET LEVEL FACADE TREATMENT

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381| AUGUST 11, 2014

BOARD RECOMMENDATION

1. NW 62nd Street Facade

The Board noted that most of the buildings along NW 62nd Street are three

stories tall creating a consistent street wall context.
a) The Board agreed the 4-story massing and architectural concept should
be informed by the existing 3-story street wall context. The Board suggest-
ed including a stronger horizontal datum line with an upper level setback
at the fourth floor level (A-2).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

We added an eave to the fourth floor level, which is similar to the one at the
2nd floor level, in order to draw the eye to the lower 3 stories while de-em-

phasizing the upper floor. The eaves are proposed to be a brighter color than
the rest of the building to further draw the attention away from the fourth
story. In addition, the top floor will be a gray color to help mute its appear-
ance. This results in a perceived smaller scale of the building.

Eave Added at 4th Floor Line

REVISED STREET LEVEL FACADE TREATMENT

Muted gray HardiPanel at upper story

Light colored plank siding on 3 stories

Painted blue eaves draw the eye
away from the upper story

BOARD RECOMMENDATION

5. Materials

The Board noted the building exterior should be constructed of durable mate-

rials.
a) The Board encouraged the use of materials found in residential build-
ings. The Board also encouraged the use of light, warm materials to maxi-
mize light reflectivity, and wood to provide a finer grain of texture (C-4).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

Light colors are used on the majority of the building to maximize the reflected
light into neighboring properties. Light colored, finer-grained texture on the
lower 3 stories will create a warmer, more welcoming feel and bring the
building down to a more relatable scale. Materials used are Hardi-panel & 12”
Hardi-plank, wood trim, metal railings, and wood decking.

REVISED STREET LEVEL FACADE TREATMENT
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BOARD RECOMMENDATION
2. Open Space programming (ground floor)
The development is surrounded by existing residential units on three sides: north, west
and east. The Board agreed that the amenity space location and programming requires
additional attention in order to minimize noise impacts on adjacent residential uses.
a) The Board would like to see open space maximized at the ground level rather than
on the roof. The Board requested info and a design that shows how the ground level
open spaces will be programmed at the recommendation stage (A-5, A-7).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

For the ground level amenity, there are different outdoor ‘rooms’ with chairs and tables,
separated by plantings to make them feel more intimate. There will be plants acting as a
screen along the rear fence to give more privacy to the North Neighbors.

BOARD RECOMMENDATION
3. Trash and Recycling
The Board felt the response to guidance provided at EDG was not adequately addressed.
The Board agreed the intensity of the development, with 27 units, warranted locating the
solid waste and recycling within the building to minimize noise and odor impacts on adja-
cent residential units.
a) The Board encouraged the applicant to re-examine the ground floor plan. The Board
noted the building corners are more appropriate for residential units which allow direct
access to open space and windows openings on two sides. The Board felt building sup-
port services, including solid waste and recycling storage space should be located mid-
facade to minimize the travel distance to the street for pickup (A-1, D-6).
b) The Board agreed relocating the solid waste within the structure will allow additional
amenity space opportunities at ground level and will minimize noise and odor impacts
on adjacent residential units (A-5, A-7 and D-7).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE
The trash and recycle is now located in an interior room midway along the length of the

building, where it will be fully screened from view and odors may be contained. This also al-

lows more ground floor amenity area for tenants to enjoy.

BOARD RECOMMENDATION

4. Side Setback Treatment

The Board would like to see the 5’ side setback maximized to create a great walkable envi-
ronment with extensive vegetation.

a) The Board felt the pedestrian walkway width should be minimized to provide a greater
depth of landscaping buffer. The Board noted the landscaping may vary location to create
visual interest, while also functioning as screening at key locations along the property line
and adjacent to ground level windows (A-7, D-7).

b) The Board encouraged the applicant to include direct connections between the ground
level units and the walkways provided at the perimeter of the site. The Board felt the direct
access would create more livable ground level units, create a sense of ownership of the
setback space, and provide more eyes on the setback (A-7, D-7).

c) The Board would like to see more landscaping throughout the site, particularly at the
perimeter and on the roof (E-2).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

The ground floor units are now accessed directly from the side setbacks instead of an inte-
rior courtyard, which will encourage the tenants to maintain the space outside of their unit.
Curving walkways with plantings on either side will screen views while providing an interest-
ing pedestrian experience thru the site.

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA

DPD # 3015381 | AUGUST 11, 2014
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BOARD RECOMMENDATION

2. Open Space programming (roof deck)
The development is surrounded by existing residential units on three sides: north, west and
east. The Board agreed that the amenity space location and programming requires additional
attention in order to minimize noise impacts on adjacent residential uses.
b) The Board requested a developed roof deck design to encourage day uses generating
less noise, such as urban agriculture. The Board felt programmed gathering places should be
located to minimize noise impacts to adjacent residential units (A-5, A-7).
¢) The Board requested more information about the planting proposed at roof level. The
Board felt the landscaping provided at the perimeter of the roof deck should be designed
and irrigated for minimal maintenance (A-7, E-2).

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

We moved the parapet railings in further from the building’s edge and decreased the total
area of the roof deck. It is programmed to keep the North part of the deck as a quieter area
because it’s closer to the neighbors. This is done by locating a tenant garden space furthest
North, with 1 or 2 chairs interspersed between planters in order to discourage larger gather-
ings. The South portion of the deck will have tables, chairs and a BBQ grill - the more social
activities - because it’s closest to the public street.

The parapet rail is raised to 42” in most places for greater privacy from neighboring buildings.
There will be planters scattered around the deck to help absorb sound and to create smaller
seating areas.

Deeper planters along the building edge

Secondary stair tower creates more separation from the neighbor to the North.



A. SITE PLANNING

A-1 Responding to Site Characteristics. The siting of buildings should
respond to specific site conditions and opportunities such as non-
rectangular lots, location on prominent intersections, unusual topog-
raphy, significant vegitation and views or other natural features.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

See sheets 3 through 8 for the site’s response to the existing neighborhood
and buildings in its imediate vicinity. There are none of the site conditions
mentioned above present in this location.

A-2 Streetscape Compatability. The siting of buildings should agnowl-
edge and reinforce the existing desirable spatial characteristics of the
right-of-way.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

The front facade of the building (not including the entry modulation) sets
back 13’-9” which is similar to the setbacks of other buildings along the
street. Along the right-of-way are landscaped areas with pavered patios and
benches for residents.

A-5 Respect for Adjacent Sites. Buildings should respect adjacent
properties by being located on thier sites to minimize disruption of
the privacy and outdoor activities of residents in adjacent buildings.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

See section on sheet 31 showing that views from proposed windows do not
look directly into adjacent buildings. A 5’ high cedar fence is provided to
screen ground level outdoor spaces from adjacent properties. Planters along
exterior of rooftop deck keep residents away from the exterior of the roof to
ensure privacy.

A-7 Residential Open Space. Residential projects should be sited to
maximize opportunities for creating usable, attractive, well integrat-
ed open space.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

See responses to Board Recomendation Item 2 on sheets 10 and 11. Open
space provided both at ground level and on rooftop fully landscaped and
equiped with benches, tables and attractive walkways.

A-8 Parking and Vehicle Access. Siting should minimize the impact of
automobile parking and driveways on the pedestrian environment,
adjacent properties and pedestrian safety.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE
No parking or driveways proposed.

B. HEIGHT, BULK AND SCALE

B-1 Height, Bulk, and Scale Compatibility. Projects should be com-
patable with the scale of development anticipated by the applicable
Land Use Policies for the surrounding area and should be sited and
designed to provide a sensitive transition to near-by, less intensive
zones. Projects on zone edges should be developed in a manner that
creates a step in perceved height, bulk, and scale between anticipat-
ed development e siting of buildings should agnowledge and rein-
force the existing desirable spatial characteristics of the right-of-way.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

Site is being developed as intended in an LR3 zone. Setbacks and modulation
is used to be sensitive to surrounding buildings. Most of the surrounding
buildings are either apartments or townhomes. This is replacing one of the
few single family buildings in an already built-up area. Along 15th Ave NW
are commercial buildings.

C. ARCHITECTURAL ELEMENTS AND MATERIALS

C-4 Exterior Finish Materials Building exteriors should be constructed
of durable and maintainable materials that are attractive even when
viewed up close. Materials that have texture, pattern, or lend them-
selves to a high quaility detailing are encouraged.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE
See sheets 22 thru 25 for exterior building materials. Majority of exterior
cladding is Fiber Cement Board with painted wood eaves.

D. PEDESTRIAN ENVIRONMENT

D-6 Screening of Dumpsters, Utilities, and Service Areas. Building
sites should locate service elements like trash dumpsters, loading
docs and mechanical equipment away from the street front where
possible. When elements such as dumpsters, utility meters, mechani-
cal meters and service areas cannot be located away from the street
front, they should be situated and screened from view and should
not be located in the pedestrian right-of-way.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE
See response to Board Recomendation 3 on sheet 10. Trash and recycling
located away from street front, inside the building.

D-7 Personal Safety and Security. Project design should consider op-
portunities for enhancing personal safety and security in the environ-
ment under review.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

Prominent entry, wide walkways and a central corridor in the building pro-
vide visual connections between residents, pedestrian traffic and neighbor-
ing buildings.

E. LANDSCAPING

E-2 Landscaping to Enhance the Building and/or Site. Landscaping,
including living plant material, special pavements, trellises, screen
walls, planters, site furniture, and similar features should be appro-
priately incorporated into the design to enhance the project.

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE

Fully lansdcaped ground level and rooftop deck proposed. Site furniture,
planters, paver walkways and wood fences at the property edge all pro-
posed. See sheets 20 and 21 for details on landscape features.

NO REQUESTED DEPARTURES

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION
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ROOF DECK PLAN
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SCUPPER & DS
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_————low, pervious plantings (typ) to soften the outer
edge of the building as viewed from below —"

]

30" parapet Wl 12" mil rail

30" parapet w/ 12" mtl rail
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SLJ"IFT

~48" denser plantings for
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42" parapet 7
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30" parapet w/ 1
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PLANT SCHEDULE

BOTANICAL NAME COMMON NAME SEZE COMMENTS
TREES
Gingke Elobe Princeten Sentry’ Princeten Sentry Girkge 15" eal.
N Magrolie grendflora Vieteria' Meteria Evergreen Magnola 15" Cd.
Quercus rebur fastigate' Skyrecket Ock 2'ed

N SHRUBS & PERENNIALS

%“g_ Acentrus sgincsus Bear's Breeches 2Gdl (om)
gw,» ‘%:é— Blechrum ssicant Ceer Fern 2¢&d. (NDT)
c= Calemagrostis acutifiora Kar| Foerster' Fecther Reed Greoss 5 Gad. (oT)
@ - Chemacyparis cotuse Gracils' Slender Hincki Felse Cyeress 3.¢ (oT)
{é}_ Chasmenthium letifelum Nertrern Sec Octs 1&el
3 Wi X Cupressus macrocarpa Wima Gelderest  Wilme golderest Cyzress 4.5 (oT)
£ %a ES Za Naina reps LAWNY z = Fargesia robusta Cambel Rebusta Climping Bembee 3G:l (e7)
% Ty Fetsia Japerica Jeperese Fatsia 5 Gd.
, //%ﬁ% Hakenechloa maera ‘Auredla’ Geld Veriegated Japarese Forest Grass 1Gel
20
f = Miscenthus sinensis ™erning Light' Veriegated Meiden Gress S Gd (o7)
agna M M v Nendina demestica Moon Bay' Herbor Dwarf Nanding 2Gd (o7)
f Y5, v v w Nerdina domestica 'Sienra Surrise’ Sierna Surrise Heaverly Bamsco EX<E] (oT)
Ui . sy s % v v Osmanthus hetercchylus ‘Goshki' Goshiki False Hely 5 Gd.
£ - v v Pernisetum Hemeln' Dwarf Fountain Grass 1Gal (oT)
&It v v Sercococea rusticle Fragrant Sweet Box S Gdl (OT)
£ oo ha = Trachycarpus wagnericrius Dwerf Chusen Peim 34 [{=18)
na i ng v °
+_ T ) GROUNDCOVERS
5 )) s * us |l Acorus gramineus 'Ogon’ Golden Veariegated Jopanese Sweet Flag 4'pots, 2' cc (OT)
. ': ol = 3 » ~ U J——— Caluna vigeris Erefy' Freflyreather 1Gdl (oT)
d fecn] -—m Liriope muscaria Liyturf 4'pots, 2 cc (OT)
% RATIC { fa } PRO POS E D bldtg v NS v m— Oghlepogen pleniscapus Nigrescers' Black Mondo Grass 4'pots, 2 cc (OT)
lia & APARTMENTS i
133 N s * BIORETENTION CELL PLANTS
e < JBe—— Blechnum spicant Deer Fern 2G5l (NDT)
na s na e = n @ Cornus sericec Kelsey! Kelsey's Dwerf Red-Osler Dogweed 1Gal (NBT)
2iNaghg S{sjo +r n
3= éﬁ
as
2 L v v N
R 4 - PATIA . o
ag RATIC K ‘
i s ‘ c N N v
oM S inaing nainc| M fong) SReBeRebEbeRebi e aEREe -~ 72 oo
s\ o | na nayLEs %‘E\Eznagna N H < v v v
N &4 A - / "
a Z e na i na @ & %
na e, CONCRETE WALK i 2 sCHc
W g 2w oy A — Z(mi=\(n
GN e A G e TCicicicicicicrcacECic ciCs S w7/ v v

Bike rack Bench Paving at pedestrian walkway:

enly B

Japanese Fatsia mboo Ginkgo Princeton Sentry
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LANDSCAPE PLAN - ROOF DECK
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PLAYHOUSE

Ornamental Oregano

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381| AUGUST 11, 2014

PLANT SCHEDULE

P, ROCF TOP GARDEN

fié} Eupherbia 'Rudelf
Fergesiz murielee
Wy,

%ﬂc $— Calemagrostis acutiflera Ker| Foerster’ Fecther Reed Grass 5 Gl (oT)
“\}\6} Caryceteris Li Miss Surshire’ LI Miss sunshire Blebecrd 1G4, (oT)
Cupressus macrocarga 'Wime Golderest  Wima golderest Cypress 4.5 (oT)

Rudek spurge 1G4, (oT)

Unmrelle Bemsoz 5 Gdl (oT)

Z- Miscentrus sinernsis Yeoku Jme' Dwerf Mcicen Grass 2Gadl (oT)

S Pernisetum Hamelin' Dwerf Fourtaln Grass 1G4 (eT)

@— Rudbeckia fulgida Little Goldstar' Dwerf Black-eyed Susan 1Gd. (oT)

(7} Sehia remerosa May Night May Night Saliva 1Gd. (oT)
Trachycarpus wagrericrus Dwerf Chusen Paim 34 (oT)

[} Iceris semezervirens Ceandytuft 4'pots, 2 cc (OT)
N Lysimachia nummuleria ‘Aurec’ Yelew Creeging Jermy 4'pots, 2'cc  (OT)
— Cphicpogen pleriscapus Nigrescens' Black Mendo Gress 4' pote, 2 oc  (OT)
[o- Origanum Kent Beauty' Orramertel Oregano 4' pots, 2'0c (OT)
Sedum rupestre Angeing Angeling Stonecrep 4' pots, 2" 0c  (OT)
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@ Fiber Cement Siding Panels. Light Gray

@ Fiber Cement Siding Panels, White

Powder Coated Metal ‘Railing.‘-D_'ar-

; "-* J

@ Fiber Cement Siding Panels. Dark Gray

Painted Eaves, Aqua Blue

.-‘-__""——____

\mﬁdows, White~———

Painted Wood Trim

Fiberglass Entry
Door, Full Lite

Entry Door Color, Lime Green

Fiber Cement Siding, 12”Planks, White

OOl ©

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA mameuse o
DPD # 3015381 | AUGUST 11, 2014

MATERIALS AND COLOR PALETTE
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Fiber Cement Siding Panels, White
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Fiber Cement Siding Panels. Dark Gray

Painted Eaves, Aqua Blue

Painted Wood Trim

Entry Door Color, Lime Green
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1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381| AUGUST 11, 2014




N
D

Fiber Cement Siding Panels. Light Gray

Fiber Cement Siding Panels, White
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Fiber Cement Siding Panels. Dark Gray

5 @ e
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Painted Eaves, Aqua Blue I
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Painted Wood Trim

—_ PROP LINE
3 1 1
Entry Door Color, Lime Green I

| 160-6" |

10-0"

Fiber Cement Siding, 12”Planks, White
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@ Entry Door Color, Lime Green
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Fiber Cement Siding Panels,
White

Fiber Cement Siding Panels.
Light Gray

Painted Wood Trim

Fiber Cement Siding,
12”Planks, White
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View of East side yard from the front yard

View of rear setback and rear facade at ground level from East side View of rear setback and rear facade at ground level from West side

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381| AUGUST 11, 2014




30

DESIGN REVIEW RECOMMENDATION

1436 NW 62ND ST, SEATTLE WA
DPD # 3015381 | AUGUST 11, 2014

ramouse



W
(Y

12V Odyssey Orion 6 Niche, Down
and Up Light Wall Sconce, 20W,
in Titanium

Outdoor Recessed Soffit Lights

%)
=
<
—
a
O
=
—
I
)
4

Progress Lighting 5" Gray
“ Incandescent Cylinder Outdoor
Wall Lantern, Down Light;

Center Above Door

‘ ; o Dekor Dek Dots Outdoor
T Tk e Energy Efficient LED
: : D Recessed Paver Lights,

Down Lights on Roof Deck
Parapet Walls

i e®® 00000

e Down Lights at Patios

PROPOSED
APARTMENTS

NOTES:

LIGHTS TO BE DIRECTED AND SHIELDED FROM
NEIGHBORING PROPERTIES
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Building name in 12” aluminum letters,
located on top of entry eave

SIGNAGE CONCEPT

/— Building number in 8” aluminum numbers,
located on top of entry eave

: Signage to ground floor units in 4” bronze
/ numbers, located on entry columns

LOBBY

NN

Unit numbers in 4” vinyl peel n’ stick,

located on unit doors
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