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Hi Jared and Michael,

I have attached a map of the GP designations we discussed for the DTW proposal. Google has
provided a draft proposed GP designation map that is slightly different than what we had discussed.
In the attached
map I highlight the areas that differ. My questions for you are (from north to south):

1. DTW proposal has a Hotel use for this section of the block. We proposed having a
Commercial
Downtown GP designation. Google is proposing a Downtown
designation. Considering this footprint is within a larger block that we are proposing
Downtown, it makes sense to include this as Downtown. Are we ok with this?

2. DTW proposal has a commercial use on this block, therefore we proposed a
Commercial
Downtown GP designation. Google is proposing a Downtown
designation (not sure why, since they do not have a residential option on this site).
Should we relay to Google that this should remain Commercial Downtown or are we
ok with this site having a Downtown
designation?

3. DTW proposal has an office/residential use on this site. We have proposed a
Downtown
Designation. They are proposing Commercial Downtown (may be a
mistake on their part, but will clarify). Assuming they are retaining their residential
option, we will continue to propose this site as Downtown.

Thanks,

Jose

mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=B1E0ED74330F4778828EA3A1CBFF9488-RUANO, JOSE
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=80d578ee0f3549759c9d303d4bd9d968-Hart, Jared
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=075cdaec9bf449659a537752eff74949-Brilliot, M



Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, © OpenStreetMap
contributors, and the GIS User Community


Boundaries
DSAP


DSAP East Expansion


Downtown West


Proposed GP Designations
Public/Quasi-Public


Commercial Downtown


Downtown


Transit Residential


Urban Residential


Urban Village


Open Space, Parklands, and Habitat


Proposed GP Designations


¯0 370 740 1,110 1,480185


Feet


Downtown West Proposal - Oct, 2019
DRAFT - 03/19/20



jrg

Oval

DTW proposal has a Hotel use for this section of the block. We proposed having a Commercial Downtown GP designation. Google is proposing a Downtown designation. Considering this footprint is within a larger block that we are proposing Downtown, it makes sense to include this as Downtown. Are we ok with this?
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DTW proposal has an office/residential use on this site. We have proposed a Downtown Designation. They are proposing Commercial Downtown (may be a mistake on their part, but will clarify). Assuming they are retaining their residential option, we will continue to propose this site as Downtown.











Sources: Esri, HERE, Garmin, FAO, NOAA, USGS, © OpenStreetMap
contributors, and the GIS User Community

Boundaries
DSAP

DSAP East Expansion

Downtown West

Proposed GP Designations
Public/Quasi-Public

Commercial Downtown

Downtown

Transit Residential

Urban Residential

Urban Village

Open Space, Parklands, and Habitat

Proposed GP Designations

¯0 370 740 1,110 1,480185

Feet

Downtown West Proposal - Oct, 2019
DRAFT - 03/19/20

jrg
Oval
DTW proposal has a Hotel use for this section of the block. We proposed having a Commercial Downtown GP designation. Google is proposing a Downtown designation. Considering this footprint is within a larger block that we are proposing Downtown, it makes sense to include this as Downtown. Are we ok with this?

jrg
Oval
DTW proposal has a commercial use on this block, therefore we proposed a Commercial Downtown GP designation. Google is proposing a Downtown designation (not sure why, since they do not have a residential option on this site). Should we relay to Google that this should remain Commercial Downtown or are we ok with this site having a Downtown designation?

jrg
Oval
DTW proposal has an office/residential use on this site. We have proposed a Downtown Designation. They are proposing Commercial Downtown (may be a mistake on their part, but will clarify). Assuming they are retaining their residential option, we will continue to propose this site as Downtown.




