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e In mixed use areas, parking maximums were implemented
* (Open space requirements increased

 Unit mix, density requirements would be replaced with a bedroom mix to
ensure a diversity of housing units

e Public benefits program with a focus on affordable housing
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The Eastern Neighborhood Community Advisory Committee was created
after the adoption of the Plan as the central community advisory body
charged with providing input to City agencies and decision makers

with regard to all activities related to the implementation of the Eastern
Neighborhoods Area Plans.
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The adoption of the plan also included development impact fees for any new
development in the area plan. The Eastern Neighborhood Plan requires that
80% of the impact fees must go toward priority projects for Iransportation
and Open Space funds until the priority projects within those funds are

completed. 16th street was named a priority project for both transit and
streetscape improvements.

ALAMEDA ST

1S WOST104

General Zoning Districts

- Commercial; RCD
B industrial; SALI

Mixed Use; WMUG; WMUO

I Public

Residential; RED-MX

[ Jumu

1S NOSIddVH

~
[ 1S I

1S OdVvH 3d

1S INOWHIA
HY

1S ANV1SI 3dO

= 10| S

HAVﬁENVS - -
1S SYSNVYM

) ] .

—

dAVY Od34d.10d

=L

[ ] o e ]

SYCAMORE ST

1S HVLN

MARIPOSA ST

1S

=& L]

1S VIONTTVA

%j

1S VYNIT10HVO

18TH ST 18TH

1S vdidO14

[ T 11— S

1S NOST104
1S YINVEV'1V

[ 5
=1L
—

1S SOTIVO NVS

—1

1S T13aML
1S FHIHSdINVH

D D z 16TH STREET CORRIDOR ZONING MAP
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Mission

Urban Mixed Use (UMU) parcels are higlighted in black outline because they

represent areas of the most likely new development per the principles of the
Eastern Neighborhoods.
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Residential permitted as-of-right

ncreased inclusionary requirement

e Density controls emliminated

e Parking minimums replaced with maximums
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*Note that Western SOMA was added after Eastern Neighborhoods initial approvals.
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EN TRIPS

Following adoption of the Eastern Neighborhoods Plans,
the City worked with the community to develop the Eastern
Neighborhoods Transportation and Implementation Planning
Study (ENTrips), completed in 2011. ENTrips identified,
conceptual designs for key transportation infrastructure

projects to serve new growth in the Eastern Neighborhoods.

The 16th Street Corridor was identified as a high priority
corridor in the study.

Figure ES-3 16t Street Corridor Operations Concept
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