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General Plan vs. Specific Plan

e General Plan
— Citywide focus

— Goals, policies, and
implementation actions
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— “Big-picture” direction p:|?;es
» Specific Plan ,, n o
: /
— Focused geographicarea . . o

— Permitted uses and
Development standards

— Consistency with the
General Plan

Regulations



Crossroads Specific Plan

* Contents:
— Introduction
— Vision, Guiding Principles, Goals & Policies
— Land Use Plan
— Mobility Plan
— Infrastructure Plan
— Implementation



Land Use Plan

Land Use Plan

* Neighborhood Transition (NT)

 Commercial Core (CC)
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Land Use Plan

I Table 3-A Permitted Land Uses
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Land Use Plan

 Development Standards
— Density/Intensity
— Lot Coverage
— Building Placement

Open Space } -
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— H h ' - Residential,
e I g t at-grade 3?:&;: ia ‘
Parking, 2-levels
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Land Use Plan

e Design Guidelines
— Building siting, access, and circulation
— Building massing, form, and design
— Neighborhood transitions
— Landscaping and open space

Setback Design Scale & Character Existing Neighborhood Mass & Scale
New Developments Should Respect The Height and New Development = — Single Family New Developments
scale of The Existing Neighborhood Through the should Respect the Neighborhood Should Respect
Use of Setbacks Scale & Character Height and Scale
of the Existing of the Existing
L Neighborhood Neighborhood

New Development " Existing

. Existing . New Development



Mobility Plan

* Mobility Plan
— Conceptual multi-modal approach illustrative of the GP & SP
vision
— Guidance for improvements associated with future
development
— Primary focus on the MU-C area

— Activation of the Eaton Wash



Mobility Plan
Non-Motorized Transportation Concept
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Infrastructure Plan

* Infrastructure Plan
— Water, sewer, storm |
drainage

— Analyze existing
infrastructure capacityand = “&
planned improvements

— Ensure infrastructure can

accommodate new
development
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Implementation Plan

* Implementation Plan
— How does it all happen?

— Updated land use regulations will spur the type of
development that is envisioned for the area

— Contingent on economic, demographic, and market factors
— Federal, state, and local programs, funds, and grants



. Crossroads Specific Plan

* Story Map Document




