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DRAFT & FINAL PLAN PROCESS & TIMELINE

Neighborhood Design Sessions & Creative Solutions
Labs (Winter 2018)

Plan Options & Equity Assessment (Summer/Fall 2018)

Preliminary Draft Plan (Winter 2019)

Review

Meetings /
Feedback . .
General Plan and Zoning Amendment Community

Process (Winter 2019/Spring 2020)

Final Downtown Oakland Specific Plan, General Plan
and Zoning Amendments, & Environmental Impact
Report (Summer 2020)

YOU ARE

HERE
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DRAFT PLAN MEETINGS TO DATE

Planning Commission
Chinatown Chamber
Parks & Rec Commission

Mayor's Commission on
Persons with Disabilities

Chinatown Coalition
Old Oakland Neighbors
SPUR Oakland Policy Board

Bicyclist & Pedestrian Advisory
Commission

B oon -~

© NS O

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
10.

Thursdays at Latham Square
Landmarks Board

SPUR Board

Oakland Chamber

EBHO Oakland Committee
CAG Meeting #1 (Draft Plan)
Agencies + Institutions

Jack London Farmer's Market
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DRAFT PLAN MEETINGS SCHEDULED

1. Library Commission 7. Affordable Housing
2. SPUR Evening Forum Developers
3. Commission on Aging 8. Jack London BID
4. Planning Commission Meeting ~ 9- Landmarks Board
#2 (Draft EIR) 10. Black Arts Movement and
5. Lincoln Summer Nights Business District (BAMBD)
6. Market-rate Developers and 11. St. Vincent de Paul Dining
Brokers Room
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OVERALL DRAFT PLAN VISION

Jobs & Retail

Sl Future Projects
Improvements

e 60,000 jobs ® 29,100 new e Cultural and  Sets the stage
e 20 million units small business for:
square feet of e Target: 15-25% space targeted * |-980
new commercial of new units to cultural conversion
space affordable districts e Stadium at
e $21.2 million o $480-544 * Pedestrian and Howard
affordable million in bicyclist safety Terminal (and
housing fees affordable e Restrooms, adjacent
housing fees water fountains, development)
benches and e Second
other amenities transbay BART
crossing
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POTENTIAL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

Table LU-5: DOSP Projected Development vs. Plan Bay Area Projections

Plan Bay Area DOSP Total Future 9% Difference
Projections (2040) | Development (2040)
Households 32,821 54,940 +67%
Employment 111,370 199,248 +79%

Table LU-8: Downtown Future Residents & Employees by Land Use

Residents 24,845 20,790 52,600 3,937 104,385

Households 14,330 10,942 27,700 2,072 54,940

Employment (Jobs) 109,447 26,197 60,800 2,875 199,248
Office N/A 17,124 53,400 2,237 N/A
e L s
Flex Commercial N/A N/A 600 N/A N/A
Light Industrial N/A - 200 - N/A
Institutional N/A N/A 3,200 257 N/A

m
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POTENTIAL FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

Potential Residential Units by Neighborhood/Area

KOMO 2,100
Uptown 3,000
Lake Merritt Office 300
Central Core 2,800
West of San Pablo 2100
Lakeside 2,000
Cld Oakland 600
Jack Lendon 14,600
Laney College 1,500

Potential Office Space {SF) by Neighborhood/Area

KONO B 210K
Uptown B 340 K

; S E | 3 gia i -, Lake Merritt Office B290K
‘ Active Development it oy % . ==

v . Central Core I 4,830 K
{Approved/Under-Con : X ; % e West of San Pablo | 150 K
> > “< 5 = | ¢ Lekeside § 110K
Qld Oakland § 140k
Jack London I 2 430 K
Laney College m 340K

Potential Retail/N'hood Commercial (SF) by Neighborhood/Area

KONO S 130 K
Uptown IS 230 K
Lake Metritt Office  INIEG_——— 370 K
Central Core IS 290 K
West of San Pablo BN 150 K
Lakeside NN 150 K
Old Oakland m—m 110 K
Jack Lendon I 550 K
Laney College § 20K

Potential Flex Commercial Space (SF) by Neighborhood/Area
KONO I 120 K
Lakeside m 20K
Jack London e 450 K
Laney College I 320 K

Potential Light Industrial Space {SF) by Neighborhood/Area
Jack London  I— 260K

Potential Institutional Space (SF) by Neighborhood fArea
Laney College: 1.310K

A
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EQUITY APPROACH

* Focused outreach

» Equity-specific meetings

« Expanded community advisory group
« Cultural events

« Racial equity impact assessment

« Racial equity indicators

» Measures of success

CITY oF OAKLAND



SUMMARY OF KEY EQUITY POLICIES

Equity Indicators:

identified as Mrica[: Amf(z:r:.iikﬁ:\?:;:l - Key Po!i(-
akland's overall population. S =

of DAk o a5 the primary reason they are Al poicies Bowpetie |

money is B ke wn

mable to afford housing, the Oakland s seeing hg F homilesey sing, urh SoeSblomn ]

along with the associated deterioration of physica tal heakth ang of < Piay

— .
g 1. Housing Cost Burden
3, DISPLACEMENT . g
fy Innovat ped an W ’

The UC Berkeley Center for Communl a0 index 1o ol VG- Key Polces 5 ion,

characterize places that historically housed vl Dukations, by g 'yo'nnm"f, Fe?

have since experienced significant demographic <f ol 25 real estats Policy s t’:ﬂpa(t‘ -

o et acerdng o hs indes, much o dunic it 0 [REIP o, . omelessness

undergaing “ongoing gentrification/displacemer 1 this Mmesstre ~ “Qitjas, i

addresses demographics, the communily is imed with clturs| = low, ;;2

displacement, such as fewer opportunities For cu L ure 7 fordatie H

: or
e 3. Displacement
Tect ang & fafmer -
Indireg o i

relevant businesses, community institutions, and 2

4. DISCONNECTED YOUTH
“Disconnected youth” refers to young people
working nor in school. Limited access to educ
in life, along with health impacts and exposure to t
can have lasting impacts, such as lower eamings, higf

it

ho are neither

Mie
LT W'f’f!m&m.,;n i
s fffmiw»wi“m:&,? ; :
4. Disconnected Youth

al justice system,
pendture,

ailability

) 5. Unemployment Rate

e
8¢ oF,
lower tax revenues, and lost human patential. Cily 5, the white Al
population had the lowest percentage of youth who s working her s
in school at 8.3%, and the Black population had the 08% e snd
5. UNEMPLOYMENT RATE : A Py
In 2015, th 4.1% for the Black o :“ aboyg T Atto provide
I i wsinesses. .
e = 6. Median Income
.

S
] ce for small-

population, 14.1% for the Hispanic population, 10.
and 5.7% for the white population. Racial differenc P
from corresponding disparities in education and Lrat {dentia
employment for workers of color such as English lanay: P, Such ar o
status, involvement with the criminal justice system """ﬂ"dprod\,cf""&""snmm;)“"@d et
access, and racial discrimina i dutions i reve ganciera et
ial discrimination and bias among employers and institutions iMpac fug 5 part of, Nue itrategy provides
6. MEDIAN INCOME g the ‘m‘::z..::\g%on::;:.:gim Y Currag e R
g f Sto, affarg. >
In 2012, median househald income fo the Wit populon n dorote TS e e POV g Sl
e ; ; don i
s $85,485, nearly tuico that o Latne (545731) s s (44410 St tem g e 2 Pl e b
(a5 ggaid, and more than twice the income of hauseholds oy g e . onvert ability status.
oou). Wage and employment gaps by race or gender mpact 1P S UnerShisanc wegtn A S Ftothe BAMED,
bonre Oakland economs. Closing these gaps by addessing disuiminatoh 1809 Opcortuniey D 4 Garage District, or
poosting educational attanment, and ensurng T lou an
\oueincome jobs is good for families and leads to mor 7900 41 prchagg g 0O oot par iructure the program
ich is 3 key driver of economic growth and job creat = PPt arige, %Sl [SR5y] plocaticey i
ons E5 acuire
nd I
=3 (ehebilitate sy ment the capacity of

househalds of <olor, which considers a household's

= More significant even than the wage gap.

2 City of Oakland Planning and Building Department. Dow
Analysis. 2018, pp 31,

CITY oF OAKLAND



WHAT’S NEW: RELATIONSHIPS & OUTCOMES

Plan Policies, Programs or Actions

Additional Outcome/Policy:

Strategy: Establish, invest in, and better connect downtown Cultural Districts.

¢conomic Opp Ortun,

C-1.1

o

Establish a Citywide Cultural Districts Program to formalize a collaborative
partnership between the City and cultural communities and identify resources
to stabilize vulnerable communities and to preserve, strengthen, and promote
the City's cultural assets and diverse communities. (See map of adopted and
potential Cultural Districts on Figure LU-2).

=

H-3.2

N
-
w

EQT-3 E-29

m

G
2

e

C-1.10 LU-11 LU-23

Provide support for the Black Arts Movement and Business District (BAMBD)
and promote the district with special urban design elements and marketing

=
@

E-2.8

and public art.

materials. EQT-3 LU-1.5
Strengthen and connect downtown’s cultural assets and districts by investing

in marketing and branding and a network of public spaces and culturally-
relevant streetscape elements, such as wayfinding, signage, historical markers | £ 514 26 c.a3 H-'I.1

,_
=

‘B

n

Encourage or incentivize new developments and infrastructue projects to
seek out local culturally-specific artisan producers and industrial fabricators
to supply district-appropriate furniture, lighting, railing, textiles, art work, etc.

(N

.
Cﬁ
w

Strategy: Preserve downtown's arts and culture assets while providing add
these uses and make them accessible to all.

itional incentives to expand

C-1.5

N

Explore the development of an incentive program (such as a cultural density
bonus program) for downtown that identifies affordable arts, culture, and
commercial space, including space for community-serving nonprofits, as one
of the priority community-benefiting uses.




WHAT’S NEW: IMPLEMENTATION MATRIX

ING ENGAGEMENT
CHAPTER 07: IMPLEMENTATION & ONGO) — -

IMPLEMENTATION ACTIONS

Tim e Firs Tert onger Tarm: S+ years
imef Timmediata: first yoar | Near-Term: 1-5 years Longe:

imeframe: | Immediate: L !

Estimated Costs: | _§ = up to §125000 | 85° up to $250,000

Action Step

Capital Improvements . 3

| . [
Update signal timing and upgrade signals throughout dvf;:’ll’:'"m Bicycle Master Pl ‘
educe the delay and support access for bicyclists, pedes d Pedestrian Maste SO0 |
i hnoloay should provide emergency pre- et |
transit. Upgraded signal technology s !
emption to prioritize movement of emergency senvice -

-t —
— —

General Plan ‘
ernents on key downtown corridors a;: TR
ransit travel times, & it

implement transit priarity treal
decrease bus headways to improve cverall b

access to, from and within downtown. it
= = 13 |
S ——— 4 il
Decrease 1y on local streets by L
propased in the Dakland/Alameda Access Project. ‘I
Design and construct long-term connectivity, access, and safety sl .
improvement, as well as vision bicycle network connections [described sike Plan |

in Appendix A).

Redesign Broadway to better serve new mobility modes.

Priaritize capital improvements to the Malonga Casquelourd Center for
the Arts, particularly the theater and related spaces, as well as provide
for regular and ongoing maintenance in the City’s upcoming budget
cycles and Capital Improvement Planning processes.

Support the Lake Merritt Station Area Plan's implementation priorities
for improvements to cultural institutions such as the Oakland Asian
Cultural Center and Lincoln Recreation Center.

e s o

Public Art Program:
Cultural Fundiny

erogram
;e"z‘:e“iﬂléh:u;wr tlon of new and imoroved public spaces that an i ing; Caltural ‘ oy
Pl ety an\:lglti\enngs‘ and Ehat Feature public art, | PUDIC At Programs, i Coe ‘:m.
in ex =% w
public events. (8ting public spaces and Facilies that host | PSOMEOTAE L i g vauth e 00
Ordinance i ‘
!
— B |
— . . s

$56 = up to $500,000 |55 Sehiie g f

The

— D oW 1 EaW R
Gakland
Specific Plan

Dakjy,
Soecrentd

Bawy,

[

2cciden,
4, M1y ks
1, M
T

fair quality)

mafair quality)
: [
| 5’::";"1’”-“& 2 : “7‘. H-2.23, CH1.18
 grants, 1oy | Neanr, 1.3, ¢
| or | bt by " C22 (M2, ¢y iness, Other
1.5) o tal justice)
| nental justice|
|
| Fee, To7y 7
[ Visic Oakfang. [
o (Open | NearTerm ;
Paces) dkonagy | /Longer |
Mg s 2.2 {1, |
{ Uy Fung)
Celifornia art | AEW DRA e

__ Counait |

Implementation
Actions Organized
by Type:

« Capital Improvements
« City Policy/Regulation
« City Program/Service

* Planning Study &
Public Process
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VISION & GOALS

CENTRAL IDEAS

+20.0 M Sq. Ft. of New Commercial Space
+1.3 M Sq. Ft. of New Institutional Space
+260 K Sq. Ft, of New Industrial Space

& L G T g

Challenges:

« Lowrevenues to fund City
services

Huge wealth disparities

Regional imbalance of
Jjobs & housing leading
to transit overload and
Inadequate opportunity
for residents

Key City Investments &
Policies:

«  Capitalize on geographic
and bransit asseks by
identifying office priority
sites and promoting
density at downtown'’s

Figure VG-2: Street scene in Lake Merritt OFfice District regional transit hubs

Activate ground floer
retail/commercial spaces
by developing a program
to master [ease vacant
spaces, and sub-lease
them to small, local

and culturally relevant
retaifers, artists and
artisans

Expand initiatives and
partnerships with the tech
sector, and other sectors
targeted for expansion,

ta increase equitable
business development and
employment opportunities
Expand existing and
devefop new summer job
and local-hire training
programs to ensure that
Jjobs benefit those who
most need them

» $43 Million In Impact Fees to Fund Affordable  OFFICE PRIORITY AREAS
Housing & Transportation Improvements; and
* Roughly 61 Thousand Jobs

36
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B Cevelopment Opportunity Sites
Future Potential Development Bl = oS 'r
Sites (Mot included in DOEP [ iy
Development Program) Al

o w @ w4 Pnonty Office Comdors ; .

B Cfiice Priority Sites

Ao

OFFICE = _ 2 Downtown Plan Boundary
PRIORITY SITES
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VISION & GOALS
CENTRAL IDEAS

' 429,100 New Residential Units Downtown

Figure VG-3: Potential new development near Estuary Park
r e,

'+ 4,365 to 7,275 New Income-Restricted Units; and
* $480 to $544 Million in Impact Fees to Fund
Additional Affordable Housing

38
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VISION & GOALS The

Downtown

CENTRAL IDEAS Oakland
Specific Plan

Mobility

Central ldea: Connect people across — [cvienses

Oakland to downtown and unify s o
) . access creates barriers

dO WH TO Wﬂ by EXp&‘ﬂdIHg blgb e For those already most

vulnerable

quality transit, bicycle routes, i egumbniiE i
. - with pedestrians and

pedestrian access and amenities for by

an active street life. N

create barriers

Key City Investments &
Policies:

Figure VG-4: Broadway & 14th Street y
+ Streetscape investment,

including curb ramps,
high visibility crosswalks,
landscaping and public
space improvements

+ Investment in dedicated
transit lanes

+ Investment in downtown's
bicycle network to expand
F the number of high-quality
= routes and increase
bl L the overall number of
!tl“f M‘:_ £ connected and continuous
he -

Fi

: S5
v, - routes throughout

L e downtown

Go to Chapter 3 fo s

Go to page 96 to see the before and after transformation

40
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VISION & GOALS The
Downtown
CENTRAL IDEAS Qakland

Specific Plan

y Special land use regulations to preserve art & culture.

cu ltu re Kee pi n g : Jack.London ..BAQABD Chin?town Art + Garage

Maker District Dis.l:rict

Central 1dea: Leverage and protect [ chatienses

+ Declining shares of Black

Oakfaﬂde' dIVEI’SE CU]HII’ES c’z'.S' EII and Asian residents

engine for artistic innovation and e i v
. . 3 space and lack of art space

economic growth by establishing s

and implementing cultural districts prii e

downtown with support for cultural s

i - . % Key City Investments &

Institutions and businesses. Policies:

+ Provide affardable space
Figure VG-5; The BAMBD District on 14th Street for, small local retailers,
artists and artisans by
developing a master lease
program

« Dedicated ground floor
space for cultural, arts,
and maker uses in new
developments located in
cultural districts

+ Construct coordinated
streetscape and public
space improvements that
help identify and enhance
arts and culture districts

C i

ol I 23

4. R
.‘?’ -’Pjopog‘gl ks & Culture
Districts e 7,
% Existing Arts B.Cllture
i 4Districts 4

Go to Chapter 4 to see m

Entertainment Area Entertainment Area

Jack London Uptown

PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT PLAN O

CITY oF OAKLAND



v
“he Collesi¥

".’B M A

IR e

CITY oF OAKLAND



VISION & GOALS The
e ————— Downtown
CENTRAL IDEAS ©Qakland

Specific Plan

Green Buffer Lake Merritt
Along Highways Channel Park

.
Community Health o
Central Idea: Enhance quality of o ’4!,::;; l—-mlfef???m:t
life and health for all Oaklanders oo S g (APPW"!CP:"“"’ :
by improving and expanding _ e ]
public spaces, implementing urban eliiasly o e
greening projects, strengthening " e e

community resilience, reducing G

private vehicle trips, and shifting to

renewable energy sources.

Figure VG-6: Webster Green

Challenges:

Key City Investments &
Policies:
safe and healthy
ealm through streets,

maintenance and
programming

on--‘;.--oo':.;;&,.

--.bgl)

Webster Continuous
Green Improvements Estuary Park
Along Waterfront

44
PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT PLAN 08,28.19

CITY oF OAKLAND



CITY oF OAKLAND



VISION & GOALS

The

CENTRAL IDEAS

Land Use & Urban Form

Central Idea: Foster new
development that serves Oaklanders
and addresses housing and
employment demand by preserving
historic and cultural assets, creating
a lively, interactive, vibrant and
culturally relevant public realm,

and providing increased building
intensity in exchange for pre-defined
community benefits.

Figure VG-7: Aerial view of potential new downtown development

46
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Downtown
Qakland
Specific Plan

Greatest intensity in the core, near BART

Challenges:
+ Limited number of

+ Disconnected commercial

+ Varying condition of parks
« Shortage of public
Key City Investments &
Policies:

+ Develop and invest in a

+ Revise land use & zoning

« Designate "OfFfice Priority

+ Designate arts/culture

[ + Create astreamlined

prime sites for office
development

and residential activity
centers

and streetscapes

restrooms

coordinated system of
streetscape improvements
to link commercial and
residential activity centers
with the waterfront via
the "Green Loop”

regulations to reflect
plan goals and target new
density near transit

Sites”
districts

development incentive
program to provide
increased building
intensity in exchange For
pre-defined community
benefits

Go to Chapter 6 to learn more

(AN RS X RN )

Opportunity sites
near Victory Court



GREEN LOOP

CONNECTING DOWNTOWN'S ASSETS . ! : 4 ) i Existing or Planned Public Space

Potential Future Public Spoce
Potential Future Ploza

Figure CH-5 shows the Green Loop idea, a series of streetscape,
public space and mobility improvements that fill in current gaps
in downtown's public infrastructure to create an inner and outer fiokrtmningeremant
loop and green gateways, connecting people in downtown and . ; Green Loop Connections
surrounding neighborhoods to the waterfront and cultural and g . ; Lake Merrift Bay to Trail Connection
entertainment areas. The images on this page show proposed \ L N £ West Oakland Walk
publicimprovements that would occur along the loop, including: ’ e Existing and Future Cultural/
1. 14th Street separated bicycle track and urban design i ! s Epkeriainre gk Didkacks
elements branded to celebrate the BAMBD N : o = Downtown Plan Boundary
2. Development at Victory Courkt and Laney College, Estuary ey I & e BLACK ARTS MOVEMENTE - 2
Park improvements, and Lake Merritt Bay to Trail Bridge - | ; ; _ : ] BUSINESS algim_lc'_T = SF =
3. Webster Green linear park Apatiap)
I-880 Underpass Plaza at Martin Luther King Jr Blvd with
improved bicycle lanes (part of the Core Bicycle Nebwork)
5. New park and plaza at 14th and Castro St made possible
by the conversion of I-980 into a multi-way boulevard
6. Streetscape improvements at Frank Ogawa Plaza and
separated bicyle track along 14th Street

Lake Merritt

Figure CH-5: Green Loop Connections Map




BROADWAY: URBAN DESIGN & CHARACTER AREAS

COMMON DESIGN ELEMENTS:

+ Broadway is envisioned as a transit corridor, promoting
economic development around high-quality transit while the
adjacent physical Fform and land uses support a pedestrian-
oriented environment to actively complement public transit.

» Dedicated transit lanes decrease conflicts between buses
and through traffic, can speed travel times, and reinforce the
desirability of the system. OFf-board Fare collection speeds
up transit vehicles and reduces wait time for passengers.

+ Shopfront frontages unify the streetscape with awnings to
protect pedestrians from the weather and provide shade.

+ Architectural expression lines are used to define the base of
buildings as a unifying element adjacent to the public realm.

4: 0ld Oakland |

HECEE

~ & Chinatown _
| I
R B Q@ i ™
: 1-880
I g I Crossing
= The tops of buildings are critical to the skyline, orientation _______! oA I _IJ (= =
and sense of place. New residential high-rises should be more Fm EwweE T 1 (v
. . . |  Broadway L L)
slender and have less impact on viewsheds and light. Towers i 10 RS
within City Center and the Lake Merritt OFfice District enable | l.:..— -_| e ———
absorption of Class A office demand. y I 1 ;a;ll::.:ndon



OPPORTUNITY AREAS

ESE Recently Completed /Anticipated
Development

Opportunity Sites Aviicipated Development

Chutside Plan Boundary

I Development Oppeortunily Sites

« Land/improvement ratio N
Development Program)
< O . 2 5 (Val u e Of = Trunsfc:"rnuﬁunul g'Clppcrtunify Areg
improvements divided by i e st
the total value of the Open / Green Space

e e o Ry
property)

* Redevelopable existing
uses (i.e. parking, vacant,
auto-related, low-rise
commercial)

Lake Merritt

« Large lot size

» Adaptive reuse (as in the
case of the Main Library)
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EXISTING INTENSITY
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PROPOSED INTENSITY

Intensity Proposed Proposed | Proposed Max
Area Max Height | Max FAR Density (ol

1-Lowest 4555’ 2035 | 300/1,089 SF ' :
2 65’ 50 250 SF f
3 85’ 75 200 SF Jiry
4 175 120 110 SF 9l =
5 275" 12.0/17.0 90 SF SN
& 450’ 200 BT SF a -
T Mo Limit 220 80 SF ,Bff‘:]

8 -Highest | Mo Limit 300 65 SF / =

D Areas subject to Zoning Incentive
Pragram to achieve maximum
FAR, height and/or density

e

L — . Downtown Plan Boundary

Lake Mernit

Figure LU-10a: Proposed Maximum Intensity Map m
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PROPOSED INTENSITY: BALLPARK ALTERNATIVE

Intensity Proposed Proposed | Proposed Max
Area Max Height | Max FAR Density =]

1-Lowest 4555’ 2035 | 300/1,089 SF ' ;
2 65’ 50 250 SF f
3 85’ 75 200 SF ¥/
P 175' 120 110 5F .
5 275" 12.0/17.0 90 SF Tfﬁ"" iy
6 450’ 200 BT 5F 4 -.j"y7 -
T Mo Limit 220 80 SF gﬁ‘_’) " ¥

8 Highest | No Limit 200 P \ A T 7 =

D Areas subject to Zoning Incentive
Pragram to achieve maximum
FAR, height and/or density

T — 2 Downtown Plan Boundary

Figure LU-10a: Proposed Maximum Intensity Map
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NEXT STEP: ZONING INCENTIVE STUDY

« Studies how upzoning areas of
downtown would affect land value

« How land value increases could fund
pre-defined community benefits

 Draft study will be reviewed by
Community Advisory Group in
Fall/Winter 2019.

» Final Public Draft Report will include
case studies, research, financial
analysis technical approach and outputs,

| - 4 program recommendations, and

RS A implementation strategies.

S5
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DOSP NEXT STEPS

Fall 2019

o Community review of Draft Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Winter 2019-2020

o Development of Zoning and Zoning Incentive Program

Summer 2020
o Final Downtown Oakland Specific Plan
o Final EIR

o General Plan and Zoning Amendments

S5
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THANK YOU!

Send additional input to
plandowntownoakland@oaklandca.gov

View the Draft Downtown Oakland Specific Plan at:
https://oaklandca.qgov/topics/downtown-oakland-specific-plan

S5
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