RM Housing Opportunity Areas
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Built Existing Existing Allowed
Address/Location | Density Zoning Density
1 600 Park Ave 12 du/ac RM-L 10 du/ac
2 Rosedale & Hill 21 du/ac RM-M 15 du/ac
3 Capitola Ave & Hill |17 du/ac RM-M 15 du/ac
4 Clares & 46th 19 du/ac RM-M 15 du/ac
o - 5 Capitola Cove 18du/ac  |RM-M 15.du fac
|-:4 ! 6 Capitola Gardens 12 du/ac RM-L 10 du/ac
e -j 74 Landing at Capitola 18 du/ac RM-L 10 du/ac




Site Area 6.8 acres

Existing Units 80

Built Density 12 du/ac

Existing Zoning | RM-L

Allowed Density | 10 du/ac
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Is this area suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Existing Zoning Map

Street view looking east from Rosedale Avenue

Site Area 2.9 acres

Existing Units 62

Built Density 21 du/ac

Existing Zoning | RM-M

Allowed Density | 15 du/ac
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Is this area suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Street view looking east from Capitola Avenue
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Site Area

Existing Units V2

Existing Zoning | RM-M

Allowed Density | 15 du/ac
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Built Density ) 17 du/ac
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Is this area suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Area 4: Clares and 46

CLARES ST

46TH AV

Existing Zoning Map

Site Area ( 2.75 acres

Existing Units I 52

Built Density 19 du/ac

Existing Zoning | RM-M

 —— -+ | Allowed DensityJ 15 du/ac
Street view looking south from Clares St

. Is this area suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Area 5: Capitola Cove

Site Area

f 2 acres

Existing Units ! S5

Built Density 18 du/ac
Existing Zoning | RM-M
Allowed Density | 15 du/ac

Street view looking west from Wharf Road
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Area 6: Capitola Gardens

Site Area 6.6 acres

Existing Units 80

Built Density 12 du/ac

Existing Zoning | RM-L

Allowed Density | 10 du/ac

2 |=
Street view looking west from 46™ Avenue )

| Is this area suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Area 7: Landing at Capitola =
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Exsmming Zovig Map

Site Area 2.8 acres

Existing Units 50

Built Density 18 du/ac

Existing Zoning | RM-L

Allowed Density | 10 du/ac
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Iis Thils ar=a suitable for additional multifamily development? Why or why not?
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Multifamily Housing Design

Dunslee Way, Scotts Valley - 15 du/ac

What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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1209 Seabright Avenue, Santa Cruz - 16 du/ac

What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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What do you like about this example? What don’t you like?
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Frederick Street, Santa Cruz - 6 du/ac




Development Standards _
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Potential RM Zone Development Standards

Existing
RM-L RM-M RM-H
Density (max) 10 du/ac 15 du/ac 20 du/ac 30 du/ac
Height (max) 30 ft. 30 ft. 35 ft. 35 ft.ﬂ] s
9 0 50% [Prec (A

Building Coverage (max) 40% 40% 40% 45% s
Setbacks (min)

Front 15 ft. 15 ft. 15 ft. 15 ft. [2

Interior Side 10% of lot width [3] | 10% of lot width [3] 10% of lot width [3] | 10% of lot width [3] @ .

Street Side | 10 ft. 10 ft. 10 ft. 10 ft. [2]

415% of lot-depth
Rear \ 15% of lot depth 15% of lot depth 10 ft.

plate height for roof elements with a minimum 5:12 pitch. Maximum 3 stories.

[1] Additional 6 feet permitted above N
[2] The planning commission may approve reduced front and street side setbacks if the reduced setbacks will' 0 Q \ A )
development that complies with sidewalk and street tree standards in 17.82.040 (Circulation and Streetscape). \\‘\blb\ o L N e P
1 AND
[3] In no case less than 3 feet or greater than 7 feet. WA Q|
o<

Multifamily development in all RM subzones also must comply with an exist-
ing “daylight plane” standard to limit the height of building walls adjacent to

existing single-family homes.

RM Daylight Plane: Where an RM zon- PrOPERTY .36

ing district abuts an R-1 zoning district, ]‘IIN o
D\

no structure shall extend above or be- A

yond a daylight plane having a height
of 25 feet at the setback from the R-1
property line and extending into the
parcel at an angle of 45 degrees.
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