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THE VISION

In the coming years, Annapolis will be a more
equitable, healthy, and resilient city.

It will be a more walkable and connected city where multiple
safe and reliable transportation options reduce personal vehicle
dependency. It will be a city which prioritizes public investments
in its most socially vulnerable communities; a city which expands
housing options accessible to residents of all income levels; and
a city which grows a community of diverse local entrepreneurs
aided by inclusive economic programs and opportunities.

Annapolis will be a city which prioritizes the preservation,
restoration, maintenance, and enhancement of its natural
resources, particularly when planning for new development. It
will be a city which ensures that all residents have access to high
quality recreational amenities particularly public water access;
and it will be a city which values its cultural life through support
for arts initiatives, artists and arts organizations, and citywide
historic preservation efforts.

And Annapolis will be climate ready. Its infrastructure will be
designed to withstand or adapt to the impacts from climate
change. The city will protect its communities and institutions
most at risk of climate impacts; and the city will reduce its carbon
emissions through a variety of coordinated policies, programs,
and investments.

36

EST EMBOOY THE VISION OF THIS PLAN ARE THE ONGOING CITY

FIGURE 19: THE TWO PROJECTS WHICH B!

Source: Qy of Angools Housig Authamty of the Cry of Annagoalls (Botiom, ANNAPOLIS AHEAD
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PLAN PRIORITIES

Implementation of this Plan’s vision will rely on multiple
coordinated efforts but it begins with goals, performance
measures, and recommended actions which reinforce the vision.
These priorities also help illustrate what distinguishes this Plan
from past comprehensive plans. In the coming years, all City
projects, programs, and policies should advance these priorities.

Thriving City

Housing Access for All

Expand the range of housing choices that are accessible both in terms of geography
and affordability, and are responsive to the needs of renters and owners of low to
middle income.

Neighborhood Preservation
Promote context-sensitive neighborhood-serving development that reduces blight and

physical incongruity while fostering visual harmony and cohesion.

Inclusive Economic Growth
Advance policies and programs which expand cpportunities for local entrepreneurship
and underrepresented groups to contribute to the City’'s economic growth.

Sustainable Development

Prioritize walkable places, mixed-use development, greerway connections, small area
planning oriented to creeksheds, and minimize the negative impacts to ervironmentally
sensitive areas.
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Build safe, comfortable, and connected alternative mobility networks to encourage
active transportation, alleviate traffic congestion, and reduce automobile dependency.

Increase the amount and quality of waterfront space that is publicly accessible for
a variety of water-based activities, particularly on creeks and in neighborhoods with
limited public water access today.

Expand the reach of arts initiatives and historic preservation through the advancement
of inclusive programs, the promotion of the City’s diverse history, and expanded

cultural opportunities for all residents and in all sectors of the city.

Reduce violence and crime throughout the city using a variety of community-based
approaches.

Adaptive City

Climate Ready Infrastructure

Mitigate the impacts of climate change through infrastructure adapted to be more
resilient to rising sea lavels, storm surge, flooding, extreme temperatures, and other
climate-induced environmental changes.

Lower Carbon Footprint

Reduce carbon emissions in the city through coordinated policies and investment that
promote renewable energy, energy efficiency and conservation, carbon sequestration,
the application of new technologies, and ongoing monitoring,

Prioritized Environmental Assets

Proactively plan for the protection, restoration, enhancement, and maintenance of the
City's natural resources as a linked network of greenways thatwill provide innumerable
beneafits to residents.

AMMAPOLIS AHEAD
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MUNICIPAL GROWTH

OVERVIEW

All cities have avital Interest In the type, character

and iImpact of growth both within and outside

their municipal boundaries. In the context of this

Plan, growth Is Interpreted In several ways: as new
businesses which open In Annapolis or choose to
locate here; as new residents who choose to move

to the city or children who are born here; as new
development or redevelopment of property; and as
land that is annexed to expand the city limits. For
example, a maritime business opens a new office

In one of the City’s maritime districts, the company
hires ten people who choose to move to the city 1o

be closer towork, and they move Into new housing
recently built in an area of the city where they can walk
to conveniences and amenities. Growth Is represented
through all of these decisions, and the City’s policies
can dictate how It chooses to grow, which In turn holds
tremendous consequence. It can dictate how diverse
the city Is demographically, how healthy the city Is,
how well the city’s natural resources are managed, and
how safe and easy It Is to move around the city, among
other outcomes.

In the coming years, growth in Annapolis
can be driven by a focus on incluslvity,
sustainabllity, technological innovation, and
connectivity. The result will be a city that

is diverse, environmentally rich, resource
efficlent, and where having accessto a
personal vehicle Is not a prerequisite for
success.

Projections of household growth and physical
expansion are discussed In this chapter and both are
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projected to rise In avery measured and limited way.
Based on these projections, a forecast Is provided for
the year 2040 with the anticipated number of housing
units, and an assessment of the potential iImpact of
this growth on key community facilities and services.
In the development of this Plan, a fiscal impact analysis
was also conducted based on the anticipated growth
through 2040 to gauge the City’s ability to maintain
high levels of service to residents. This analysis Is
Iincluded In the Appendices and found the City’s

fiscal health to be sufficlent to accommodate the
anticipated growth which will be very modest in
comparison to other nearby jurisdictions.

Municipal expansion occurs when properties are
formally Incorporated into the municipality through
annaxation, a process which generally must be
Initiated by the property owner, not the City. The
Growth Area Is the area outside of the City boundary
which meets the guldelines for the State’s Priority
Funding Areas and Is deemed sensible for annexation.
The chapter presents a modestly revised Growth
Area boundary from that recommended in the last
Comprehensive Plan (2009). It also provides general
land use recommendations for the properties within
the Growth Area.

Given the City’s imited Growth Area, this Plan’s
emphasis Is on promoting appropriate infill
development and the thoughtful redevelopment of
properties already In the City imits—that Is,when
they become functionally or economically obsolete.
Chapter 4: Land Use provides guldance onwhere
infill development and redevelopment is most sultable
and performance standards to ensure development
outcomes benefit the city and surrounding
communities.
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Today the building is valued at over

$11,000,000

For 40 years this
building remained
VACANT: .. its tax value
in 1991 was just over

$300,000

URBANS3

Source:
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Asheville sl Downtown
Walmart § Building
Total Tax Value: 44 14 Total Tax Value:
$20M e=fl $11M

Source:



Asheville sl Downtown
Walmart g2 § Building
Total Tax Value: . : ' Total Tax Value:
$20M | $11M

Land Consumed (Acres)
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Source:



Asheville el Downtown
Walmart § Building
Total Tax Value: 14 38 Total Tax Value:
$20M et $11M

Land Consumed (Acres)

34 |, 0.2

Total Property Taxes Per Acre
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Source:



Asheville

Walmart |il—

Downtown
Building

Total Tax Value:

ol 511M

Land Consumed (Acres)

34 |, 0.2

Total Property Taxes Per Acre
s6.5« [ S634K

City Sales Taxes Per Acre

sasK I $84K

Residents Per Acre
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Jobs Per Acre
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g 2022 General Fund

: AmapolsMP] Revenues: $145M Expenditures: $133M

Office of Emengency Mgmt

45,

Fleet Operations 1%
2% Debt Service
2%
Licenses, Permits, Fines, & Interest _
Fleet Operations
4% 2%
Streets
Grants 3%
5% ., Planning & Zoning —\

Program Revenues Parks & Recreation

6% ¥ “
Interfund Transfers
5%
Intergovernmental ,
- Personnel Services
12% Property Taxes cor
41%
Contractual Services L
8%
Other
13%

Service Charges & Uiility Bills
19%

Source: FY 2024 Adopted Budget, 2022 Actual Values
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g 2022 Governmental Funds
= Annapolis, MD

o Revenues
W P
\
naP?

1590 Property Taxes

“ 171 Intergovernmental Revenue I

L9 Other Revenues I

L2701 Service Charges & Utility Bills

120 Program Revenues I
iS50 Licenses, Permits, Fines, & Interest l

M Gramsl
2 Fleet Operations ®

$145M

Fund

.lRefuse T

General

& Other

I Grants, w«k

| sewer “,’
e -

| Parking N ak

] Transporta‘t'd’ﬂ‘\v\\ ——
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= Watershed Restoration

Expenditures

Emergency Services 00/

$46M

I Parks & Recreation <5/

I Planning & Zoning 51

I Contractual Services 01/

| Personnel Services <21
u Fleet Operations 21/
l Interfund Transfers ~ </

= Office of Emergency Management =1\
- m DebtService "1

$133M

Source: FY 2024 Adopted Budget, 2022 Actual Values



URBAN3

Total Taxable Value
Annapolis, MD

Kohl’s

Bell Annapolis
on West

Total Taxable
Value ($)

- > 15,000,000

I 7.000.001 - 15,000,000
I 5.000.001 - 7,000,000
I 4.000,001 - 5,000,000
3,500,001 - 4,000,000
2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000
1,750,001 - 2,100,000
1,500,001 - 1,750,000
I 1,000,001 - 1,500,000
I 100,001 - 1,000,000

- < 100,000
o

=

2,
)

Hunt Meadow

Clay Street

CHESAPEAKE BAY

Nautilus Point

A

N

Source: SDAT (2022)
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Taxable Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

Kohl’s

Bell Annapolis
on West

Taxable Value
Per Acre ($)

- > 15,000,000

I 7.000.001 - 15,000,000
I 5.000.001 - 7,000,000
I 4.000,001 - 5,000,000
3,500,001 - 4,000,000
2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000
1,750,001 - 2,100,000
1,500,001 - 1,750,000
[ 1,000,001 - 1,500,000 oX

I 100.001 - 1,000,000 (94

I < ro0000 2,
%

o

Hunt Meadow

Clay Street

CHESAPEAKE BAY

Nautilus Point

A

N
asril
Source: SDAT (2022)




County Property Taxes/Acre URBANS

Ratio Difference of 60 City Set, in 21 States (+ a Province)

$274.00

B Residential
B Commercial
B Mixed-Use

§275

$150

$1.00

County S-F City S-F Walmart Mall or strip T;K;S;E;‘]e T;K;i::';e Téxgs;::’;;e



URBAN3

Taxable Value Per Acre

Annapolis, MD

B 4,000,001

3,500,001
2,500,001
2,100,001
1,750,001

. °

Taxable Value
Per Acre ($)

- > 15,000,000
I 7.000,001 -
I 5.000.001 -
- 5,000,000
- 4,000,000
- 3,500,000
- 2,500,000
- 2,100,000

1,500,001 -
B 1,000,001 -
B 100,001 - 1,000,000

I - 100.000

15,000,000
7,000,000

1,750,000
1,500,000

Park Place Condos

Downtown




URBAN3

Taxable Value

Productivity Ratios Per Acre ($)
Anne Arundel County, MD = e omp

B 5.000,001 - 7,000,000
B 4,000,001 - 5,000,000
3,500,001 - 4,000,000
2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000
e ‘ 1,750,001 - 2,100,000

| _-‘-']' —— P T S 1,500,001 - 1,750,000
’|A || = S . e = <~ | [ 1.000.001 - 1,500,000

— —§ el 5 e : = E I 100.001 - 1,000,000

. ., D e A —— - X - . B < 100,000

= B . S o d R e - -
e R e e e - o) -y = L ey = D
2 - — s - i :
- - o s ey T p—— - -.; R - e =

- — ‘ SLah - - - - - S
i - — — _—
] - e — { -— - - - | - Ly = - —_——
P— P - - | s . 2 =
o . — _ - s -
SR —
- =3
| -
-~

S48

Wi




& . Taxable Value
Productivity Ratios Per Acre (S)
City of Annapolis vs. Anne Arundel County, MD = s i =

I 5.000,001 - 7,000,000
4,000,001 - 5,000,000
3,500,001 - 4,000,000
2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000

‘ 1,750,001 - 2,100,000

i 1,500,001 - 1,750,000

I 1,000,001 - 1,500,000

| B 100,001 - 4,000,000

l‘ - < 100,000

| o

Area Value

® County
® City
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Taxable Value

Productivity Ratios Per Acre ($)
Downtown Annapolis vs. Anne Arundel County, MD —

I 7.000.001 - 15,000,000
I 5.000.001 - 7,000,000
I 4.000,001 - 5,000,000
[ 3,500,001 - 4,000,000
| 2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000
iR 1,750,001 - 2,100,000
[ 1,500,001 - 1,750,000
.= | I 1.000,001 - 1,500,000
& I 100.001 - 1,000,000
I - 100.000
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.. s . Taxable Value
Productivity Ratios Per Acre ($)
Downtown Annapolis vs. Anne Arundel County, MD —

I 7.000.001 - 15,000,000

URBAN

I 5.000.001 - 7,000,000
| 4,000,001 - 5,000,000
3,500,001 - 4,000,000
2,500,001 - 3,500,000
2,100,001 - 2,500,000
1,750,001 - 2,100,000
1,500,001 - 1,750,000
1,000,001 - 1,500,000

I 100.001 - 1,000,000

Area

@® County
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URBAN3

Taxable Value Per Acre

Annapolis, MD

Taxable Value
Per Acre ($)
I > 15.000.000

B 7.000,001 -
I 5.000.001 -
- 5,000,000
- 4,000,000
- 3,500,000
- 2,500,000
- 2,100,000

1,500,001 -
B 1,000,001 -

4,000,001
3,500,001
2,500,001
2,100,001
1,750,001

15,000,000
7,000,000

1,750,000
1,500,000

B 100,001 - 1,000,000

I < 100,000

10

3

DocSt Bar 4 G.rill >
$63M per acre

Dean. Stre'et Condos
$54M peracre

T

faa Yl vl |

=1
Source: SDAT (2022}, Google Maps




URBAN3

Taxable Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

4,000,001
3,500,001
2,500,001
2,100,001
1,750,001

B < 100.000

Taxable Value
Per Acre ($)

I > 15.000.000
I 7.000,001 -
I 5.000.001 -
- 5,000,000
- 4,000,000
- 3,500,000
- 2,500,000
- 2,100,000

1,500,001 -
B 1,000,001 -
B 100.001 - 1,000,000

15,000,000
7,000,000

1,750,000
1,500,000

Enclave s .
$5.7M per acre =

L et O

Bell Annapélis on West =
$10M per acre

-,

Hunt Meadow
$1.5M per acre

L

‘T . v i;. -

e
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Giant Foods
$1.1M per acre
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Land Use Types




Value Per Acre: Walmarts
Anne Arundel County, MD

6721 Chesapeake Center Dr :
$0.9M per acre

407 “‘Ge‘o;rge Clauss
$1.3M per acre

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




2| Value Per Acre: Walmarts
X Anne Arundel County, MD

Walmart Average:

$1.1M per acre



Land Use Type:

Residential




Value Per Acre: Single Family Residential
Annapolis, MD

> Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




| Value Per Acre: Single Family Residential
= Annapolis, MD

Single Family Average:

$1.8M per acre




Value Per Acre: Multifamily Residential
Annapolis, MD

Eastport N

| BSwman Court |74 |
) $3.0M per acre

$2.5M per acre '

Downtown
$15.0M per acre

‘Walmart Averages
$1.1M per acre |

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps



2| Value Per Acre: Multifamily Residential
o Annapolis, MD

Multifamily Average:

$2.5M per acre



Value Per Acre: Townhomes
Annapolis, MD

$17M per acre

$54M per acre

Downtown Duplex

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




z|Value Per Acre: Townhomes
x Annapolis, MD

Townhouse Average:

$4.2M per acre




Value Per Acre: Peak Property
Annapolis, MD

il 50
it

[N

1
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Value Per Acre: Peak Property
Annapolis, MD

| ugp»-u Hmm| ||

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




2 |Residential Properties: Comparison of Average Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

Townhomes

‘Walmart Average
$1.1M per acre

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




Neighborhood Average Value Per Acre Comparison
Annapolis, MD

o X \A, N <% a ' g ‘{:\{;&‘a : - i 4 ‘-p‘/
Heritage Neighborhood = % Hunt Meadow Neighborhood !

$1.2M per acre - Lk || $1.3M per acre ]| $2.0M per acre

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps



Neighborhood Average Value Per Acre Comparison
Annapolis, MD

i L
ik

Clay Street__

‘Walmart Avera'gef‘ |
$1.1M per acre. )

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




Land Use Type:

Commercial



Value Per Acre: Big Box Commercial

Anne Arundel County, MD

Lowe’s Home Improvement
$0.9M per acre

Sam’s Club
$1.1M per acre 4

Marshalls AN , 7
$1.3M per acre S= ¥ s

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps



Value Per Acre: Big Box Commercial
Annapolis, MD

SEYEWEN

$1.1M per acre " ) S R $1.2M per acre

$1.5M per acre =

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




Value Per Acre: Misc. Retail

West Annapolis, MD

S Sy

'— "‘"'V)‘;:__. ok *'j :
Retail - N
==

$2.2M per acre
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*This value updated with 2023 assessor data

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




Value Per Acre: Downtown Commercial

Annapolis, MD

MM

AL n‘nsm;mn

H 8 e"s “__i:“.-u
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"aiﬁ Sreet‘ Mall
$28.0M per acre

wRGFéT"EEté?e Offlce
$47.0M per acre

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




A Closer Look:

Lasting Value



Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps



Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




Value Per Acre
Annapolis, MD

The Green House
$5.6M per acre

‘Wal

Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




2 |Buildings Built Before 1776

Annapolis, MD
Walmart Pre-1776 Buildings
4 Year Built
‘.0(' —_ /:‘::;77:‘(,« no data)
.

407 George Clauss Blvd = -t [

Total Land Consumed (Acres)

21 | e 9

Source: SDAT (2022)



2 | Buildings Built Before 1776

URBAN3

Annapolis, MD
Walmart Pre-1776 Buildings
W Year Built
& & I G<fore 1776
0’V After 1776 (or no data)
2
& % }.. ]
(8 LN
S e

407 George Clauss Blvd !

Total Land Consumed (Acres)

21 Y 5

Average Value Per Acre

$1.3M I 54.2M

City Taxes Per Acre

$9.9K I ss0.8K

Source: SDAT (2022)



Property Tax Revenue Per Acre by Building Type

Annapolis, MD

LOW DENSITY MEDIUM DENSITY HIGH DENSITY

N

RESIDENTIAL

Tl b

M

)f ;

COMMERCIAL

L
n
-l
@)
w
X |
=

*This value updated with 2023 assessor data Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps



Property Tax Revenue Per Acre by Building Type
Annapolis, MD

Commercial Residential Commercial Mixed Use Residential Mixed Use Residential Mixed Use* Commercial

*This value updated with 2023 assessor data Source: SDAT (2022), Google Maps




URBAN3

Infrastructure and Land Use
Annapolis, MD

Area

Other Land

5sqg. mi

Buildings
0.9 sq. mi

Parking*
0.7 sq. mi

*Parking figures were estimated using land cover data and accuracy on the map varies.

Source:
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=3 “

2 = )

Anne Arundé[ County Open: Data Portal, Impervious Surfaces



Infrastructure and Land Use
Annapolis, MD

LURBANS3

Area Value

Buildings
0.9 sq. mi

Other Land
$3.0B

Other Land Buildings

5 sq. mi Parking* $4.2B
0.7 sq. mi

-$770M

*Parking figures were estimated using land cover data and accuracy on the map varies. Source: Anne Arundel County Open Data Portal, Impervious Surfaces



| URBAMNZ |

Footprint Analysis
Annapolis, MD

Road:

== Average Sq. Ft Per Person

Building:

476 649

Road:

-$40

[-®-] Value Per Sq. Ft

Building:

$159

Road . Parking .Bmldmg

unty Open Data Portal, Impervious Surfaces
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City Growth
Annapolis, MD

Area

Population Density

(people per sg. mi)

14K

11K

4K
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Source: City of Annapolis GIS, Wikipedia
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City Growth

Annapolis, MD

®

Area 0.6 sq. mi

Population Density (people per sq. mi)

14K

11K

7K

4K
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Source: City of Annapolis GIS, Wikipedia
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City Growth

Area 0.8 sq. mi
Annapolis, MD - ~
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Source: City of Annapolis GIS, Wikipedia



URBAN3 |

City Growth e

5.8 sq. mi
Annapolis, MD i

o,

1951

5.1sq.mi, 71%

LA

®

Population Density (people per sq. mi)

14K

11K

7K

4K

DD O D OO DD DO D DO D O D R DO N

R R SR \O'é\ R '\0‘63 2 ’\C‘QS 2 ’1,\;? ® ’[,Q/L o ses Ly,
~ e
251 |

Source: City of Annapolis GIS, Wikipedia
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City Growth Ry, Area 6.6 sqi. mi
Annapolis, MD I e -
1951
i.s.;\g 5.1sq. mi, 71%
1952 - 2000
@ 0.85q. mi, 11%
Population Density (people per sq. mi)

14K

11K

7K

4K

£ O D Q & QO O Q D Q D S O
RCIRCIR SRR IR R R S SR AR LR L SR R LR R R SR

Source: City of Annapolis GIS, Wikipedia
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Revenues & Costs Per Acre

Annapolis, MD
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Revenues & Costs Per Acre

Annapolis, MD

Pre-1951 net: S%%

$1.4M

Post-1951 net:
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Most
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Make Annapolis More Annapolis
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FAGURE 5-1& EXAMPLES OF COMMON
MESINC MIDOLE HOUEING TYPES
SUSHAS DIFLEYES, TRALEES. AND
FOURPLEXES ABOLIND IN ANNAPOLIS.
ALTHOUCHALL ARE CONSISTENT WITH
THE ARCHTECTURAL CHARACTER OF
TTE T WOET AREVGT FERMITTEDE Y
ST NG SUNGARDS.

Soare: MEs g MoSo Anapas
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The yellow areas
Indicate property
zoned for
residential use
but not allowing
for a basic
duplex.




SOCIAL TRENDS

Understanding the factors contributing to a changng
demographic is key to planning for a more healthy,
resiient and equitable Annapols. These factors reveal
what policies should ba implemented and forwhom
they should be implamented. Lie any other City,
Annapolis is an ever changing social environment with
an influx and outflow of residents and even evolving
Census provides a complete picture of the social and
economic trends of the populace when comparning
10 those same varisbles from ten years ago. This also
reveals in whatways communities have become more
or less vulnerable to disruptions in society.

Social Vulnerability

The segments of the population that are vulnerable
1o current and future risks whether social, economic
or environmental are of particular note. Factors such
as socioeconomic status, household composition,

methodology created by the U.S. Centars for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), a person

or community's degree of social vulnerability is
measured by 15 Census variables which the COC
includes in its Socal Vulnerability Index (SVI). The
social vulnerabiity index is applied to Annapolis in the
accompanying map based on Census Blockand is
included both in Chapter 7- Community Facilities and
Chapter 9: Environmental Sustanability. The process
for calculating the SVI for Annapolis i based on the
CDC's methodology where each of the 15 variables
isweighted evenly and makes up one of wo to five
vansbles for each of the four categories as seen
below. The sum of the values for each category then
produces the overal social vulnerabifity.

The importance in measuring and tracking social
vulnerability in tha City lies not only in idantifying

who is potentially at risk and where the risk is most
harmful, but in charting the course for future sction to
make Annapolis overall heslthier and more equitable
which in turn will make it more resiient. The four main
components of social vulnerability tell each side of the

66

What Makes a Community
Socially Vulnerable?

A distinguishing feature of this Plan in
comparison to past comprehensive plans is its
emphasis on equitable outcomes. OF course,

to be equitable requires an understanding

of those communities which are siready ata
disadvantage due o social circumstances.
Mary of these communities are historically
disadvantaged, meaning that past investment
and policies have not helped these communities
to succeed. Today these communities sre

less equipped and more vulnerable to socaal,
economic, or ervwonmental challenges. To
create 8 baseline for where these communities
are locatad in Annapolis, the Plan uses the
Center for Disease Control (COC) Social
Vuinerabdity index (SVI) which combines
Census data from the following fifteen factors to
establish levels of social vulnerability.

Household
Composition +
Disability

— Aged 65 or Older

Aged 17 or
Younger

Older than Age 5
with a Disabiity

Singie Parent
Household

Minority Status +
Language
— Mnority

— Spesks Engfish
“Less than Well

Transportation
—  Multi-Unat
Structures

Mobile Homes
Crowding
NoVehicle

L L T T P

Group Quarters

end
Social Vulnerability

Least Winerable

=

=

B Most Vulnerable

W Roadways

B Open Watar

i 7 City Limits

0 025 05 1
— — S

FIGLEE 2-10: MAP OF SOCIAL VULNERABILITY FOR ANNAPOLIS CENSUS TRACTS BASED
ONTHEC R FOR DISEASE COI L'S SOCIAL VULNERASBILITY INDEX 2020
Source: US. Cansus
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FIGURE 2 1: MAP OF SOCIAL VULNERABILITY ACROSS THE UNITED STATES BASED ON THE CENTERS FOR DISEASE
CONTROL AND PREVENTION'S SOCIAL VULNERABILITY INDEX FOR 2018

Soume Canters for Discase Con trol and Proventon(COC)

story into 8 community’s vuinerability while also having
correlstion between each other:

Socioeconomic status describes the economic
stability and potential for economic opportunity
afforded to a community.

Household composition and disability denote the
potential for seff-sufficiency and the supposed

depandence on rasources outside the household.

Minority status and language lustrate both

the lack of opportunity and investment that is
commaon in nonWhite communities and the lack
of representation or voice.

Housing type and transportation represent the
ability 1o access resources and the difficulty in
receiving resources in more crowded conditions.

All four factors combined show that the Old Fourth
Weard, Parole, Tyler Heights, Eastport Terrace/Harbor
House, and the communities along Georgetown and
Edgewood Roads face the highest levels of social
vulnerability. All of these communities have a large
minority population, have lower average incomes,
and have worse vehicle access, among several other
vulnerability indicators. No single neighborhood fares
the worst in every indicator. On the other hand, Murray
Hill West Annapolis and Wardour, Upper Eastport.
and Hunt Meadows have a much lower level of social
vulnerability as a result of greater overall weaith,
fewer children, less diversity, and less crowded Iving
conditions. The disparity n vulnerabiity between
Murray Hill south of Innar West Strest and Clay Streat
north of Inner West Street is particularty stark.

FIGURE 242: THE COMMUNITY NEAR CLAY STREET INANNAPOLIS' "OLD FOURTHWARLF IS THE MOST SOCALLY VULNERABLE NTHE

L U

Source Pyl W. Gllespie /Copital Gazet i
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“Almost no matter what you want to do with
cities, transportation is the fastest and most
cost-effective way of achieving your goals.
If you want to reduce CO2 emissions, if you
want to advance social equity, if you want to
foster small business success, If you want
to increase land value, if you want to
Increase public health, if you want to
reduce fatalities and injuries—transport is
the place to do it.”

- Jeff Tumlin, San Francisco MTA



Safety

Crashes and transportation injuries
| ]

The negative consequences of vehicular crashes
In the Iives of Annapolis residents, drivers, and the
economy s substantial. About 93% of crashes are
caused by driver error: these events should be called
“crashes,” not “accidents,” since almost all of them are
preventable. A ban on texting while driving has been
In effect in Maryland since 2009, and roadway design
can also make a tremendous difference in
the number and severity of crashes. Controlling access
points along major roadway’s, Improving sight distance,
separating bicycle / pedestrian traffic from cars, and
managing speeds are iImportant components of safety
programming. Crashes, especially In urban areas, are
a major source of vehicular delay (25% to 40% of all
delay), and this Is delay that Is felt particularly keenly
since It Is unaxpacted and cannot be anticipated.

Understanding crash data includes several
considerations. For example, a large number of
pedestrian-related crashes or Injuries likely means
that the location has a large pedestrian generator of
traffic (ke a shopping area nearby of Is In a generally
favorable area for walking). Crashes should be
considered agalnst the volume of traffic, since larger
number of vehicles moving around translate Into more
collisions - note the cluster of crashes at the high-
volume Intersections around US 50 and MD 2.On
the opposite page Is a “heat map” of the crashes in
Annapolis between 2015 and 2021, and on this page
Is a chart showing the distributions of crashes by time
of day In comparison to trends across the county and
state.

Finally, it should be kapt In mind that the number

of reported crashes doesn't represent all crashes:
estimates suggest that 30% of all crashes go
unreported, mostly property damage-only but some
Injury crashes as well (source: USDOT Natlonal
Highway Safety Administration, Report DOT HS 812
183, July 2015).
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FIGURE 6-10: CRASHES == Annapolis
BY TIMEOF DAY S
Source: MOOT Arundel

FIGURE 6-11: TRAFFIC FATALITIES TO PEDTRIANS AND
CYCLISTS ARE ON THE RISE BOTH IN ANNAPOLIS AND
NATIONALLY. THE INCIDENT ABOVE OCCURRED ON

Source: Gy of Anngoalls
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SOCIALLY VULNERABLE POPULATIONS
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Zoning Unlocked:
Clear Code for a
Thriving Annapolis

Aspirations for our zoning
regulations:

e More intuitive

e Better address the City’s goals
and needs

e Provide greater consistency
between the future land use
map and the zoning map
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Existing Zoning Districts

Currently, Annapolis has
32 different zoning districts.

* Open Space Zone exists but is not currently
in use.




From the FLUM to the Zoning Map CVILLE =2,

Final Future Land Use
Map



Zoning Unlocked Approach

PHASE 1 Fall 2024 - Fall 2025 * Tyler Avenue Complete Community
* Text Amendments

 PHASE 2 Fall 2025 - Spring 2026 * Open Space Zoning
I * Zoning Consolidation

PHASE 3 Winter 2025 — Winter 2026 * Form-based standards - Mixed Use

PHASE 4 Winter 2026 — Winter 2027 * Form-based standards - Residential




Tyler Avenue Complete Community
Overlay District Project Area

T = \
FOR EQUITABLE & INCLUSIVE COMMUNITIES KRONBERG

URBANISTS
N ARCHITECTS
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PHASE 2.
Zoning Consolidation

Zoning districts are recommended for
consolidation based on the following criteria:
e Inconsistent with Comprehensive Plan

e Redundant/outdated/underutilized zoning
districts

and/or

e Community-supported changes
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Stay Up to Date

A N NA OLlS GOVERNMENT OUR CITY SERVICES BUSINESS HOWDO I... CONTACT INFO
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Check www.Annapolis.gov/2236 . A_ |
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and fO].].OW the WEbpage for C‘:Jmplele C;mmunily il
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information on upcoming SR Zoning Unlocked

° . Updated as of December 2025
meetings, past meetings, and I e
me etin materials predictable, and community-supported development outcomes. This approach aims to better align the zoning
24 :

map with the priorities of the Comprehensive Plan which include expanded housing access for all; neighborhood
preservation; inclusive economic growth; sustainable development; pedestrian, bicycle, and transit connectivity;
lower carbon footprint; and prioritized environmental assets. The following information outlines the process
underway to improve the City's zoning map and associated code regulations.

What is Zoning Unlocked?

ANNAPOLIS
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