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INTRODUCTION

* @Qverall purpese

* ype o PC input desired

* Hearing timing

Continued refinements andl additional

Planning Commission heanngs anticipated




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE




HEARING FORMAT

o [Frday, Nevembert
o Staff Presentation

o Advisory Group Tiestimony

* Tfhursday, Nevember 19 & Fnday, November 20

» Viakeup Advisory Group llestinieny.
» Generall Public Trestimony

» Testimony and Discussion: by Community

» General Discussion




ADVANCE NOTICE REQUESTED >

GENERAL PLAN

FROM SPEAKERS

o Emaillgpupdate. DPLLU@sdcounty.ca.qgov. with:

* name
* contact infermation (e-mail and phone number)

e position (support, epposition or neutral)

e community sSpecific, include the community name, or

general testimony.




TODAY'S FORMAT

o KeVview: preject background

o \Vierming

* Review Project History
o Summarize Project; Components

* Environmental Impact Report

 Afternoon

* Hear from Advisory Groups

(Steering Committee and! Interest Group)




REMINDERS

o Fullfdayresenved
o ASk questions

 Presentations focus on issues

* Two weeksiuntl next neanngs

* Review as necessary




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE




PROJECT HISTORY T oo

o [Review: previeus: action

(hitps//swww:sdeouniy.cargov/dplu/apupdate/docs/PC 110609 A.pdr)

o Jlakeaways
» Current drafts are the result of significant direction
« Substantial epportunities; fior Input
* Most issues have alrieaady been vetied
« Significant changes could contradict past direction




" Phliciand

Stakeholderinpoi




PUBLIC OUTREACH

Direct \Viaillexrs

INewspaper Notices: and Articles
PC and BOS| Hearnngs

Advisery Greup VIEetings
Community WWorkshops

Community’ Planning GrouprVIieetings
Website, email, hotline

Newsletter

(http://www.sdcounty.ca.qev/dplu/apupdaie/docs/PE 110602 Apdr)




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE

'.“. | |

Project OVENIEW!




PROJECT COMPONENTS

General Plan Document
Land Use \Viaps
Road Network

Community: Plan Upadates
Environmental Impact IReEport
Implementation Plan

Conservation Sulkdivision Pregram
Zoning Ordinance Consistency: Update




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK

General Plan

Use

Land Mobility Open Space/

Conservation

Housing

Land Use
WETOS

Road
Network Map

Community
Plans (21)




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK

.

General Plan

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE

Use

Land Mobility Open Space/

Conservation

Housing

Land Use
WETOS

Road
Network Map

Community
Plans (21)

-

Background

Reports

A

N

Other
Documents,
Data, & GIS

layers

A




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK

General Plan

Use

Land Mobility Open Space/

Conservation

Housing

Land Use
WETOS

Road
Network Map

Community
Plans (21)

110day 10edw| eluswuoIAUg




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK

-

General Plan

Use

Land Mobility Open Space/

Conservation

Housing

Land Use
WETOS

Road
Network Map

Community
Plans (21)

Implementation Plan

GENERAL PLAN

UPDATE

110day 19edw| jeluswuolIAUg




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK

General Plan

Land Mobility Open Space/ Housing
Use Conservation

Land Use Road Community
Maps Network Map Plans (21)

\ \ \ \ \
\

Zoning Cons. Other Board Guidelines
Ordinance Sub. Ords and Policies and
Program Regs Procedures




PDOCUMENT ERAMEWORK .

General Plan

Land Mobility Open Space/ Housing
Use Conservation

Land Use Road Community
Maps Network Map Plans (21)

GENERAL PLAN

UPDATE

Monitoring
Reporting
Updates

Implementation Plan
| | | | |

Zoning Cons. Other Board Guidelines
Ordinance Sub. Ords and Policies and
Program Regs Procedures




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE




PDOCUMENIF ERAMEWORK

Gen el’a| Plan Background

Reports
- J

Land Mobility Open Space/ Housing P
Use Conservation Other

Documents,
Data, & GIS

Land Use Circulation Community s
WETS Map Plans (21)

4 I

Environmental

Implementation Plan Impact
Report

o 2

Zoning Cons. Other Ords Board DPLU
Ordinance Sub. and Regs Policies Guidelines

d
Program i
9 Procedures




DRAEIT DOCUMENT e

Novemiber 2008:

Advisery Greups endersed Goals / Policies
lechnicalWorking Group: review.

July 20009:

Public comments on Nov. 2008! dirait
document

November 2009:

Preliminary’ revisions ter July: 2009 drait

document firem public comments
fotf http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/docs/PC 110609 B.pdf




GENERAL PLAN
DOCUMENT ISSUES

i, Decouple Density and Lot Size

2. Community Characier

3. Policy Language




1. DECOUPLE
DENSHY & LOT SIZE

Existing General Plan

Designations address both density (dwelling units
PEer acre) and minimum let size

General Plan Update
Designations; address density,

Minimum lot size addressed by Zoning Ordinance




1. DECOUPLE
DENSHY & LOT SIZE

Benefits

* Provides greater fiexipility in; project processing

» Allow: greater vanations; in preject design based
o) )¢

— Community’ character:

— Imported water'/ sewer availanbility
— Physical /' environmental constraints
— Preservation o agriculture




2. COMMUNITY CHARACTER

Competing Issues

[REeqUIremEent e consistency: With community
plans; undermines; General Plan goalsi/ objectives

Versus

Communities;are not given eneugh say. for
regulating grewih




2. COMMUNITY CHARACTER

Response

* GloballGenerallPlan policies guide large,
diverse region

o Relate globallf policies, 16 SPECIiic community.
character, while maintaining censistency: with
General Plan

» Community’ Plans: reviewed terensure:
— Consistency with General Plan
— Avoid undermining General Plan policies




3. POLICY LANGUAGE

Competing Issue

Viandateny language terestablish commitment
[0/ the Issue

VEersus

Permissive language torallow: feriiexinility and
Uunigue circumstances




3. POLICY LANGUAGE

Response

* Provide clarntyinintent/ avoid debaie

Apply prescriptive language Whenever

appropriate torCounty siland use autnority,

Retaim fiexipility nhew General Plani s
Implemented

Po
Ba

Icies are balanced with otherpelicies
ances stakeholders interests




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE




PRELIMINARY STAFF —s

GENERAL PLAN

RECOMMENDATION




PRELIMINARY STAFF —s

GENERAL PLAN

RECOMMENDATION

o Recommenadation summary. table

(https//iwww:sdeounty:ca:-aov/dplu/apupdate/docs/PE 110609 € pdf)

o Recommendation reference maps

(hitps//www.sdcounty.ca.dev/dplu/apupdaie/maprerhiml)




RECOMMENDATION
SUMMARY

o 75 deviations: fliem Referrall Viap

s 1 20Hikely have limited contieVversy.

* 59 have elevated contreversy due te input
fromy referral ernginator, community, or

stakeholders




RECOMMENDATION
CONSIDERATIONS

* Planning consistency/balance
EnRvirenmentaliiSsUues
IHousIing Element sites
Community requests

Changes In circumstances

Changes in Openi Space and RPublic Lands
designations




LAND USE MAP ISSUES

. Stalff recommendations

. Staterheusingllaw:compliance

. Populatien' targets
. Dewnzening

. I'ribal lands




1. STAFF
RECOMMENDATIONS

Issue

Diiferinglepinienstitem: stail; releral originator,

communRity, or other stakenolderinputs




1. STAFF -

GENERAL PLAN

RECOMMENDATIONS

Response

o [Follows mappinglconcepts Whlch were
consensus; driven

» Responds to characleristics of site

» Consistency withrether similarareas

(http://www.sdecounty.ca.gov/dplu/apupdate/docs/PEC 110609 Apdr)




2. STATE HOUSING LAW
COMPLIANCE

Issue

Compliance with Stater iHeusing law reguirements




2. STATE HOUSING LAW
COMPLIANCE

Response

o Allfreguirementsiol State law addressea

o HCIDIreview near completion

o Suificient Regional Hoeusing NeedsiAllecation
(RHNA) housing| sites, previded




2. STATE HOUSING LAW -
COMPLIANCE

Income Levels | Very Low Moderate
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Already Met
Units Constructed 132 606

Affordable Housing Approved 43 313
Subtotal 175 919

GU Update Vacant and Underutilized Capacity

30 du/acre 1,545

24+ du/acre 823

20 du/acre

15 du/acre

Future Second Dwelling Units

Future Mobile Homes

Subtotal
Total GP Update RHNA Provided

Unincorporated RHNA Requirements




3. POPULATION TARGETS

Issue

Adherence o) SANIDAG poepulation forecasts




3. POPULATION TARGETS = — comuna .

Response

SANDAG forecasts are vasedi on the GP Update
SANDAG ferecasts not plans
SANDAG has noiland use authority

SANDAG and General Plan Update numibers; are Very
close




3. POPULATION TARGETS = eni -

Population

GP Update Original Target 660,000

SANDAG Series 10 2030 Forecast 236,900 682,800

GP Update 2002 Working Map 238,470 678,500

SANDAG Series 11 2030 Forecast 235,861 723,392

GP Update Referral Map 238,512 678,270

Prelim Staff Recommendations 232,900 663,200




4. DOWNZONING T oo

Issue

\/arious Gh|Eections) te decreases In density.




4. DOWNZONING

Response

Includedlenieariiest maps
Fundamenital project planning concept

Recognizes develeopment constraints

Changes woeulalresultinr significant delaysand
additional costs




5. TRIBAL LANDS

Issue

[Recognition eiitrikal lands,infland Use maps




5. TRIBAL LANDS

Response

Imbalilandsyare beyonad County: jurisdiction

County’ acecounted ior activities  on reservations

Considered in develepmentioi planning
concepts

Endorsed! direction Was, 1o/ iecus, grewith towards
existing unincorpoerated communIties

Coordinated with tribes per SBi 16




I\/Ioblllty Element
Road NEetwwoerk




MOBILIFY ECEMENT
ROAD NETWVORK

s August 2006 Board-Enadoersed network
 Presentedlas map and matrix
o Analyzed by DEIR

o Stafil recommends; miner: revision to
the Board-Endorsed Network

http://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/docs/draftgp/m1 alpine.pdf




MOBILITY ECEMENT MAP -

Legend
Road Network
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B Prime Arterial
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GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE

Designation/Improvement
D Road Segment # #X = [# of lanes].[roadway classification] [improvement] Special Circumstances

@ Sandia Creek Drive (SC 21) 2.3C Minor Collector MNone
Segment: Riverside County line to
Deluz Road

@ DelLuz Road (SC 10) 2.2C Light Collector Accepted at LOSE
Segment. Pendleton-Deluz community | Intermittent Tum Lanes Segment: shady LanaDaugherty Street to W. Mission Road
boundary to West Mission Road el

West / East Mission Road (SF 1305)

Segment: North Mission Road to
Interstate 15 interchange

2.2B Light Collector
Continuous Turn Lane—S. Mission Road to Brandon Road
4.2B Boulevard

Intermittent Tum Lanes—Brandon Road fo Interstate 15
interchange

Accepted at LOSE

segments: De Luz Road o Brandon Road {apprexmatelybve

Shoulder as Parking Lane

Separate Bike Lane required—5South Mission Road to Minnesota
Street

®

North | South Mission Road (SF 1305)

Segment. West Mission Road to Bonsall
CPA boundary

4.2B Boulevard
Intermittent Tum Lanes

MeoneShoulder as Parking Lane
3 Bike | red Mission B 3

Segment: South Mission Road to Reche
Road

Continuous Turn Lane—South Mission Road to Stage
Coach Lane

2.2C Light Collector
Intermittent Tum Lanes—Stage Coach Lane to Reche Road

@ Alvarado Street (SC 10) 2.2C Light Collector Accepted at LOSE
Segment: South Mission Road to Stage | Intermittent Tum Lanes Segment: North Main Avenue to SsandasRead0live Avenue
Coach Lane Shoulder as Parking Lane
. Bike | red Mission R B 3
Fallbrook Street (SF 1416) 2.2B Light Collector Accepted at LOSE

segment: South Main Avenue to Merre-Road {approvimately bvo
blacksElbrook Drive
51

Shoulder as Parking Lane

Separate Bike Lane required—Mission Road to Old Stage
Coach | ane




PLANNING CRITERIA

Improeve regionailland lecal connectivity.

Viateh Read Classifications to location
Vinimize enviienmental impacts
Minimize puklic costs

Build consensus




LANE MILES

Existing Proposed
Network Circulation Mobility Element
Summary Element Network Network




—

ROAD CLASSIFICATIONS T e
Travel Classification Threshold Design
Lanes Capacity (ADT) |Speed
6.1 - Expressway 86,000 65 mph

0 6.2 - Prime Arterial 50,000 65 mph
4.1 - Major Road 30,800/ 33,400 |55 mph

4 4.2 - Boulevard 25,000/ 27,000 | 40 mph

2.1 — Community Collector 10,900 to 15,000 | 45 mph

2 2.2 — Light Collector 8,700 to 13,500 |40 mph

2.3 — Minor Collector 7,000 to 8,000 | 35 mph




LOS THRESHOLD

Policy M-2.1 Level of Service Criteria

* Vianaates LOS b threshold
o Establishes criteria for accepting LOS E/F

Policy LU-12.2 Maintenance of Adequate Services

o Requires developmenittermitigate impacts to
service levels

» Requires Improvements: to) ieads; even When
LOS D cannot be achieved




CRITERIA FOR ACCEPTING -
ROADS AT LOS E/ F

MARGINAL
DEFICIENCIES

TOWN CENTER
IMPACTS

REGIONAL
CONNECTINVITY

ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACTS

o Short segment of a road at LOS E/F

Irafiic velumes; slightly higher than
LOS D threshold

Adverse Impacts to established land
develepment paitterns

Impede bicycle / pedestrian circulation

Congestion on State facilities causes
riegionall use off County: roads

Impacts to resources — significant
habitat, wetlands, MSCP preserves;
wildlife movement, historic landmarks




STAFF
RECOMMENDATIONS

Rationale for stafii recommendations:

o Accommodate DEIR Trafiic Model
forecasts

mprevements: consistent withr 2030 R1TP

RECOGNIZE COMMURILY. PrETErENCE

hitp://www.sdcounty.ca.gov/dplu/gpupdate/docs/PC 110609 Dipdf




STAFF

RECOMMENDATIONS

Mobility Element Network—Valle de Oro Community Planning Area Matrix

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE

Designation/Improvement
I0® Road Segment Referral Map Network Staff Recommended Changes Rationale for Staff Changes
7 | State Route 94/Campo Road Freeway/6.1 Expressway B Community preference, with the
Seqment La Mesa city limits o La Mesa dity limits to Jamacha Road Ihclusion o7 an terchange at
Jamui/Duizura Subregion boundary 3.2 Pri:'re RArtedriaI and Interchange with | 4.1A Major Road = Consistert with 2030 SANDAG
amacha Roa Raised Median—Jamacha Road/SR-54 to | Regional Transportation Plan
Jamacha Road/5R-54 to Jamul CPA Jamul CPA boundary B A fourlane road is sufficient to
boundary accommodate forecast fraffic volumes
B A six-lane road would adversely
impact sensitive environmental
resources at the Sweetwater River
8 | Kenwood Drive (SC 2122) 4.1B Major Road No changes N/A
Segment: SR- 94 to Campo Road Intermittent Turn Lanes
g | Barcelona Street (SC 2110) 2.2E Light Collector No changes N/A
Segment: Campo Road to 5R- 94 Intersection Improvements
10 | Avocado Boulevard (SF 1398) 4 1A Major Road 4.1B Major Road B Community preference
Segment: SR- 94 to El Cajon city limits Raised Median Intermittent Tum Lanes B Right-of-way is limited for raised
median along entire road length
11 | Chase Avenue (SA 910.1) 4 1A Major Road 4.1B Major Road B Community preference
Segment: EI Cajon city limits to Hillsdale | Raised Median Intermittent Tum Lanes B Right-of-way is limited for raised
Road median along entire road length
12 | Fury Lane (SC 2070/SA 921) 4.1B Major Road 4.1A/B Major Road B Community preference
Segment: Avocado Boulevard fo Jamacha | Intermittent Tum Lanes Intermittent Tum Lanes—Avocado B Reflects existing conditions
Road Boulevard to Wieghorst Way

Raised Median—Wieghorst Way to
Jamacha Road




ROAD NETWORK ISSUES

1. Accepting LOS E/F




1. ACCEPTING LOS E/F

Issue

AcCcepting reads Withi LOS: E/E will:
o [ResultIn congestion

» Curtall development




1. ACCEPTING LOS E/F

Response

o |LOS E/F acecepted only’ under predetermined
critera tor minimize need torwiden roads

Viaximize provision| ol operational Imprevements
N lleu o additional travelllanes

Possible congestion only atipeak perieds

Alternative IS further land use reductions

Feasible mitigation accepted:
— Road improvements other than travel lanes
— Contribution to road Improvement program







DOCUMENT FRAMEWORK =

General Plan

Land Mobility Open Space/ Housing
Use Conservation

Land Use Circulatian Community
Maps Map Plans (21)

GENERAL PLAN

UPDATE

Monitoring
Reporting
Updates

Implementation Plan
| | | | |

Zoning Cons. Other Ords Board Guidelines
Ordinance Subdiv. and Regs Policies and
Program Procedures




CONMMUNINFY-AND
SUBREGIONAL PLANS

Jadopteadl asiimtegrall pants of the County of
Sanl Diegers General Plan®

speciiically created! to address the
* Unique ISSUES,
 characteristics, and

* ViSions of communities
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COMMUNITY PLAN STRATEGY @ — =

llharee eplions were given terupdate the Community
Plans:
Oplion_ One — staii driven, consistency. review
Optien_ IWwe — staiif driven, consistency: review,
additional edits, froni the community,
Option Iiiee — community: driven comprenensive
Update

Deadline: October 31, 2008




FUTURE UPDATES

o Allfte be comprenensively: updated

» |VIay addressispecial studies and localized
topics

» |ncluded in implementation Plan




COMMUNITFY PEAN ISSUES

1L lnternalf Consistency.

2. Diifernng Opiniens

3. Cons. Subdivisions,/ Minimum: Lot Size

4. Effect on General Plan Policies




1. INTERNAL CONSISTENCY

Issues

o State law! requires; internal consistency.

» [Differing op/nIens on CONSIStENCY




1. INTERNAL CONSISTENCY

Response

o All plans revised for consistency.

* VIay: bermore restrictive, netless
» Must carnyout intent off General Plan

» Cannot pronibit Uses bl can provide policies
that address key concerns




2. DIEFERING OPINONS

Issue

Apprepriateness off Community: Plan Goals and
Policies




2. DIEEERING OPINIONS

Response

 Address land use issues

o Sufilicient regulations andl policies, exist

» Scope of the plan




3. CONSERVATION
SUBDIVISION PROGRAM

Issue

Communities have requested restrictions for the
Conservation Sundivisien Pregram




3. CONS. SUBDIVISIONS

Response
* [Developed community. SpeCIiic restrictions

« Consensus not attained




4, EFFECT ON GP POLICIES = = e

Issue

Iihe General Plan pelicies are undermined! or
invalidated by Community: Plani policies.




4, EFFECT ON GP POLICIES = = e

Response

» Community’ Plan poelicies are necessarily more
SpecIiic thanm Generall Plan Policies

* No conilicts with' the General Plan Update




X : I|
Praftt Envionmental’

F

Impact Report (EIR)

lil--.




DRAFT EIR STATUS

o Program: EIRwith Plan-te-Greunad
Approach ter Assessing| Impacts

> 60-day’ Public'Review Initated July: 11t

¢ 165 Comment Letters Received

» No Substantial Changes: ldentiied




EIR ISSUES

. Economic Efiects
. Alternatives Analysis

. Pipeline Projects

1
2
3. Project Objeclives
4
5

. Enferceability: or Speciiicity o Policies and
Other Mitigation

. Wildland Eire
. Groundwater
. Climate Change




1. ECONOMIC IMPACTS

Commenits

Based on CEQA 15064 (e):

‘WWhere a phaysical change Is caused by

ECONOMIC OF SeciallERECTS Of a project,
the physical change may: e reganded as
a significant effect In the: same: manner
as any other physical change: riesulting
from the project.”




1. ECONOMIC IMPACTS

Response

* Noiphysicalichanges identified
SPECIiC te Social/econemic effects

» Plan-te=plananalysisinot legally
defensible




2. ALTERNATIVES
ANALYSIS

Project Alternatives

o [Hybrid Map

o Draft Lanad Use Map

» Environmentally: Supenior Viap

* No Project / Existing General Plan




2. ALTERNATIVES

GENERAL PLAN

ANALYSIS

Referral Map

[able 4-3 Cpoposed
Project) Alternatives to the Proposed Project

Without
Mitigation

With Mitigation
Hybrid Map
Draft Land Use
Environmentally
Superior Map
Mo Project

Issue Areas

2.13 Public Services

Fire Protection Services

Police Protection Services

School Services

Other Public Services

2.14 Recreation

Deterioration of Parks and Recreational Facilities
Construction of Mew Recreational Facilities

4.15 Transportation and Traffic

Unincorporated County Traffic and Level of Service
Standards

Adjacent Cities Traffic and Level of Service Standards
Rural Road Safety

Emergency Access

Parking Capacity

Altemative Transportation

2.16 Utilities and Service Systems

Wastewater Treatment Requirements

New Water or Wastewater Treatment Facilities

L B = Ry v
[T s Ry 5




2. ALTERNATIVES —

GENERAL PLAN

ANALYSIS

Other Alternatives Considered

1. Project Planning Alternatives

. General Plan Text Alternatives

. SunCall Alternative

. Backcountry' Development Alternative

. Casino Focused Development Alternative

. Reduce Development/No Build Alternatives
. Board Map Roadway Network Alternative
. Full Road Network Capacity: Alternative

2
3
il
%)
6. Property Specific Alternatives
I4
8
9
1

0. Village Intensification Alternative




2. ALTERNATIVES
ANALYSIS

Commenits

* Needimoere detail inanalysis

e Need more alternatives

» Some alternatives; cursorily rejected




2. ALTERNATIVES
ANALYSIS

REesponse

PuUsuanit tor CEQA §1/51261.6:

* Draiit ElR Includes; suificient detail for
meaningiul analysis and comparisoen

Drait EIR Includes, a reasenahle range of
alternatives

Rejection of other alternatives; coniorms With
CEQA Guidelines




3. PROJECT OBJECTIVES

Commenits

* Ohjectives should be revised

* Project anad/eraliernatives do not
MEEt ohbjectives

« Some alternatives better meet
objectives than' ethers




3. PROJECT OBJECTIVES

REesponse

* Ohjectivesihased on sound planning
principles with' stakeholder input

o The ElR s a teol for evaluating altermatives,
not for recommenainglan alternative

» The Board off Supervisors will ultimately,
determine whichi alternative hest meets
objectives




4. PIPELINE PROJECTS

Commenits

Pipeline prejects should be included
N the project description’ ratner than

In the Cumulative Analysis




4. PIPELINE PROJECTS

Response

* PIpeline projects, are net palt of the
General Plan Update

o TThe Cumulative Analysis;Is;the
approprate methedfierevaluating
their potential Impacts




5. ENFORCEABILITY OF -
POLICIES AND MITIGATION

GENERAL PLAN

Commenits

* he General Rlan Update policies and
other Draft EIR mitigation measures
alie not enlerceable o do net have

enough detailf e speCicity,




5. ENFORCEABILITY OF
POLICIES AND MITIGATION

Response

» GeneraliPlan policies / mitigation in a
Pregram EliR are meant to be general

» General Plan pelicies ane eniorceable
Py definition

» Mitigation Vienitering anafixeporiting
Program will be adepied




6. WILDLAND FIRES

Commenits

s [i'sheuldihe Teasible te reduce
potentially: significant fire hazards

o Development should e pronipiied
In Highror Very High Fiie iHazand
Severity Zones




6. WILDLAND FIRES

Response

* e project reduces, densities in
areas with highrwildland fire risk

o |tiIs not Teasivle te; prenioit
development entirely i these areas




/. GROUNDWATER

Commenits

o [t should be' feasible to reduce
significant Impacts, te) groundwater

o Development should be pronikvited in
areas withrimpacted gretndwater
pasins




/. GROUNDWATER

REesponse

* he proeject supstantally reduces
densitiesiwhere basins may. be Impacted

» Groundwater impacts were assessed at
program levell—loecalized investigations
are always en-going




OTHER ISSUES

o Population Prejections

» Community: Plans Consistency with
General Plan Poelicies

 Viebility’ ElemenittKeads wWith' COS, E/F

o Conservation Subdivision




8. CLIMATE CHANGE

REesponse

o City-centered approach not feasible

» Public transit options: not feasible and

not within the' County’ s jurisdiction

o Stafl IS revising the Drait ElR torbetter
explaini GHG reduction: strategies




OTHER ISSUES

o Population Prejections

» Community: Plan Consistency with
General Plan Poelicies

 Viebility’ ElemenittKeads wWith' COS, E/F

o Conservation Subdivision




.

GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE




PDOCUMENIF ERAMEWORK

Gen el’a| Plan Background

Reports
- J

Land Mobility Open Space/ Housing P
Use Conservation Other

Documents,
Data, & GIS

Land Use Circulation Community s
WETS Map Plans (21)

4 \

Environmental

Implementation Plan Impact
Report

\ W

Zoning Consv. Other Ords Board DPLU
Ordinance Sub. and Regs Policies Guidelines

Prog. and
9 Procedures




PLLANFEORMAT

GENERAL PLAN

UPDATE

Timeframe/Priority

s
gl s ¢
General Plan Responsibility: E % % E E E E
Policy # lad |BglE|® 3 X 9
No. Program/Action Description Reference Support s El=|oc & ~ ~
221E |Park Design Manual. Prepare a design manual to provide concepts for typical park and recreation COS-6.3, COS-211, DER L3 X X
facility components to meet local population needs. H-2.2
221 F |Development Standards. Modify development standards and design guidelines to use universal design (C0S-21.3, COS8-21.4, DPR a2 | X X
features that accommodate both abled and disabled individuals, for common park amenities such as tot |C0S5-21.5
lots and resfrooms.
Integrafion of Networks info Subdivisions. [See Section 4.2.2 Bicycle and Pedestnan Facilities in New
Development |
222  |Park Acquisition
222 A |Park Lands Dedication Ordinance (PLDO). Implement the PLDO to attain funding for land acquisition  [COS-24.1 DPR g1 | X | X
and construction of local park and recreational faciliies PLDO requires new discretionary residential
development projects pay a fee and/or construct parks as a condition of project approval.
2228 |Discretionary Development Projects. Parficipate in discretionary project review of residential projects  [COS5-24.1 DPR A X | X
with 50 or more units to identify park facility needs.
222G |Grants and Bonds. Solicit grants and bonds to fund the acquisition of parks. CO5-242 DFR A X | X
223  |Programs, Operations, and Maintenance
2234 |Recreational Programs. Support the Park Advisory Committee and community center user surveys to  |COS-22.1 DPR A X
solicit input on park and recreation program and facility needs and issues.
2238 |Grants and Bonds. Solicit grants and bonds fo fund the operation and maintenance of park and COS-242 DPR A X | X
recreation facilties.
223G |Improvement and Service Districts. Encourage and support Landscape and Lighting Maintenance CO5-242 DPFR A X | X
Districts and County Service Areas fo fund park maintenance.
2230 |Joint Power Agreements. Conduct parinerships with other jurisdictions, agencies, non-profits, and C0S-21.2, CO5-24.2 DPR A X | X
school districts to share use, operation, and maintenance costs for faciliies via joint powers
agreements.
23 Civic and Institutional Buildings
231  |General Considerations for Public Facilities
2314 |[Site Planning for Civic Buildings. Conduct Interjurisdictional Reviews for civic and institutional buildings |LU-5.1, LU-34, LU-9.6, DPLU A1 x
to ensure compliance with Community Plans/Design Guidelines, CEQA Guidelines for Determining LU-12.3, LU-12.4, LU-
Significance, and General Plans goals and policies. Community Plans / Community Design Guidelines |17.1, LU-17.2, LU-17.3,




PLAN'PROGRAMS

225 01 440 are DEIR mitigation measures

262 — Ongeingl programs (262 measures)

11501— Viedilication torexisting programs
6 — New Pregrams

hitp://www.sdcounty.ca.cov/dplu/apupdaie/docs/PC 110609 E pdf




IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
ISSUES

1. LCevell o Detaill/  Commitment




1. LEVEL OF DETAIL /
COMIMINHEVIEINH

Issue:

INew! /' expanded programs; invelve detailed
actions anelcommibtment




1. LEVEL OF DETAIL /
COMIMINHEVIEINH

Response:
* Aclion plam —not a pelicy document

* Housing Element pregrams: mandated by
State

* Programs toifellew nermal precedures with
future opportunities for publiciinput
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CSP COMPONENTS

Genernal Plan Update
Subadivisien Ordinance

Zoning Ordinance

[Resource Protection Ordinance

Groundwater Ordinance

Rural Subdivision Design Guidelines




GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

o Removallorlot size and clustering restriction
memiiRegional Land Use Element

» Allows use o' Zoning Ordinance te Speciiic lot
Size and exceplions, withi permits




SUBDIVISON ORDINANCE

States purpoese of the CSP

Defines; Envirenmentall iResource

[REQUIres avoidance ol Envirenmental
[Resources: for lands:frem SKR=10/te RL-160

Requires dedication off OpEN SPACE

Sets project & open space designi standarnds

Expands wavier provision




SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE:
AVOIDANCE REQUIREMENTS

ERvireonmentall Reseurces
Aveldance Reguirements

mm | w
—mm [




ZONING ORDINANCE: = B
LOT AREA AVERAGING

o Allowed by Administrative Permit

* Proposed revisions: te requirement for'lots that adjoin
NEIgNBONG PePERIES

Current;: Contorm to the minimum lot size

Proposed: Compatible in size and shape to adjoining
lots

« Other minor revisions




ZONING ORDINANCE: = -

GENERAL PLAN

PLANNED RESIDENTIAL DEV.

o Allewed by Viajor Use Permit

o Sels| private open space requirements

GP Designation Usable Open Space per Lot
VR-# (all) 400 sf

SR-# (all) 1000 sf
RL-# (all) 4000 sf

« Sets conservation/group open space requirements

I T R S




CSP EXAMPLES T oo

(CSP Examples.pdr)

1. Alpine — TiIVlIF5262
o Approved Project — 15 lots with 1-2 acre lot
o Conservation Subdivision — 18 lots with 0.4-0.6 acre lots

2. Bonsall — TPMF20830

o Approved Project — 4 lots and remainder with 4-8 acre lots
o Conservation Subdivision — 4 lots and remainder with 1 acre lots

3. Lakeside — TM 5356

o Approved Project — 9 lots with 15,000 sf lots

o Conservation Subdivision — 13 lots with 7,500 sf lots
4, Ramona — TTPM 20930

o Approved Project — 3 lots with 4 acre lots
o Conservation Subdivision — 4 lots with 1 acre lots




CONSERVATION SUBDIVISONS =
ISSUES

GENE RAI.PLAN »
ATE

1. Balancing Stakehelder Inputs




1. BALANCING STAKEHOLDER =

GENERAL PLAN

INPUT L

Development/Presenvation Potential

o Mandate reductions in minimum lot sizes or make
ieductions: “by-rght*

» Viandate ability te buildlat maximuny density
* Prohibit community plans from: providing restrictions

Community Characier
* Provide prohibitions/restrictions in community: plans

» Maintain zened minimum let sizes (o match density.
» Require perimeter lot sizesi te mateh surieunding| lots
« Allow for all projects to be appealed to Board




ZOMnelOrainance|
Consistency Upeaie




UPDATE OVERVIEW

o \Viateh compatikle zenes with G designation

« Resolve lot size inconsistencies and
nenconfemiLy

o Review other developmentregulations

Complex issues will'beraddressed!in future
comprehensive Zoning Ordinance update




[ENTATIVE SCHEDULE

o Pec 09— lnitiallAmendments to CPGs
o Jan-Eeb 10— Coordinate with CPGs
o Mar-Apr 10/= Additienal review.

» May 10 — Present to Planning Commission




GeneraliPlanupoate
Planning Commission
", November 6, 2009




