Category

Type & Text

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

County Staff Recommendation/

Post-Public Review Recommendation

Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:

Design Guidelines

Related General Plan Goals & Policies.

LU-9.6 Town Center Uses

Locate commercial, office, civic, and higher-density residential
land uses in the Town Centers of Villages or Rural Villages at
transportation nodes. Exceptions to this patter may be allowed
for established industrial districts and secondary commercial

Related Community Plan GoallPolicy or Other Regulation

CPU Subcommittee 10/22/2020 Meeting

Subcommittee Comment; Include in consideration for Design
Guidelines and retain in Community Plan.

Public Comment:

Policy N The wording is not clear and open to various interpretations. | districts or corridors. Motion: Include in consideration for Design Guidelines and retain in
Design | O Commercialicivic uses shall not This type of issue is better suited for specific Design Community Plan.
#31 Guidelines interfere either functionally or visually | Guidelines standards. Valley Center Design Guidelines.
i i Maker: Pam Wiedenkeller
wt"h ad]: cent Ifat:d uses or “.'(e rural Post-Public Review Staff Response: LU-11.3 Pedestrian-Oriented Commercial Centers
atmosphere of the community. Ercousge o dorskgmotof ol carrs n coreect vakabl Second: Lisa Adams
NA parcel ote:
Setbacks, and discourage *sip” commercial development *Stip commercial Ayes:4
building and Noes: 0
steel
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
Recommend Removal
This is repetitive of the General Plan. GP Policy COS-15.1 Stbo o o ! covers s
calls for new buildings to be designed in accordance with o add more specificity (LEEDND)
“green building” programs. COS-15.1 Design and Construction of New Bui
Policy Require that new buildings be designed and constructed in LEEDND.
Design -3.4. Post-Public Review Staff Response: accordance with "green building" programs that incorporate
#169 N g LU-3.4.11 Encourage green | techr 'd materials that fliciency, NA
Guidelines devel_opment and green building No Change to Recommendation incorporate the ease of sustainable resources and recycled Motion: Remove from the Community Plan.
practices. Staff would need additional information on the concerns with | materials, and reduce emissions of GHGs and toxic air Maker: Pam Wiedsnkeler
removing the policy. contaminants.
Second: Lisa Adams
Vote:
Ayes: 4
Noes:0
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
Subcommittee Comment: Language not specific enough to enforce.
Design Guidelines Suggest wording in ltem #214 (also considered for DG). Consider for
During the update of the Design Guidelines, stakeholders can Design Guidelines.
recommend components to ensure compatible designing with the | 11,2 Compatibility with Community Character
. . Villages and outside the Villages properties zoned for commercial. | Require that commercial, office, and industrial development be Public Comment:
Design Policy ZL‘;?;"I':“*S:’S‘E;;"‘(’;SI d:“f‘:s”gg:‘g;;ﬁ:‘:::ﬂg:‘;ﬁ:zsig" located, scaled, and designed to be compatible with the unique
#213 Guld‘elmes - | 1. Prohibit “big box’ st_ores (How best? Components typically associated with big box stores. Floor area | Caracter of the community. NA Motion: Consider for Design Guidelines.
Architecture | Through floor area ratios?) ratios are not the appropriate mechanism for addressing this issue,
as the allowed floor area would be determined based on the size of . . Maker: Pam Wiedenkeller
the property. Valley Center Design Guidelines
Second: Lisa Adams
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Vote:
- Ayes: 4
Noes: 0
nitial Staff Rec/Rationale: dSub_oommv_ﬂee Comment: Remove - Covered under DRB during
jesign review process.
Recommend Removal B
i seneral Plan policy LU-11.3 states the preference for Villages -11.3 Pedestrian-Oriented Commercial Centers s o— -
Policy Comom o oo U113 the pref for Vil LU-11.3 Pedestrian-Oriented C il G P:;t;l;cs;:ommem. Remove - Covered under DRB during design review
6. Encourage a design that and Village Design Guidelines throughout the County Encourage the development of commercial centers in compact, P g
. 6. 9 9 . including compact, walkable parking in the rear | walk ions in Village centers that locate parking in Motion: Recommend Removal
Design incorporates both on-street parking or side, and retail street-fronting uses. In terms of Valley the rear or on the side of the parcel, use transparent storefronts fon:
#182 | Guidelines - |and parking to the rear-of-building in | Center, the Design Guidelines will be updated as partof the | with active retail street-ronting uses, minimize setbacks, and | NA Maker: Pam Wiedenkeller
Parking small, conveniently located and shared | Process and this policy's ntent would be considered as part of | discourage “stip” commercial development.“Strip” commercial :
King lots that bundanth those updated Design Guidelines. jevelopment consists of automobile-oriented commercial Second: Lisa Adams
parking fots that are abuncantly development with the buildings set back from the street to Voot
landscaped and mostly out-of-view. Post-Public Review Staff Response: accommodate parking between the building and street. Ayes' "
NA Noes: 0
LU-1 Primacy of the Land Use Element
Aland use plan and development doctrine that sustain the intent
and integrity of the Community Development Model and the
boundaries between Regional Categories,
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
LU-1.2 Leapfrog Development
Recommend Removal Prohibit leapitog development which is inconsistent with the Community Subcommities Gomment: Recommend removal
The General Plan has strict policies (LU-1.2, LU-1.4) on GPAs | Development Model. Leapirog Development restictions do not apply to new Subcommittee Comment; .
vllages that are designed to be consistent with the Community Development
proposing changes from Semi-Rural or Rural to a Village Model, that provide necessary senvices and facilles, and that are designed Public Comment
Regional Category and land use designation. This policy would | to mest the LEED-Neighborhood Development certfication or an equivalent EE——
remove the flexibility to allow stakeholders and decision- For purposes of this policy, leapifog development is defined as Vilage .
Goal makers to consider changed circumstances densilies located away from established Vilages or ouside established Motion: Recommend removal.
Land Use - oal . . {[mfrastructurelservice exients, market condiions, public water and sewer service boundaries. Land Use Goal 1:
#129 Regional Maintain the boundaries of Village, f;cllniesu :rk o s'" pace cicy i the eva“u'am;f(‘;‘;" ' use Preserve and enhance the rural character of Valley Center by Maker: Kevin Smith
egional Semi-Rural and Rural land use e pen space, ele: LU1.4 Vilago Expansion maintaining a pattern of land use consistent with the following Second: Pam Wiedenkeller
Categories | 4 . gnations. proposals. i regional categories.
8 exsingor "
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Vote:
consuain, such as opography and looding Ayes:4
No Change to Recommendation ook Noes: 0
Staff would need additional information on th with
removing the policy. othr Gouny rsidenis .
Contguous growth of a Vilage area
LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character
C and of the County's
varied communities, rural setting, and character.
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
Recommend Removal .
The existing General Plan goals referenced cover these LU-2 Maintenance of the County’s Rural Character
subjects. The 2012 Proposals matrix provid lar goals. and ent of the County’s
that the community may want include instead. varied communilie, rural sefting, and character. Subcommittee Comment:. Recommend removal. Text covered under
Post-Public Review Staff Response: staff recommendation of tem #148.
Goal No Change to Recommendation Bublic Comment.
1. Preserve and enhance the rural The text of the referenced General Plan policies is provided in Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1,2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
the separate tab of the matrix (or separate bookmark ifusing | |\ o e e vin dc ity C Ta6
Land Use- | character of Valley Center by f i istinct Villages and Community Cores
the pdf). The following policies from the 2012 matrix are
#1 Community | maintaining a pattern of land use recommended for inclusion and address this issue and/or are | \/-defned. well-planned, and well-developed community NA
Y taining a p: a ° e cores, such as Villages and Town Centers, that contribute to a Maker: Kevin Smith
Character | consistent with the following regional | closely reated: community's identity and character. Second: Lisa Adams

categories.

- Item 139 discusses concentrating commercial, office,
industrial, and compact (higher density) residential uses in the
Villages

- Item 176 is a goal that discusses the purposeffunction of the
two town centers within the Vilages.

- Item 220 is a goal that references a diversity of housing
product types in Villages

- tem 244 is a goal that summarizes the purpose of the Rural
Lands Regional Category

LU-10 Function of Semi-Rural and Rural Lands

Semi-Rural and Rural Lands that buffer communities, protect
natural resources, foster agriculture, and accommodate unique
rural communities.

Vote:
Ayes:4
Noes: 0

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

11/09/2020



Category

Type & Text

Goal
1.A. Village: Enhance the rural village

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

County Staff Recommendation/

Post-Public Review Recommendation

Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:

Recommend Removal

Related General Plan Goals & Policies.

LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character
C and i [

ounty's

2012 Proposals
want include instead.

goals that may

Post-Public Review Staff Response:

No Change to Recommendation

varied rural setting, and character.

Related Community Plan GoallPolicy or Other Regulation

CPU Subcommittee 10/22/2020 Meeting

Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
staff recommendation of item #148.

Public Comment;

Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,

Land Use - character of Valley Center's North and | e et A:;;hefr‘;feren:ed((;enera\ plnplcis s provdedn «::) N LU-9 Distinct Villages and Codmmunity Cores Y
N . H separate tab of the matrix (or separate bookmark f using the pdf). The | Well-defined, well-planned, and well-developed communil
#2 Community | South villages defined by the current jing poli the 2012 forinclusion | cores, such as Vill d Town Centers, that contribute toa | NV Maker: Kevin Smith
Character nodes of industrial, co and d/or are ly : community's identity and character. Second: Lisa Adams
higher density village residential land |- tem 139 discusses concentrating commercial, offie, industrial, and
: s ‘compact (higher density) residential uses in the Villages. Vote:
use designations ~Item 176 s a goal the two town Ayes: 4
centers within the Villages. Noes: 0
- Item 220 is a goal diversity of
Vl‘”‘gem, o s the e RuralLon LU-10 Function of Semi-Rural and Rural Lands
;(““‘ o aeon that summarizes the purpose of the Rural Lands Semi-Rural and Rural Lands that buffer communities, protect
eglonal Category natural resources, foster agriculture, and accommodate unique
rural communities.
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale
el ec/Rationale LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character
Recommend Removal c and ent of the County's
i the | varied rural setting, and character.
o Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
2 oo 4 o goals that ma staff recommendation of item #148.
want include instead.
Public C t
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Fublic Comment.
Goal No Change to Recommendation Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
LandUse- | 1.B. Semi-Rural Lands: Preserve and | e ex:of the rferenced General Plan poliies is provided inthe e o e el etama communiy 146
#3 Community ma!ntaltm tr;e ﬁverall rur:'t End ol separate tab of the mat (orseparate bookmark fusing the o) The | 0o Guch as d Town Centers, that contribute toa | Maker: Kevin Smith
Character agricultural character of © semi-rura and address this issue and/or are closely related: community’s identity and character. Second: Lisa Adams
areas. - Item 139 discusses concentrating commercial, office, industrial, and Vote:
‘compact (higher density) residential uses in the Villages ote:
- Item 176 s a goal that discusses the purpose/function of the two town Ayes: 4
centers within the Villages. Noes: 0
- Item 22015 a goal diversity of
Village LU-10 Function of Semi-Rural and Rural Lands
- Item 244 i a goal that summarizes the purpose of the Rural Lands | Semi-Rural and Rural Lands that buffer communities, protect
Regional Category natural resources, foster agriculture, and accommodate unique
rural communities.
Initial Staff Rec/Rat le
niial taff Rec/Rationale: LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character
Recommend Removal c and ent of the County's
e | varied rural setting, and character.
Subcommitee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
R & staff recommendation of item #148.
wantinclude instead.
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Bublic Comment.
Goal No Change to Recommendation Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
LandUse- | 1.C. Rural Lands: Preserve and The text of the referenced General Plan poliies is provided in the mﬁzﬁ:‘;ﬁm”ﬁ;@dmwﬂ:{eﬁ;:;mmmum‘y 146
#4 Community rna!n(altln !r:e ﬁverall rur?lt :nd o separate tab of the mz!‘r:(e (;;;spame bookmark f using the p). The | ("0 PEEL & Town Conters, that contrbute oa | A Maker: Kevin Smith
Character agricultural character of the rurallands ||| " o e and/or are closely related: community’s identity and character. Second: Lisa Adams
area outside the semi-rural area. - Item 139 discusses concentrating commercial, office, industrial, and .
compact (higher density) residential uses in the Villages Vote:
~Item 176 is 2 goal that discusses the purpose/function of the two town Ayes: 4
centers within the Villages. Noes: 0
- Item 220 is a goal that references a diversity of housing product types in|
Village LU-10 Function of Semi-Rural and Rural Lands
- ltem 24415 a goal that summarizes the purpose of the Rural Lands | Semi-Rural and Rural Lands that buffer communities, protect
Reglonal Category natural resources, foster agriculture, and accommodate unique
rural communities.
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
‘Recommend Removal
o Jarity to b . and would ideally Subcommittee Comment:. Recommend removal. Text covered under
u he 01 staff recommendation of tem #148.
Is,and " ypes of resources
‘and this type of broad stroke policy without clear definitions would lead Public Comment:
©
oal interpretations. -2 Maintenance e County's Rural Character lotion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
Goal LU-2 Maint of the County's Rural Charact Motion: R d I of items #1, 2, 3,4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
LandUse- | Development that maintains Valley N " c and of the uni County's
#10 Community | Center's rural character through Post-Public Review Staff Response: varied communities, rural setting, and character. NA Maker Kovin Smith
Character appropriate location and suitable site | no change to Recommendation Rural Subdivision Design Guidelines (guidance in Second: Lisa Adams
design. ‘The County accidentally excluded this policy from the matrix, but it was | subdivision design; not regulatory)
numbered correctly in the Community Plan pdf with matrix item Vote:
numbers. The County is also clear on Fred's reference with the note of p. Ayes: 4
11, A-1 from the Community Plan. That being said, the comment doesn't Noes: 0
seem to fit it doesn't refer
. and
however, the
do not have trails nor allow public access in order to allow for the
necessary resource protection required.
Il Saff ReRaionale: Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
LU-124 Planning for Compatibilty staff recommendation of item #148.
Policy ~Recommend Removal i iamener
5. Require new residential Standards, which allow diferent treatments n different areas. shene Public Comment:
develo_pment to construct roads that | | Post-Public Review Staff Response: Table M4, an LOS D Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
Land Use blend into the natural terrain and avoid |~ s ' 146
E b L o Change to Recommendation
#8 Community urbanizing” improvements such as g Valley Center J-36 Community Right of Way Development
ideni i i i gutters, and sidewslk nthe Villges an theIncusrial rea. S Table 1 onp. 13, Table 2 Standards Maker: Kevin Smith
Character | Videning, straightening, flattening and b 1T 3on .15 ndon, scton 321t 4 shown 1 tetais 1 Second: Lisa Adams.

the installation of curbs, gutters, and
sidewalks. Follow Valley Center's
Community Right of Way
Development Standards.

(both Vilages).

M-4.5 Context Sensitive Road Design
Design and construct roads that are compatible with the local
terrain and the uses, scale and patter of the surrounding

vide wildlife in road design and

Pro g
construction where it would minimize impacts in widife corridors.

Vote:
Ayes: 4
Noes: 0

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

11/09/2020



Category

Type & Text

Policy
LU-3.1.6 Require any on-site

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

County Staff Recommendation/

Post-Public Review Recommendation

Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:

Recommend Removal

Related General Plan Goals & Policies.

Related Community Plan GoallPolicy or Other Regulation

Existing Goals & Policies matrix #10 (CP Land Use-General
Goal)

Development that maintains Valley Center's rural character through
appropriate location and suitable site design.

CPU Subcommittee 10/22/2020 Meeting

Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
staff recommendation of item #148.

Public Comment;

Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
146

LandUse- |amenities and services to be On-site amenities and services will be reviewed on a project by | LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character :’e‘::::;‘l’;':“‘c';"f; icies matrix #11 (CP Land Use-
#144 Community | compatible with sub-area character | project basis. < > and et o e o County's | breserve and enhance the rural character of the Valley CPA. Maker: Kevin Smith
Character | and reflect activities that typically take varied communities, rural setting, and character. Second: Lisa Adams
f Post-Public Review Staff Response:
place in the area.
Vote:
NA Ayes: 4
Noes: 0
Rural Subdivision Design Guidelines
\nlti)Staf Rec/Ratonle: (E;;l:llmg Goals & Policies matrix #10 (CP Land Use-General
Development that maintains Valley Center's rural character through | Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal. Text covered under
Review Similar Existing/Proposed Policies appropriate location and suitable site design. ‘Staff recommendation of item #148.
There are several references to maintaining rural character in the
Existing CP and 2012 proposals. For maximum effectiveness, they Public Comment:
Goal should be consolidated in 1-2 policies.
LU-3.2: New development respects Motion: Recommend removal of items # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
Land Use - -3.2: L The second sentence of this proposed policy seems to be in line 2 Mai 146
145 c ity |and furthers the community's rural with encouraging clustering (flexibility in lot sizes without affecting '(‘:U 2 Ma'"""::“ of the °°"";{;‘:"'?' c"a'“'erc ounty's
ommunity |- ge and quality of life. allowed density), which doesn't match the intent of other 2012 Existing Goals and Policies matrix #11 (CP Land Use- Maker: Kevin Smith
- varied communities, rural setting, and character. »
Character The skin of the earth is not disturbed | Proposals: Residential Policy 1) Second: Lisa Adams
! Preserve and enhance the rural character of the Valley CPA.
any more than is absolutely Necessary. | po.pyic Review staff Response: Vote:
Ayes: 4
No Change to Recommendation Noes: 0
Staff would need additional information on the concerns with
removing the policy.
Rural Subdivision Design Guidelines
LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character E):asll)mg Goals & Policies matrix #8 (CP Land Use-General
C and County's
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale: . i A pattern of development that conserves Valley Center's natural
varied communities, rural setting, and character. beauty and resources, and elains Vally Centersrura character. | Subcommitiee Gomment. Rocommend removal. Tt covered under
" Recommend Removal staff recommendation of item 5
POIICY . There are several references to maintaining rural character in the
LU-3.3.1. Support development in Existing CP and 2012 proposals. For i they Public Comment:
Semi-Rural areas of single famil hould b lidated in 1.2 policies. Existing Goals & Policies matrix #13 (CP Land Use-Residential
n t sloperd dg td }; should be consolidated n 1-2 policies i . . ) olicy 1 Motion: Recommend removal of tems # 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 18, 144, 145,
Land Use - omes at slope-dependent densities | 1 not anticipate this policy to h N . | LU-86 Integration of Natural Features into Project Design | Require that permits ignificant | 146
N providing that development is '@ County would not anticipate this policy to have much Impact | Require incorporation of natural features (including mature oaks, | and/or sensitive resources such as undisturbed steep slopes, canyons,
#146 Community N " N " because the direction is unclear (e.g. "consistent with" and 4
consistent with surrounding built b te indigenous trees, and rock formations) into proposed floodplains, ridge tops, and unique scenic views in order reinforce the | Maker: Kevin Smith
Character ! respectful of natural resources and features" will have different | eyelopment and require avoidance of sensitive environmental | rural character of the area through sensitive site design and, where Second: Lisa Adams.
neighborhoods and respectful of i
igl P meanings depending on the reader). resources. appropriate, with open space easements.
natural resources and features that Vote:
characterize these areas, their mesas, | Post-Public Review staff Response: Ayes: 4
Noes: 0
valleys and gentle slopes. No Change to Recommendation Lu69 with
staff "‘,"“"’h"“"l additional information on the concerns with Require development to conform to the natural topography o limit
removing the policy. grading; incorporate and not significantly alter the dominant Rural Subdivislon Design Guidelines
physical characteristics of a site; and to utilize natural drainage | ! SUPAIVISH ign Guideli
and topography in conveying stormwater to the maximum extent
practicable.
Existing Goals & Policies matrix #6 (CP Community Character
Policy 2)
Maintain the existing rural character of Valley Center in future
by prohibiting
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale: Require that site design is consistent with the rural character of the
community. Subcommittee Commer
Recommend Inclusion
Policy There are several references to maintaining rural character in the Public Comment:
. p Existing CP and 2012 proposals. This one refers to preferring
LU-332 Suppon deve!opment n irregularity and diversity as important for development within the Motion: Recommend inclusion
landUse- | Rural designations of single family Rural Lands designated properties. Please reference existing policy ; Existing Goals & Policies matrix #8 (CP Land Use-General
p  bUSi LU-2 Maintenance of the County's Rural Character
#147 c it homes and permitted agri-businesses | (Land Use-Community Character Policy 2), though that policy is not ond of the Countys | G920 Maker: Pam Wiedenkeller
OMMUNIYY | \hen conservation site planning specific to any Regional Category or group of land use designations. " . UnY'S | Development that maintains Valley Center's rural character through | Second: Kevin Smith
Character s th e, i Jarity and varied communities, rural setting, and character. appropriate location and suitable site design.
respects the sca'e, irreguiarity an Post-Public Review Staff Response: Vote:
diversity that characterizes rural Ayes: 4
development. No Change to Recommendation Noes: 0
Staff would need additional information on the concerns with
removing the policy.
Rural Subdivision Design Guidelines
LU-12 Leapfrog Development
Vel
Policy Initial Staff Rec/Rationale: o e
LU-1.3 Prohibit expansion of the -  Fomovator R Neighborhood Development certfcation or an equivelen. For purposes of tis polcy.
Village Boundary and/or sewer T::‘;’;z;tﬂ | ;";‘;‘/e“" :’;ml‘/’;g;hon because there is no | Y1625 o olside stabished vater and sewer service boundaries. Subcommittee Comment: Recommend revision - change language
services until properties within the definition of "built out" and the text in is outdated from "built out” o "developed.” Recommend removal.
established Village boundary are built | now. LU-1.4 Village Expansion
ag Ty A DUt e se General Plan policies LU-1.2 and LU-1.4 related to iloge R Public Comment: Object to language in policies.
out. (Commercial area provided in this o
;"> | Village expansion and LU-14.4 related to sewer service g or on:
) plan already exceeds Valley Center's ot  additions) arencomot Motion: Recommend removal for item #132 and 133.
Land Use - Village|, ° " expansion to determine if additional area-specific constrains, such as topography and flooding Maker: Steve Hutchison
#132 build-out needs by 100%; and Village | circumstances should be addressed for Valley Center. NA :

Boundary

residential units provided in this plan
reflect a 1000% increase over existing
conditions. The community will be ill-
served by expanding Village
boundaries until growth is achieved
where it is already planned.)

Post-Public Review Staff Response:

No Change to Recommendation
Staff would need additional information on the concerns with
removing o revising the policy.

Petwork

other County rsidents

contiguous growth of a Vilage area

LU-14.4 Sower Facilties

be

plamed, developed.

Land Use Map.
Jundaries or extant Urban Limit Lines, whichever is more festictve, excopt

 When necessary for publc heait, safey, or wefare;

= When withn existing sewer district boundaries

Vilage

= Where speciically alowed inthe commuty plan.

Second: Lisa Adams

Vote:
Ayes:4
Noes: 0

Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

11/09/2020




Proposed Valley Center Goals and Policies Subcommittee Recommendations

County Staff Recommendation/
Item Category Type & Text Response/ Related General Plan Goals & Policies. Related Community Plan Goal/Policy or Other Regulation CPU Subcommittee 10/22/2020 Meeting

Post-Public Review Recommendation

LU-1.2 Loaptrog Dovelopment
\nitial Staff Rec/Rationale: oo - ?ubo“c;’mmme‘“ wo.mdmerrl. t:ic_ogmend revision —chlange language
om "built out" to "developed." Recommend removal.
w©
Recommend Removal or Revision o faciios, tomeetthe L Public Cc Obje I i
. s addresses the same issue as 2012 proposed policy LU-1.3, but Public Comment:
Pol This add h 2012 4 policy LU-L.3, but | quivalent. For purpos poly. e ublic Comment: Object to language in policies.
olicy " X is inconsistent with that. Stakeholders should consider the and sewer senvice boundaris. Motion: R " | for ftem #132 and 133
Land Use - Village LU-1.4 Prohibit the establishment of | feedback within that row and the GP policies referenced. Moker Stoo cpetremoval fortom #132 and 133.
#133 Boundary new Village areas in the CPA except in ) s vas e NA Second: Lisa Adams.
the context of a comprehensive Post-Public Review Staff Response: go Expansi
General Plan Update existing or pl Vote:
No Change to Recommendation : Ayes: 4
Staff would need additional information on th ith Noss: 0
removing or revising the policy. network .
ot Gouny rsidents
Contiuots growthof a Viage rea
LU-1.3 Development Patterns
Designate land use designations in patters to create or enhance
communities and preserve surrounding rural lands.
Subcommittee Comment:
" Public Comment:
Policy Initial staff Rec/Rationale: LU-2.3 Development Densities and Lot Sizes
2. Neighborhoods closest to the Assign densities and minimum lot sizes in a manner that is Motion: Recommend removal
i i i ; Recommend Removal Maker: Steve Hutchison
w222 Land Use - Village| Village core include a mix of the This is covered in the General Plan policies referenced. compatible with the character of each unincorporated community. NA e Ko Gt
Densities denser housing. Density decreases as )
it approaches the boundary of Semi- | Post-Public Review staff Response: Vote:
Rural properties along Misty Oak. NA Ayes: 4
LU-2.4 Relationship of Land Uses to Community Character Noes: 0
Ensure that the land uses and densities within any Regional
Category or Land Use Designation depicted on the Land Use
Map reflect the unique issues, character, and development
objectives for a Community Plan area, in addition to the General
Plan Guiding Principles.
LU-9 Distinct Villages and Community Cores
Wel-defined, well-planned, and well-developed community
cores, such as Villages and Town Centers, that contribute to a
community's identity and character.
LU-9.5 Village Uses
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale: Encourage development of district areas within communities. Subcommittee Comment: Recommend inclusion with revision, as
offering residents places to live, work, and shop, and revised by staff.
Goal Recommend Inclusion with Revision neighborhoods that integrate a mix of uses and housing types.
0a Master plans for both Public Comment:
LU-4.1 Two compact and master- staff is recommending the following revision:
Land Use - Village planned “town centers” provide local . et LU-9.6 Town Center Uses 3‘7;'“": eﬁd“m:‘? :’"P"“d revised language
B i i roposed revision: Locate commercial, office, civic, and higher-density residential laker: Steve Hutchison
#176 Development Shoppllng and services, C_en"al . Two compact "town centers" provide local shopping and services, | |and uses in the Town Centers of Villa gﬁ or Rura'\yV\l\a es at NA Second: Pam Wiedenkeller
athering places for public community | central gathering places for publi ity activities, and ! g 9
gather « central gathering places for public community activities, an transportation nodes. Exceptions to this patter may be allowed
activities, and expanded options for ‘expanded options for housing. for established industrial districts and secondary commercial Vote:
housing. districts or corridors. Ayes: 4
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Noes: 0
NA
LU-9.7 Town Center Planning and Design
major
ompatible vih he Urique charactr of  communiy. Roadhays, treetscapes,
lanc
orented. possibi, . o
Communitycenters, and parks in Town Certers an Vilages.
‘Subcommittee Comment: Recommend removal - reluctant to
encourage development to full density allotted. Covered under H-1.2.
Initial Staff Rec/Rationale:
Public Comment:
‘Recommend Inclusion
" lage POlicY The GP policy referenced in this row is similar but calls for achieving| H-1.2 Development Intensity Relative to Permitted Density Motion: Recommend removal
Land Use - Village| N at least 80% of the permitted density on sites designated at 15to | Encourage a development intensity of at least 80 percent of the Maker: Steve Hutchison
#140 | idential Uses | CU-3:1:2 Encourage achievement of |3y, . o/ cre. This policy proposal would cover al Vilage areas. | maximum permitted gross density for sites designated at 15 to 30| N Second: Pam Wiedenkeller
allotted density in Village areas. dwelling units per acre in development projects.
Post-Public Review Staff Response: Vote:
Ayes: 4
NA Noes: 0
Subcommittee Comment: Recommend inclusion to retain two-story limit.
Remove words "community desires". Revise language so the proposed is
two stories with a maximum of three.
Iniial Saff Rec/Rationale: Recommend inclusion with revision:
Recommend Removal
Proposed revision:
While most of 35‘ d"“ ‘” i des "v.llzge devev\‘eb‘)mem is encouraged to be two-stories and no more than
' and two stori three stories including special features such as bell and clock towers, and
oot " tor Major y steeples.”
allow an additional story. These would go to the CPG for review and
. Policy require staff making findings of community character compatibility and Public Comment: Suggest a cap of three stories to accommodate density.
Zoning L harmony with the scale and bulk of dwellings on adjacent properties in Agree with Subcommittee comments. Address each project on its own
Development 9. Limit village development to tWo- | the same zone (see zoning Ordinance sections 4610 - 4622). Prohibiting a merit with individual developerlproject.
w200 | OO stories except for special features that | third story under these special circumstances would it creative NA Zoning Ordinance
esignators - i i solutions to achieving density within Villages, where the exterior may Motion: Recommend inclusion with revision:
Villages the community desires, such as bell match the scale and bulk of most two-story structures. Such projects
and clock towers, and church steeples | itnin vilages would iso have to comply with the Design Guidelines. Proposed revision:
Finally, phr like "special b ires” could "Village development is encouraged to be two-stories and no more than
lead to confusion and differing opinions on application of this policy. ‘;::ZS:"ES including special features such as bell and clock towers, and
Post-Public Review Staff Response Maker: Steve Hutchison
‘Secon ith
NA Vote:
Ayes: 4
Noes: 0
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