[image: CITYLOG1]
[image: S:\Community Development\Planning & Development\Comprehensive Planning\Regional Plan\Regional Plan 2012\0. Project Planning\LOGO\FRP_logo_091708.jpg]
Flagstaff Regional Plan – Development Scenario Working Group
MEETING NOTES
February 1, 2012 – 4 to 5 p.m.
City Hall, Staff Conference Room

Attendees:  Paul Babbitt, Don Walters, Judy Louks, Jerome Naleski, Julie Lied,  Betsy McKellar, Tish Bogan-Ozmun, Rick Miller, Jim Cronk, Bob Caravona, David Wessel, Kimberly Sharp, Darrel Barker, Kate Morely

Meeting Notes

1) Shared ARS 9-461.13. Prohibited urban growth management requirements (language from ARS in italics below):
A. There shall not be a state mandate that a city, charter city, town or county:
1) Adopt by ordinance or otherwise any “growth management” plan
2) Establish or recognize, formally or informally, urban growth boundaries, that effectively prevent new urban development and extension of public services outside those boundaries
3) Apply or attempt to apply urban growth management restriction or boundaries to lands owned or held in trust by this state, unless specifically authorized by act of the legislature
B. How does Flagstaff handle this? 
1)  Be clear on necessary conservation areas for scientifically and culturally important reasons, and the legal and financial tools to accomplish this.
2) Focus smart growth where it makes sense – incentivize what is desired vs. prohibit what is not desired (as Arizona law does not allow).
3) Can focused growth areas be phased, especially in relation to budgets and bond projects?  
4) Can future growth potential be conveyed in relation to water availability? Yes 
C. MAPS – compared three types:
1) Existing RP Land-use plan; Sector Plan; Area Type Plan.  See attached handouts.
2) The public expects and desires to use a land use map – needs to be general, not overly-constraining, yet clear on intention and illustrative of policies, including relationship of development to highly valued conservation lands
3) A discussion of pros & cons:
4) Want the maps to convey:
1. Growth areas ► where the community grows / where is doesn’t grow
a) There are certain layers which lend themselves to “economic layers” on a map
2. Form / Type ► urban, suburban and rural 
3. Special districts ► such as NAU, Lowell Observatory, etc.
4. Activity Centers ► nodes of increased density, walkable, transit options
5) Use more than one map to convey all information?  Discussion of existing RLUTP’s 23 maps and problems associated with them.  Could they be reduced in number and to what is relevant?
6) Need a dynamic map, one that is flexible with uncertain future conditions.  
7) Based upon land use density analysis, the region currently do not have any truly ‘urban areas’ – we are predicting an area that lends itself to become urban.
8) Maps and plans illustrate where it is acceptable to grow based upon research and data; locate appropriate areas for higher densities, and then support this with planned infrastructure that meets the needs of that desired density.
9) Current process (RP amendment / zoning code change) is extremely long, redundant of submittal requirements and review processes, causing potential economic development opportunities to be lost.  A more GENERAL land use map means less Regional Plan amendments, or none. If one wanted to try to develop/change an Open Space, it would be a Major amendment.  Zoning code change and site plan approval alone is more palatable. However, major changes should involve significant public awareness and debate.
10) Need to put form to community desires.
11) Does the transportation system, utilities and the land (topography) lend itself to lower or higher densities?
12) The ‘easy build’ has been built.  How do we now deal with the not easy to build and the redevelopment?  Important for us to understand the difficulty of these two pieces and focuses our efforts to meet this challenge.  Where infrastructure cost is best spent?
13) Aesthetics?  Who wants industrial at the entrance to their community?    Be clear on ‘Industrial’ or ‘Business Park’ or ‘commercial’.
14) Definitions:
1. CLD – Cluster land development
2. RCD – Regional Center development
3. TOD – Transit-oriented development
4. TND – Traditional neighborhood development

Adjourned

Next Meeting: February 15, 2012 
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