Planning and Zoning Commission
Monday, December 13, 2021
5:30 PM
Library Auditorium
7401 E. Skoog Blvd.

----- Minutes ----I. Call to Order
Chairperson Zurcher called the December 13, 2021, public meeting of the Planning and Zoning
Commission to order at 5:30 p.m.
II. Invocation
Invocation given by Commissioner Gary Roberts.
III. Pledge of Allegiance
IV. Attendance
Chairperson Zurcher asked for roll call attendance to be taken. Members present: Chairperson
Zurcher, Vice-Chairperson Renken, Commissioner Rutherford, Commissioner Griffis,
Commissioner Roberts, Commissioner Laney, and Commissioner King. Staff Present: Fernando
Gonzalez, Development Services Director, Wayne Balmer, Interim General Plan Consultant and
Kristi Jones, Administrative Support II.
V. Approval of Minutes
Chairperson Zurcher asked if the Commission had amendments to the minutes from the November 4,
2021, Work-Study Joint-Session. No revisions were submitted; thus, Chairperson Zurcher called for a
motion to approve the minutes. Commissioner Griffis made the MOTION, seconded by Commissioner
Roberts to approve the minutes from the November 4, 2021, Planning Commission Work-Study JointSession.
MOTION carried unanimously by voice call vote as follows: Chairperson Zurcher YES, ViceChairperson Renken YES, Commissioner Roberts YES, Commissioner Griffis YES, Commissioner
King YES, Commissioner Rutherford YES and Commissioner Laney YES.
MOTION carried with 7 ayes and 0 nays.
Chairperson Zurcher asked if the Commission had amendments to the minutes from the November 8,
2021, regular meeting. No revisions were submitted; thus, Chairperson Zurcher called for a motion to
approve the minutes. Commissioner Laney made the MOTION, seconded by Commissioner Griffis to
approve the minutes from the November 8, 2021, Planning Commission regular meeting.
MOTION carried unanimously by voice call vote as follows: Chairperson Zurcher YES, ViceChairperson Renken YES, Commissioner Roberts YES, Commissioner Griffis YES, Commissioner
King YES, Commissioner Rutherford YES and Commissioner Laney YES.
MOTION carried with 7 ayes and 0 nays.
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VI. Announcements
Commissioner King wanted to address the issues going on between Central Arizona Fire and
Medical Authority (CAFMA) and ambulance response times. Commissioner King stated that there
is valuable information at www.cazfire.org regarding the response issue including the definition
of Level Zero, actual dispatch audio recordings, FAQ page as well as information as to how to get
involved. She noted that Governor Ducey is the only person that can grant CAFMA a Certificate
of Necessity.
VII. Public Hearing Items
1. GPA21-001. Discussion, consideration, and possible action regarding the December 13,
2021, draft of the proposed Town of Prescott Valley General Plan 2035.
Wayne Balmer, Interim General Plan Consultant, provided background information on the process
of updating the General Plan as well as the updated timeline.
• If approved, the 60-day agency review would begin December 20, 2021
• Additional outreach meetings would be scheduled for January and February 2022
• The 60-day agency review period would end on February 25, 2022
• Two public hearings before the Planning Commission at the regularly scheduled meetings
in March and April 2022
• Town Council public hearing and action – no later than June 23, 2022
• ARS 9-461(M) 120-day deadline – July 11, 2022
• Proposed election date – November 8, 2022
Mr. Balmer explained the goals of the updated plan included making it shorter, easier to read, add
more pictures and graphics, focus on existing goals as well as proposing new additional goals
while retaining the existing principles and policies.
Mr. Balmer discussed the changes that had been made based on feedback from the Commission
and Town Council.
• Additional text editing for uniformity, style, and syntax
• Updated the Town Vision Statement
• Chapters 13 and 14 moved to become 2 and 3
• Added websites for more information on water
• Added references to State land ownership on PADs
• Additional map in Land Use Element depicting State land
• Updated Land Use Map
• Enlarged maps where possible
• Updated Circulation Map to show planned streets and more street names
• Updated typical street sections
• Additional information on public transit
• Updated Schools map names and locations
• Included Arts in Parks & Recreation Element
• Added information on Tree City and memorial tree programs
• Added information on volunteer programs
• Added Appendix for Citizen Survey results
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Mr. Balmer discussed the 20-question survey along with the results to date. He also gave a synopsis
of the Top 5 survey results. Mr. Balmer noted that the water and traffic are the two most
reoccurring themes. He reported that the Town Council has hired a consultant firm to work with
focus groups in the spring to help explain the water situation. Mr. Balmer’s entire presentation is
attached at the end of the minutes.
Mr. Balmer discussed the new goals that are proposed.
• Community design and appearance – image and streetscapes
• Environmental awareness/green building construction/water conservation programs
• More attractive building design and construction
• Attractive and varied housing choices
• Compatibility between adjacent residential and non-residential uses
• Support efforts to prevent housing discrimination
• Update Town development regulations to implement the goals and policies of the Plan
• Street maintenance and level of service
• Establish Reinvestment Areas and focus on upgrading the appearance of SR 69
Mr. Balmer mentioned water conservation and the proposal of increasing the existing “Water Use
It Wisely” program and to encourage the use of landscaping that is indigenous to our area.
Mr. Balmer displayed a master circulation plan and emphasized future arterial roads that will help
alleviate traffic congestion as the community grows. He also discussed a land use map as well as
a State Trust Land map.
In conclusion, Mr. Balmer reiterated the timeline if the Commission votes to move forward with
the proposed timeline for the draft General Plan 2035.
Chairperson Zurcher thanked Mr. Balmer and Town Staff for all their hard work getting the update
ready in time to meet the deadlines.
Chairperson Zurcher opened the item to questions or comments from the Commission.
Commissioner Griffis asked how many reviewing agencies are included in the 60-day review
process.
Mr. Balmer replied “twenty-two.”
Commissioner Griffis asked if they are all given the complete draft book.
Mr. Balmer confirmed that they are given a complete book.
Commissioner Griffis inquired as to the timeline for the reviewing agencies to provide feedback.
Mr. Balmer stated that normally the deadline is 60 days; however, due to the holidays, the deadline
has been extended to February 25, 2022.
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Commissioner Griffis asked for a few examples of the reviewing agencies.
Mr. Balmer reported that the surrounding municipalities, Northern Arizona Council of
Government (NACOG), State of Arizona, the State Land Department, the Bureau of Land
Management, Arizona Department of Water Resources (ADWR), local schools and colleges are a
few of the reviewing agencies. He noted that anyone that may have an interest in the community
has been included on the list.
Commissioner Griffis asked if they receive a personalized letter along with the book.
Mr. Balmer stated that a letter signed by Mr. Gonzalez will be mailed out with the book.
Commissioner Griffis asked if all the departments within the Town will get a copy as well as
CAFMA.
Mr. Balmer indicated that every department within the Town will receive a copy as well as
CAFMA and Central Yavapai Metropolitan Planning Organization (CYMPO.)
Commissioner Griffis commented that it would have been nice to have a question pertaining to
age groups as part of the survey and she was pleased that so many citizens participated.
Mr. Balmer noted that a new survey could be created in the spring if needed and it would be easy
to add an age group question.
Commissioner Roberts asked if the local Homeowners’ Associations (HOA) are included in the
review process.
Mr. Balmer stated that they were not included at this time as he didn’t have contact information
for them; however, he could add them to the listing.
Commissioner Rutherford shared that she is happy to see a focus on PR regarding water resources
as a lot of comments received and in the media are due to lack of knowledge on the subject. Many
citizens don’t understand that the State (Arizona Department of Water Resources) administers
water rights. She gave an example that the Jasper Subdivision can’t be told to lower their density
as that is out of the Commission’s hands. Commissioner Rutherford noted that she is pleased with
the overall balance of the draft.
Mr. Balmer confirmed that the Town must lawfully operate its water system under the State
guidelines.
Commissioner King thanked Mr. Balmer for adding the links for the water resource and
conservation information. Commissioner King asked if the water agencies are included as part of
the reviewing process.
Mr. Balmer replied “yes.”
Vice-Chairperson Renken commented that he is interested in how long the citizens that
participated in the survey have lived in Prescott Valley noting that the perspective would be
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different for new citizens versus the citizens that have lived here for a long period of time. ViceChairperson Renken encouraged citizens to participate in some of the Town’s programs such as
the Citizens’ Academy. Commissioner Rutherford mentioned that she would like to see more PR
on the Citizens’ Academy.
Mr. Balmer noted that Citizen Participation Programs are listed in the draft.
Chairperson Zurcher mentioned that the APS maps located on pages 47 and 48 are dated February
2006 and wondered if APS had more recent maps.
Mr. Balmer stated that they were told the 2006 maps are the most recent ones.
Chairperson Zurcher mentioned that there have been federal changes regarding wireless
telecommunication and suggested updates to the Town Code as well as the General Plan to reflect
the federal changes.
Chairperson Zurcher recommended adding verbiage pertaining to State Trust Land noting that
that State Trust Land can be sold and developed with the proceeds of the sale going towards
education. It is a lengthy process, but it can be done.
Mr. Balmer indicated that it could possibly be added to page 61.
Chairperson Zurcher asked when the Town would receive the 2020 Census results as they aren’t
included in the draft.
Mr. Balmer stated that the Town hasn’t received the data from the 2020 Census, and he hopes the
data will be received by spring.
Chairperson Zurcher mentioned that the median cost of homes is from 2020 which is outdated.
Mr. Balmer indicated that hopefully the 2021 median costs would be available by spring of 2022
when the draft is back before the Commission as a final version.
Chairperson Zurcher suggested that Summit Trail should be mentioned within the Parks element.
He also noticed that within the private recreational facilities, Prescott Golf & Country Club is
mentioned; however, their name is now Prescott Golf Club, and it is within the Town limits of
Prescott Valley; not Dewey. Chairperson Zurcher also recommended that Quailwood Greens Golf
Course, which is also within the Town limits.
Chairperson Zurcher stated that he agrees with Commissioner Rutherford regarding the need for
more PR regarding water resources and emphasized that water rights cannot be discussed when
considering development.
Mr. Balmer announced that his contract ends Friday, December 17th; therefore, this would be his
last meeting with the Commission. He thanked them for their help and feedback putting the update
together. Mr. Balmer also thanked Joe Scott for all his hard work with the General Plan update
noting it wouldn’t have come to fruition without Joe’s collaboration.
5

Chairperson Zurcher opened the item to questions or comments from the public.
There was no public comment; therefore, Chairperson Zurcher closed public comment and brought
the item back to the Commission for comments or a motion.
Action GPA21-001
Commissioner Roberts moved to recommend to Town Staff and the Town Council that the
next steps in the Public Participation Plan timeline be taken for consideration of the draft
Prescott Valley General Plan 2035 with the suggestions provided by the Commission.
Vice-Chairperson Renken seconded the motion.
MOTION unanimously by roll call vote as follows: Chairperson Zurcher YES, Vice-Chairperson
Renken YES, Commissioner Roberts YES, Commissioner Rutherford YES, Commissioner King
YES, Commissioner Griffis YES and Commissioner Laney YES.
MOTION carried with 7 ayes and 0 nays.
2. ZMC21-005. Upon the application of Victory Development and Bowman Consulting, a request
for a Zoning Map Change (ZMC21-005) from COMMERCIAL; NEIGHBORHOOD SALES
AND SERVICES (C2-PAD) to COMMERCIAL; MINOR INDUSTRIAL (C3-PAD) on a 1.95acre parcel located at the northwest corner of Eastridge Drive and Truwood Drive, Prescott Valley,
Arizona, APN# 103-05-933A.
3. PDP21-010. (Action Item) Upon the application of Victory Development and Bowman
Consulting, a request for a Preliminary Development Plan for a proposed new 16,100 sq. ft. auto
body and paint shop with associated parking on approximately 1.95 acres, to be located at the
northwest corner of Eastridge Drive and Truwood Drive, Prescott Valley, AZ. APN# 103-05933A.
Chairperson Zurcher read the applications into record and stated that the Zoning Map Change
(ZMC21-005) and the Preliminary Development Plan (PDP21-010) would be presented together,
however, they require separate motions.
Fernando Gonzalez, Development Services Director, stated that the request for ZMC21-005 is for
a 1.95 gross acre parcel located at the northwest corner of Eastridge Drive and Truwood Drive
within the Eastridge Business Park. He displayed a visual vicinity map of the proposed parcel.
Mr. Gonzalez noted that the applicant held neighborhood meeting and there hasn’t been any formal
support or opposition for the proposed project.
Mr. Gonzalez reported that various Town Council actions to develop the area now known as
Eastridge began in 1988. Today, Eastridge has several retail, office, and commercial businesses
that include (but are not limited to) Tractor Supply Co., Autoworks, Canyon Physical Therapy,
and Little Dealer Little Prices.
Mr. Gonzalez stated that this application is accompanied by a subsequent application, Preliminary
Development Plan PDP21-010.
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Mr. Gonzalez indicated that Town Staff finds that the requested change adheres to the Town of
Prescott Valley General Plan 2025 if application ZMC21-005 is approved by the Town Council.
Mr. Gonzalez displayed more visual maps including the existing and proposed zoning of the area,
the preliminary site plan, landscape plan, photometric plan, and the building elevations.
In closing, Mr. Gonzalez stated that Town Staff recommends the Commission move to approve
ZMC21-005 as submitted with conditions and forward to the Town Council for approval.
1. Approval by the Town Council of a Final Development Plan in accordance with Town
Code Article 13-19 consistent with the Preliminary Development Plan (PDP21-010.)
2. All development shall be in conformance with all Town Code Requirements, including
screening and lighting requirements of Articles 13-26 and 13-26a.
Mr. Gonzalez stated that Staff also recommends the Commission make a motion to approve
PDP21-010 as submitted with conditions.
1. Approval by the Town Council of a Final Development Plan in accordance with Town
Code Article 13-19 consistent with the Preliminary Development Plan.
2. All development shall be in conformance with all Town Code Requirements, including
screening and lighting requirements of Articles 13-26 and 13-26a including all exterior
lighting fixtures shall be fully recessed or shielded.
Chairperson Zurcher opened the item to questions or comments from the Commission.
Commissioner Rutherford recused herself due to a potential conflict of interest.
Commissioner Griffis asked for clarification regarding condition #2 as Articles 13-26 and 13-26a
are extensive and suggested having precise conditions whereas the applicant would be clear as to
the expectations.
Mr. Gonzalez reported that the site development standards under Article 13-26 relates to parking,
screening, landscaping as well as screening of mechanical equipment and 13-26a relates
specifically to the Town’s dark sky ordinance.
Commissioner Griffis noted that there are different variations of screening and wanted to ensure
the applicant knows which type of screening they need to adhere to.
Mr. Gonzalez stated that screening is only required for items that would be stored openly. He noted
that he had already spoken with the applicant and there will be an area that will be screened 100%
where cars will be stored. Mr. Gonzalez explained that any mechanical equipment needs to be
screened to the height of the equipment which is also noted as part of their building process on
their plans. Screening for the refuse collection area will also be reviewed as part of their building
submittal plans.
Commissioner Griffis inquired about the disposal requirements for paint and how it effects our
sewer system.
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Mr. Gonzalez indicated that the applicant could answer that question.
Commissioner Laney commented that the zoning change seems like a major change from Planned
Sales and Services to Industrial and wondered how it is compatible.
Mr. Gonzalez reported that this specific site is a higher density General Sales and Service area. He
noted that C1 is a neighborhood service; C2 is a higher separation and C3 is minor industrial; not
major industrial. Mr. Gonzalez explained that the use is specific to the PDP submittal; it could not
be used for any other industrial type of use.
Commissioner Laney asked why it needed to be developed at this specific location when there are
more than likely other locations that are already zoned C3.
Mr. Gonzalez indicated that the applicant could answer that question.
Chairperson Zurcher mentioned that AutoWorks is located next door and they are C3, and they do
store vehicles that are currently being worked on.
Mr. Gonzalez noted that AutoWorks is required to have the same screening as the applicant.
There were no further questions of Staff; therefore, Chairperson Zurcher invited the applicant to
address the Commission.
Nathan Larson of Bowman Consulting and Tim Kraftson of Victory Development addressed the
Commission. Mr. Larson stated that as cars come in for repairs, they are stored behind the 100%
screening and parts are completely stored in another area. He noted that 90% are driven in; not
towed in.
Mr. Kraftson stated that the paint system used by Caliber Collision is state-of-the-art, industryleading paint filtration system. He noted that Caliber Collision has over 1,400 locations across the
country, and they do things the right way. Mr. Kraftson explained that it is an air intake filtration
system that filters the paint through a complex system and vents it out the top of the building. No
paint will be entering the sewer system.
Commissioner Griffis asked if they are venting VOC’s (volatile organic compounds) into the air.
Mr. Kraftson stated that the filtration systems are used across the country and even the State of
California approves of it.
Commissioner Griffis asked why Caliber Collision wants to open in Prescott Valley.
Mr. Kraftson noted that it is driven by insurance companies and where there is a demand for quality
auto repair shops.
Commissioner Griffis inquired about the neighborhood outreach meeting and asked if anyone
attended.
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Mr. Larson stated that no one attended the meeting, and one neighbor couldn’t find the location of
the meeting (which was held in the Crystal Room in the library), and they met with the neighbor
one-on-one, and they expressed general support of the proposed project.
Mr. Gonzalez indicated that someone from Little Dealer Little Prices showed up at the wrong
meeting; however, he expressed his support of the project.
Commissioner Griffis asked if they have already purchased the lot.
Mr. Kraftson stated that they have not purchased the property; they wanted to wait until they had
the necessary approvals to move forward with the project.
Vice-Chairperson Renken explained that the biggest concern is the visibility of the screening off
SR-69 needs to be a positive addition to the community.
Mr. Larson stated that the screening is only on the south and east side of the property; the north
side is open and will show the façade of the building, which is a very attractive building. He noted
that there will be screening(fencing) as well as landscaping in front of the fencing.
Commissioner Roberts asked how many feet of landscaping will be placed in front of the screened
area.
Mr. Larson reported that it varies from 15 ft to 72 ft depending on which section of the site plan.
Commissioner Laney asked the applicant if they had any photos of other locations that they could
view.
Commissioner Griffis asked if their landscape architects are familiar with the types of plants that
will flourish in our area.
Mr. Larson indicated that their landscape architects are from the Phoenix area, and they have done
a lot of projects in Northern Arizona and are knowledgeable with the proper types of vegetation
for our area. He noted that both of their landscape architects went to college in Arizona.
Mr. Larson displayed a picture of their development in Litchfield Park. He noted that Litchfield
Park required a block wall; however, they plan to use a chain-link fence with slats to provide the
proper screening for the proposed project.
Commissioner Griffis asked if they would be doing the chain-link with slats or a block wall.
Mr. Kraftson reiterated that the proposed project will have chain-link with slats and there will be
landscaping in front of the fencing.
Commissioner Griffis asked if they’d consider something other than the chain-link with slats.
Chairperson Zurcher suggested image vinyl and emphasized the concerns about visibility off
SR69.
Mr. Kraftson stated they would be open to vinyl as they have used white vinyl on other projects.
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Commissioner Griffis asked how many people will Caliber employ.
Mr. Kraftson indicated approximately 15 full-time employees.
Commissioner King commented that it will be nice to partner with them to bring something to our
community that looks nice as it means a lot to our community. She noted that she thinks the project
is a great addition.
Chairperson Zurcher suggested that they add more landscaping along the SR69 corridor as
opposed to along Truwood Drive.
Mr. Kraftson stated that they are happy to add more landscaping.
Commissioner Griffis suggested that the Commission add verbiage to the conditions specifying
the type of fencing will be allowed.
Mr. Gonzalez noted that the Commission could just add the word “opaque” as opposed to
stipulating a specific type of fencing.
There was no public comment; therefore, Chairperson Zurcher closed public comment and brought
the item back to the Commission for comments or a motion.
Action ZMC21-005
Vice-Chairperson Renken moved to approve ZMC21-005 as submitted with two (2)
conditions and forward to the Town Council for approval.
1. Approval by the Town Council of a Final Development Plan in accordance with
Town Code Article 13-19 consistent with the Preliminary Development Plan
(PDP21-010.)
2. All development shall be in conformance with all Town Code Requirements, including
screening and lighting requirements of Articles 13-26 and 13-26a.
Commissioner Roberts seconded the motion.
MOTION carried 6:0 by roll call vote as follows: Chairperson Zurcher YES, Vice-Chairperson
Renken YES, Commissioner Griffis YES, Commissioner Laney YES, Commissioner Rutherford
ABSTAIN (recused), Commissioner King YES and Commissioner Roberts YES.
MOTION carried with 6 ayes and 1 abstain.
Action PDP21-010
Commissioner Griffis moved to approve PDP21-010 as submitted with two (2) conditions
and forward to the Town Council for approval.
1. Approval by the Town Council of a Final Development Plan (FDP) as required by
Town Code Article 13-19 consistent with the Preliminary Development Plan
(PDP21-010.)
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PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION MEETING – DECEMBER 13, 2021
PRESENTED BY: W AYNE BALMER

Some
Background
• Cities and towns in Arizona
are required to have a
General Plan, and update it
every 10 years
• Prescott Valley ratified its
current General Plan in
2013
• Updated General Plan to
be on the Ballot in
November 2022
• State has established the
process to update General
Plans

General Plan
Update Process

Activity

Potential Schedule

Presentation of the draft General Plan 2035 December 13, 2021, 5:30 p.m.
to the Planning and Zoning Commission in a Town of Prescott Valley
public hearing and possible action
Auditorium

Library

Sixty (60) Day Agency Review Begins

December 20, 2021

Outreach Meetings as Needed

January 2022 - February 2022 (Dates TBD)

Sixty (60) Day Agency Review Ends

February 25, 2022 (Extra days provided to
accommodate a holiday work schedule)

Planning & Zoning Commission Hearing No.1

March 14, 2022

Planning & Zoning Commission Hearing No. 2

April 11, 2022

Town Council Public Hearing and Action

June 23, 2022 (no later than)

ARS 9-461(M) 120-day deadline

July 11, 2022

Possible Election Date

November 8, 2022

Goals of New
Plan
• Shorter
• Easier to read
• More pictures
• More graphics
• Focused on goals
• Retains existing Principles,
Goals and Policies
• Propose additional goals
for consideration

CONTENT 2

Changes in Updated Draft
• Additional text editing for uniformity, style and
syntax

•Updated Circulation Map to show planned
streets and more street names

• Updated the Town Vision Statement

• Updated typical street sections

• Chapters 13 and 14 moved to become 2 and 3 • Additional information on public transit
• Added websites for more information on water

•Updated Schools map names and locations

• Added references to State land ownership on
PADs

• Included Arts in Parks & Recreation Element

• Additional map in Land Use Element showing
State land
• Updated Land Use Map
• Enlarged maps where possible

• Added information on Tree City and memorial
tree programs

• Added information on volunteer programs
• Added Appendix for Citizen Survey results

“20 Questions” Survey Results
▪September to December 494
responses

▪Clear patterns emerged
▪Incorporated responses into the
proposed General Plan Goals and
Policies to address issues of
interest/concern
▪Will keep the survey on the website
into the spring

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

“20 Questions” Survey

Top 5 Things 354 Responses on December 7, 2021 - 71 Selected for review

Top 5 things like best

Top 5 things like to change

Friendly
✓Family
town feel
✓Small
seasons
✓Four
area
✓Surrounding
space
✓Open
✓Granville/Viewpoint
Center
✓Event
Park
✓Fain
✓Healthcare
✓Library/civic center

sidewalks
✓More
trails/bike paths/bike lanes
✓More
culverts
✓Fewer
growth
✓Balanced
traffic congestion
✓Reduced
diversity
✓More
“we” less “me”
✓More
on north side
✓Grocery
programs for kids
✓More
✓Thoughtful design

Prescott Valley in 3 Words – Right Now
Right Now – Positive
✓Friendly
✓Caring
✓Convenient
✓Business friendly
✓Retiree
✓Growing
✓Thriving
✓Peaceful
✓Safe
✓Right sized

Right Now – Not so much
✓Sprawling
✓Growing too fast
✓Deteriorating
✓Poorly planned
✓Developer-driven
✓Overwhelmed
✓Struggling
✓Haphazard
✓Prescott envy
✓Bipolar

Prescott Valley in 3 Words - 10 Years from Now
✓Friendly
✓Diverse
✓Maintained
✓Sustainable
✓Welcoming
✓Opportunity
✓Forward thinking
✓Hiking trails
✓Green
✓More fairs/festivals

✓Progressive
✓Vibrant
✓One-of-a-kind
✓Inclusive
✓Livable
✓Younger
✓Positive
✓Amazing
✓Delightful
✓Well-financed

Proposed New Goals and Policies
• Community design and appearance – image and streetscapes

• Environmental awareness/green building construction/water conservation programs
• More attractive building design and construction
• Attractive and varied housing choices

• Compatibility between adjacent residential and non-residential uses
• Support efforts to prevent housing discrimination
• Update Town development regulations to implement the goals and policies of the
Plan
• Street maintenance and level of service
• Establish Reinvestment Areas and focus on upgrading the appearance of SR 69

Water Conservation

State Land

Next Steps
• Discussion / feedback on updated draft Plan tonight

• Planning Commission requested to approve submitting new draft to Reviewing Agencies
• Draft sent to Reviewing Agencies
• Public meetings in spring as needed
• Planning Commission meetings in March and April 2022
• Council action in May or June 2022

• General Plan placed on the ballot
• Ratification election in November 2022

Thank You!
Questions?

