Lompoc City Council/

Planning

Joint Meeting Date: March 13, 2008

Commission Agenda ltem

CALIFORNIA

TO: Gary P. Keefe, City Administrator CITY OF ARTS &
Arleen T. Pelster, AICP
Community Development Director

FROM: Richard Daulton, Rincon Consultants
Lucille T. Breese, AICP, Planning Manager
| breese@ci.lompoc.ca.us

SUBJECT: Joint Council/Commission Meeting -- to review the draft vision document
and General Plan Phase 1 element goals to inform residents and solicit
feedback and comments. Issues associated with the current General
Plan will be reviewed.

RECOMMENDATION:

It is recomme

nded that the City Council take the following actions:

1) Take public input, discuss material presented with Planning Commission,

Cco

nsultant, and staff; and

2) Provide direction to the consultant and staff regarding General Plan Update
Land Use Alternatives to be developed and next steps in process.

Background:

Oct 16, 2007:

Nov 28/29, 2007:

Council awarded the contract for the General Plan Update to
Rincon Consultants.

Stakeholder meetings to discuss community concerns with existing
General Plan and ideas for inclusion in Update.

Dec 12, 2007: Neighborhood meeting held at La Purisima Church to take input on
land use alternatives for the southside of Lompoc.
Jan 12, 2008: Initial Public Workshop (held Saturday morning at City Hall) to

introduce the consultant team working on the project and the
steps proposed to complete the General Plan Update.

Attendance: Total of 32 - 27 City residents
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Jan 29, 2008: Public Education Workshop to discuss existing traffic and

circulation issues in the area and potential repercussions of future
growth on the City’s transportation network.

Attendance: Total of 35 — 25 City residents

Feb 12, 2008: Public Education Workshop to present housing issues and

constraints that face the City. State standards and mandates
relative to the provisions of adequate housing sites and
supporting policies will be described.

Attendance: Total of 31 — 25 City residents

Feb 26, 2008: Public Education Workshop to discuss issues associated with

potential annexation areas including infrastructure concerns and
potential environmental and land use constraints.

Attendance: Total of 31 — 27 City residents

Discussion:

The consultant and City staff seek guidance as to which potential infill development
areas, annexation/expansion areas, and components of the existing General Plan
Vision Statement should be carried forth for consideration in developing land use
scenarios for consideration at a future hearing. Potential infill areas, annexation areas,
and Vision Statement components are described in Attachment 1.

Considerations in selecting infill and/or annexation areas for further evaluation may
include the following:

The City’'s need to accommodate adequate housing sites in accordance with
State housing mandates;

A need to increase the tax base and/or demand for existing or future commercial
and industrial goods and services;

Local control of land use patterns currently outside City Limits;
Protection of agricultural and/or other environmental resources and open space;

Creation of efficient land use patterns that optimize public service and
infrastructure costs.

Next Steps:



Joint City Council/ Planning Commission Staff Report Page 3 0of 3
GP 07-04 — General Plan Update March 13, 2008

Consultant prepares land use alternatives scenarios and evaluates each scenario with
respect to buildout and general environmental constraints. At a future hearing, each
scenario will be presented, and guidance will be sought as to which scenario should
proceed as the “preferred” land use scenario. This preferred scenario will be the
combination of land use changes around which the General Plan’s goals, policies, and
implementation measures are refined. In addition, the preferred land use scenario will
be the “project” evaluated in the General Plan Environmental Impact Report. The other
land use scenarios which are not selected as the preferred scenario will be the project
“alternatives” evaluated in the Environmental Impact Report. It should be noted that
even though one land use scenario is selected as preferred for evaluation in the
Environmental Impact Report, other scenarios can still ultimately be selected as the
adopted General Plan Update land use mix, once decision-makers have the benefit of
reviewing the environmental analysis and General Plan policy framework.

Lucille T. Breese, AICP, Planning Manager

Attachments:
1. Options Checklist

APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

Arleen T. Pelster, AICP, Community Development Director

APPROVED FOR SUBMITTAL TO THE CITY COUNCIL:

Gary P. Keefe, City Administrator
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Staff Report

Attachment

Options Checklist

Which of the following potential Infill and/or Annexation Areas do you
support studying further in the General Plan Update (see attached figures)?

Infill or Annexation Area

| Consider | Eliminate

Infill Areas

Infill Area 1: 8 block area east of N Street, west of J
Street, south of Walnut Avenue, North of
Cypress Street

Infill Area 2: 4 block area around intersection of H
Street/Ocean Avenue

Infill Area 3: 4 block area around intersection of H
Street/Chestnut Avenue

Infill Area 4 8 block area around intersection of H
Street/Pine Avenue, south of North
Avenue, north of College Avenue

Infill Area 5: Area around intersection of H

Street/Central Avenue

Annexation Areas

Annexation Area A:

Bailey Avenue Specific Plan

Annexation Area B:

Remaining Area West of River, Including
Drive-in Parcel, River Bend Park, and
River Park

Annexation Area C:

Area North of River, South of La
Purisima Road, West of H Street , East
of Rucker Road

Annexation Area D:

Area East of River, West of SR 246,
South of La Purisima Road

Annexation Area E:

10-Acre Rushing/Seaman Parcel West of
Sweeney Road

Annexation Area F:

Miguelito Canyon Area South of City

Annexation Area G:

10-Acre Wye Commercial Parcel at
Northeast Quadrant of Harris Grade
Road/La Purisima Road

Annexation Area H:

PXP Site North of City




Which of the following components/clauses of the current General Plan
Vision Statement do you support retaining in the General Plan Update?

Vision Statement Component

Retain

Eliminate

Lompoc is committed to protecting the unique and positive
existing aspects of the community for future generations while
accepting the challenges associated with seeking improvement
in areas of current concern.

Lompoc's vision is of an economically prosperous,

compact urban place

nestled among natural hillsides with undisturbed ridgelines,

adjacent to wide expanses of fertile agricultural land,

and straddling the biologically-rich Santa Ynez River.

The community will continue to protect its rural setting by
promoting sustainable use of resources.

The city will also continue to be a safe, healthy, attractive,
socially-inviting, and affordable place in which to live, work,
gather, and play.

The city will be composed of a vibrant downtown, varied
commercial and industrial opportunities, plentiful parks and
recreational amenities, and comfortable neighborhoods.

The community will maintain an integrated transportation
network which facilitates safe and efficient auto, bus, bicycle,
air, rail, and pedestrian travel.

The city's public services will continue to be reliable,
convenient, and cost-effective.

Equal opportunity and the maximization of human potential for
all racial, ethnic, and economic segments will continue to be
supported.

The city's quality of life will continue to be closely guarded by
residents mindful of a rich past and enthusiastic about a
promising future.
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