PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO VENICE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

For consideration at the November 28, 2017 Adoption Hearing

1) Neighborhood Compatibility
EXPLANATION:
These changes do the following:

¢ Eliminate the mandate that a policy similar to new LU 1.2.8, now for Comp Plan amendments, be
applied also to rezonings, site plans and other land use changes in the LDR’s. That creates the
potential that the stronger policies which are being carried over as Transitional may be instead
added to the LDR’s. This is a significant compromise to actually carrying forward those existing
policies as part of the Update.

e “Ensure” compatibility with existing neighborhoods, comparable to present Policy 8.2, rather than
merely — and weakly — providing that an application for a Comp Plan amendment shall
demonstrate compatibility to the City Council’s approval.

o Clarify what is meant by compatibility by referring to maintaining the quality of existing development
as well as its character.

¢ Eliminate the present labeling of new Moderate (5.1 to 9 units per acre) or Medium (9.1 to 13) Density
next to existing Low (1 to 5) Density as “Presumed Compatible”. Certainly, development of 13 units
per acre next to that of 1 unit per acre should not be “Presumed Compatible”.

e Add the very important neighborhood compatibility requirements of Policies 10.2 and 13.2 to the
Transitional Policies, rather than deleting them.

Strategy LU 1.2.8 - Compatibility Between Land Uses.

Figure LU-8 (below) establlshes the Compatrbllrty Rewew Matrrx between exrstlng and proposed Future Land
Use categories. Fr s F
asseerated—%ga&en—teehmques—andrewew—preeesses— Compatlbrlrty does not mean “the same as’ rather it
refers to the sensitivity of development proposals in maintaining the character and guality of existing
development. An amendment of applicatiente-amend the Future Land Use designation (map) of a particular
property shall ensure compatlbrlrtv wrth exrstrnq nerqhborhoods demenstrate—te%he@r&y—@eme#sappreval—

e d. Options to
address potentlal mcompatrbllmes |nc|ude but are not be Ilmrted to a reductlon in densrty and or intensity,
reduction or stepping down of building heights, increased setbacks, increased buffering and opacity
standards.





































