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Long Range Planning Committee, Meeting Summary (#1 and #3) 

February 22, 2017; 7:00-10:00 pm  

2300 Key Boulevard, Key Elementary School 

Subject: Stratford School Historic Designation and Planning Division Work Plan     

PC Members in Attendance: N. Iacomini (Chair); E. Gearin; E. Gutshall; K. McSweeney; J. Siegel. 
 

 
1. Stratford School Historic Designation 

 
 Staff presentation provided by Rebeccah Ballo, CPHD; 
 District first approved in June 2016 (see memorandum); 
 All knew that the district would be expanded for where new addition would be constricted; 

 
Questions/Discussion: 
 Does the proposal comply with design guidelines for historic district? (yes) 
 What is the timing of dedication of park to the County?  

 
 

2. 11th and Vermont Special GLUP Study (subject of separate meeting summary) 
 
 

3. Planning Division Work Plan 
 

 Staff presentation provided by Bob Duffy, Planning Director.  
 On the Comprehensive Planning work plan, we should recognize there are churches and other non-

profits that may be looking to redevelop in way that furthers county goals, but sometimes may be 
located in unplanned areas, and asking for unanticipated development programs. That said, there are 
concerns about the elasticity of the division and the ability to take on other projects as they come up; 

 Regarding the childcare facilities study, and understanding it is still under consideration, we need to 
think through how should it work when we are looking for more child care and better childcare in the 
County;  

 Regarding non-conforming interiors of homes, we need to allow for the modernization and preservation 
of historic homes, and it seems this could also fit into the ADU discussion; 

 On the Zoning Ordinance, we should note that comments reflect edits, technical clean up from last 
comprehensive update during phase I of the Zoning Ordinance; 

 In additional, how will we manage potential impacts of Special GLUP Studies that grow into something 
almost akin to small area plans, and then potential have implications for future Zoning Ordinance 
amendments that might be recommended based on that study - how too would this work from elasticity 
standpoint? 

 Clarity and more information of the Rosslyn Streetscape Elements would be helpful;  
 On Current Planning, are there other preliminary site plan submittals that should others be added to the 

list; 
 Although the Planning Commission doesn't see use permits, maybe there would be PC interest in seeing 

a presentation on the Use Permit piece at some point; 
 At what point does County staff get pulled into APS School siting processes? 
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 With respect to Urban Design and Research, would the residential pattern book piece make more sense 
if we did undertake a new zoning look at coverage and height? 

 We should consider a future presentation at PC or LRPC about demographics; 
 Regarding the attention on schools, can we factor in the age of people living in Single family homes and 

multi-family homes to help inform what we might expect for future trends? 
 How do we think about the effects of more and more residential, and less and less commercial; 
 Regarding the privately owned public open spaces inventory, hoping to tap into the Urban Design Team 

in addition to DPR staff on determining how best to address this; 
 In the future, we may ask for materials from applicants that clarify certain things for people; 
 On the Missing Middle, will there be a report released on some point? (This is being worked into the Lee 

Highway scope; mainly a question for Housing staff to check the status on this); 
 We can have further discussion on March 6 at Planning Commission (if needed), and March 7 at 

CB/PC/Staff work session; 
 PC members could pull together questions, for the Planning Director, in writing and ask for Director to 

be ready to address questions at PC if needed. 
 

 
4. Adjourn 


