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Q Process

Submission via web form
Word template provided on
the website

New for 2020
Revised categories
Clarified scoring structure

Seventh Annual Awards for Excellence in Sustainability

Sustain
I

Nomination Form

The Sustainable Communities Division (SCD) of the American Planning Association is pleased to
announce the opening of the nomination period for the Seventh Annual Awards for Excellence in
Sustainability.

Before you continue, PLEASE REVIEW the information below:

Entries will be accepted no later than 5:00 p.m. (EST) on Saturday, January 18, 2020.

Please review the full information packet, including eligibility requirements, before you begin. (The link goes to the SCD

website.)

You must fill out the form all at once (i.e., you cannot save and come back).

Ve suggest you utilize the Word template (found on the SCD website) to prepare the text that you will need to provide

prior to starting the form

If you submit the form once and would like to re-submit before the end of the nomination period, please feel free to do so

WA ill review only the most recently-completed form

6. WA ill keep track of any FA updates on the blog site (
would like to be directly notified of al P Dle:
Jenniferk@rhiplaces.com, with the subject

7. Questions or issues relat ) your submission should be dire

Koch, AICP, jenniferk@rhiplaces c

[,

3

o

.com/awards/). If you
at

lapascd.wordp
the awards coordinat

cted via email to the SCD Awards Coordinator: Jennifer

# |'ve read the above and I'm ready to complete the nomination form!

D Yes

Next



Q Nine Categories

Community Plan

Municipal, State, or Regional Plan

Energy Plan or Project

Policy, Law, or Tool

Park, Recreation, or Open Space Plan or Project
Green Infrastructure Plan or Project
Transportation Plan or Project

Urban Design Plan or Development Project
Leadership in Sustainability



R Notice of Updates or Clarifications

We will keep track of FAQs here:
apascd.wordpress.com/awards/

If you would like to be directly notified of any
substantial updates, please send an email to the
awards coordinator (jenniferk@rhiplaces.com), with
the subject line "SCD Award Updates”



https://apascd.wordpress.com/awards/

< Today’s Event

Award-Winning Sustainability 2019 (Part 2 of 2)

Building a Better Norfolk: A Zoning Ordinance for the 21st Century
Jeremy Sharp, AICP | Zoning Administrator, City of Norfolk, VA

Los Angeles County Master Plan for Sustainable Parks and Recreation, Phase |

Clement Lau, AICP | Departmental Facilities Planner, County of Los Angeles
Department of Parks and Recreation

Sustainable Design Assessment Team (SDAT) Program

Joel Mills | Senior Director, American Institute of Architects Center for
Communities by Design

Sustain
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What makes an SDAT Different?

“Consultants work for somebodly.
SDATs work for everybody.”
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Core Values
Organization of the Year
2010

“Thanks in part to your superb efforts, we have
concrete proof that group facilitation and group
process methodologles yield significant,
measurable results

“A replicable set of values and a process that can
be broadly applied to urban design and
sustainable communities; and the development of
a participatory culture and ap\olied values that

explicitly recognize the central place of the public
in the design of the built environment.”



What the Data Tells Us — US Example

* American Planning Association (2012) — “More than 50 percent
want to personally be involved in community planning efforts,
including more than half of Democrats, Republicans, and
independents as well as majorities of urban, suburban, and
rural respondents.”

* Bloomberg Philanthropies American Mayors Survey (2018):
“While nearly all mayors engage in informing residents (e.g.
press releases, social media), only 26 percent engage in
crowdsourcing new ideas. Comparing the types of activities
cities use to engage residents, they are most likely to be passive
or expecting people to react to something the city has already
done. Active engagement, particularly involving citizens to help
solve city problems, is not regularly adopted by mayors.”

* National League of Cities survey of U.S. Cities (2010) - 81
percent use public engagement processes "often" (60 percent)
or "sometimes" (21 percent)




The Fight for Urban Democracy Today

autocrats: Public Relations democrats: Public Participation
e Sponsors decide on a course of * Sponsors engage public on the front
action and then attempt to sell it to end in dialogue to help understand
the public. the pros and cons of different actions

and seek input, consultation,

* people can feel manipulated and ) :
PEop P involvement, collaboration

suspicious

e Builds common understanding of the
issue and decision by hearing and
understanding all viewpoints and
information

» often hinders them from thinking
effectively about problems and
challenges because it avoids
exposing them to the full dialogue.

« PR seeks “buy-in” * P2 seeks meaningful involvement



A failure of democracy

Figure 2. Percent of Respondents Who Described Civic Discourse in Their Community.

0% 109% 20% J0%% 40% 50% 60%
@ VERY POLITE AND TOLERANT OF DIFFERENT OPINIONS @ SOMEWHAT POLARIZED AND STRIDENT, DCCASIONALLY RUDE

@ GENERALLY POLITE AND TOLERANT OF DIFFERENT OPINIONS @ VERY POLARIZED AND STRIDENT, OFTEN RUDE

International City/County Management Association (ICMA) Survey



How Planning Conflicts Get Framed Today

@ the ONION

Water-Skier Takes Break From Holding Onto Crossbar
To Greet Those Not Currently Water-Skiing page 78

4 11 JUNE 21 — 27, 2007
PEOPLE e - EXTRA

Shitty Neighborhood Ra]lles Agalnst Asshole Developer

CHICAGO—Residents of the Carney Gardens
neighborhood on Chicago’s South Side are op-
posing an effort by asshole real-estate devel-
oper Royce Messner to build a godawful $45
million strip mall and condominium complex
in the crime-ridden shithole they call home.

The Save Carney Neighborhood Foundation,
the most organized non-criminal group in this
part of town, has filed a lawsuit in federal court
to block the scheduled April 2008 ground-
breaking. While halting the project would
surely prevent a tragic urban-planning night-
mare, it would also mean keeping the run-
down, economically depressed community ex-
actly as it is.

“Carney is where | was born and raised, and
it remains a tight-knit community,” said Foun-
dation chairman Althea Hynes at a fund.ra.blng -
block party held Monday on a broken b

and condom-strewn stretch of Carney A
where the money-grubbing Messner
put a soulless indoor food court.
young kids still play in the empty lots

here.”
Messner, 54, a three-time
“Builder of the Year” and all-time
scumbag who made his fortune
converting pubuc parks and

Skeptical? Take the Google Challenge — run a search on “public meeting ends in chaos” or any
similar terms and you will find a world of public participation disasters occurring.



NIMBY Reaction Is Costing the US Trillions The Wa r Aga | nst

“NIMBYism — not-in-my-backyard —is
rampant in California, sometimes erupting
extemporaneously in response to
development proposals, sometimes driven
by misguided environmentalism.” —
Sacramento Bee

&l
o
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"WIMBY has delayed, killed, or inflated the expenses of more than 500 projects nationwide over the last
decade at a cost to the economy of more than $1 trillion annually..” FORBES conservatively

Bad Process is costing the US Trillions



Local democracy’s death-cycle narrative

* Bad public processes...public expectations for meaningful
participation unmet...conflict and civic frustration...loss of
trust...apathy and declining participation by general
public...dominance of extreme/activist voices and narrow
interests...decline of civil dialogue...politicization and personalization
of conflict...state of distrust, conflict, uncivil dialogue....government
fear of public participation, civic anger...less participatory
processes...increasing civic anger...loss of community and social
capital...loss of faith in democratic institutions...loss of participatory
traditions...loss of healthy democracy.



Lessons Learned

Communities with trust issues require
more intensive engagement, higher levels
of involvement
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Commonly heard in communities today

“We have a unique community here. “We don’t need another plan. Please
What works other places won’t don’t build us a plan. We have plenty of
necessarily work here.” them — they all sit on the shelves. We

need help with strategies to implement.”

"". g

Lo

. B 2 —

N~

\\\







Brief Examples of Context/Scope

Austin, TX (2012)
Indianapolis, IN (2009)
Louisville, KY (2016)

St. Helens, OR (2014)
Dubuque, IA (2008)
Portland, ME (2009)
Sipaulovi Village, AZ (2012)
Healdsburg, CA (2018)
Jeffersonville, IN (2018)
Burlington, NC (2018)
Lubbock, TX (2018)
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Former timber town

2.5 hours from
Seattle

* ~20k Population= =
Gateway to Olymplc
National Park &
Victoria, BC

Natural deep water
harbor




planning.org/NPC19

Immediate

Implementation

1. Downtown parking study.

2. Increase downtown housing
opportunity.

3. Form based codes.

4. Revise downtown parking
regulations.

5. Return the Farmer's Market to the
downtown.

6. Signage and wayfinding system.

7. Improve existing buildings.

8. Provide visitor information kiosks.

9. Create an entryway monument.

10.Create nodes / centers of key

intersections.



A Walling lTour of
Painting Port Angeles
OUR COMMUNITY
AT WORK
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« Facade Improvemer
i '-t, Program

'« Streetscape
Improvements
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Primary

Achievements

- Sighage &
Wayfinding

- Facade Improvement
Program

. Streetscape
Improvements

= .ve Waterfront .

r h—.—

=y [ Redevelopment

...1 - 2
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ayfinding
acade Improvement
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Streetscape, 1
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LIVE BERAVELY

Uies

516l

The 16 Best Places to Live in the U.S.:
2015

2. Port Angeles, Washington
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110 miles SE of SLC
Founded in 1880’s
Former coal town
2,012 residents
Located on scenic
route to 7 national

parks

Only Amtrak station
between SLC and CO
12.5% poverty







Community-generated Tasks

What Can YOU do in the next 90 days?
Volunteer My Time

Clean Up/Plant Trees

Promote Helper

Support Local Businesses

Main Street Investment

Planning and Zoning

Continue the Conversation!

If | had 1,000 Volunteers

Clean Up the Town

Clean up the River/Trails & Plant/Landscape
Paint (murals, buildings, sidewalks, bridge)
Support Businesses/Restore or Tear down
buildings




ood public process sets the table for change by
empowering

CITIZENS'



Immediate
Implementation

Downtown parks and public
spaces.

Marketing and branding for small
businesses.

River restoration.
A

n . Main Street redesign and
e streetscape improvements.

WiMbf- - 5. Facade rehabilitation and existing
building improvements.

Community sponsored exhibitions
for local artists.

Downtown mural walking tour.
Signage and wayfinding system to
highlight assets.

Planning and zoning
Improvements.
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''' p" up shop program
,creatlng permanent
businesses

* River restoration




Pop-up shop program
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Primary

Achievements
Creation of Boulder
Park |
Pop-up shop program
creating permpnent
businesses !

River restoration
Main Street
-In provement
! --' ;ﬁl I
- Wayfinding
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Chievements
 Creation of Boulder
Park
 Pop-up shop program
creating permanent
businesses

7.4 - River restoration
&« Main Street

Improvements

"y Sighage & Wayfinding
"« 'New Downtown

Activation
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The American
Institute
of Architects

Thank You!

* Joel Mills, joelmills@aia.org

* Erin Simmons, esimmons@aia.org

* Program info: www.aia.org/cxd
* YouTube Channel: http://bit.ly/cxdDAT
Want to connect? LinkedIn, Facebook, Twitter



mailto:joelmills@aia.org
mailto:esimmons@aia.org
http://www.aia.org/cxd
http://bit.ly/cxdDAT

Los Angeles County I\/Iaster Plan for
Sustainable Parks and Recreation: Phase |

Clement Lau AICP, Departmental FaC|I|t|es PIanner




Master Plan for Sustainable Parks and Recreation:
Phase |

e Phase | consists of Community Parks and Recreation Plans for six of the

most park-poor unincorporated communities in Los Angeles County:
» East Los Angeles
» East Rancho Dominguez
» Lennox
» Walnut Park
» West Athens-Westmont
» Willowbrook

 Project was funded by a Sustainable Communities Planning Grant from
the California Strategic Growth Council



Community Parks and Recreation Plans (2016)

't Highlight

Community Parks and
Recreation Plans in
Los Angeles County

Making urban parks

URT

eighbo

MULTIPLE BENEFITS

LA County’s Commmunity Parks and Recreation Plans deliver community benefits beyond each park’s border. Implementation of the Commu Park and Recreation
Plans any of California’s

ENVIRONMENTAL ECONOMIC
sustainabi ] articularly in the areas

Improved air quality Improved public health ® Energy conservation and

Stormwater Improved community safety greeninfrastructure Equity

management Enhanced community cohesion Public health

Heat island mitigation Improved walkability Increased activity in retail

and temperature areas Reduced au

stabilization Stress reduction and improved
academic performance

*® |ncreased property values

Water




Community Parks and Recreation Plans (201

6 of the most park-poor communities Data-driven park planning

Hsuuﬁjolwnl | : 5 POPULATION SERVED WITH
o . POTENTIAL NEW PARKL
kn A

I nE

all

e el |

e e
S

25%
increase in
parkland
existing future

IMPACT ON STORMWATER
INTERCEPTION

347
increase in
service
existing  future
[Under 1

24,000
outh

IMPACT ON WATER

CONSERVATION

a

increase in
service
existing future
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Canopy and Urban Forestry

FIGURE 2.14 EXISTING CANOPY COVERAGE FIGURE 2.15 SPECIES COMPOSITION TABLE 2.4 OVWERWVIEW OF TREES PER PARK

Tree Canopy
TREE TYPE Total Trees Total Park Acres of Canopy Cover

P‘alr_n Acreage Coverage %)
Species
10.4% Atlantic Avenue Park

Belvadere Regional Park

Conifer
Species City Terrace Park

20.2%

Parque de los Suefios

Obregon Park . 29%

Broadleaf
Species Salazar Park i . 18%

B s5s Ty W 69.4%

: s Saybrook Park ’ 20%

TOTAL Average: 23%

TABLE 2.4 SUMMARY OF ANMUAL NET ENVIROMNMENTAL BENEFITS

STF Lok

Carbon Dioxide
(Pounds of CO2
Sequestered
per Year)

Stormwater Air Quality
DOMINANT SPECIES (Gallons of Sformwaler  (Pounds of Reduced Air
Cai . Crape- Intercepted) Pollutants)*
ajeput myrtle
tree 3.1% Atlantic Avenue Park 14 829
| - Canary
Aleppo Island pine

';Iggi 13.4% City Terrace Park 471,833

Brishane Pargue de los Suefios 61,062

box
38%
London Salazar Park 134,906 153

planetree lJacaranda _ _ o
4.6% ?_4% SE\-DTDCK Park 21.,110 161

Belvedere Regional Park 519,731

Obregeon Park 306,115

J— . - e
Evergreen Mexican OTAL 723,612 1,643 152,967

@:} : a5 fa | . I - - - - ) .. )
adman O us Piles 4.8% n palm Air Quality pounds includes deposition of ozone (03], nitrogen dioxide (NO2), particulate matter [PM10) and sulfur dioxide [$02) and avoid-
3 = ance of NO2, PM10, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), and 502, but does not take into account potential Biogenic Volatile Organic Com-
6%
pounds [BVOCs) emissions.

Tree Canopy Coverage Parklands

Percent of Tree Canopy Coverage per Acre [ park Included in Analysis (includes parks within 1/2 mile of Community boundary)
<5% [ Other Green Space [historical parks, golf courses, cemeteries, ete.)
5%- 10%




Community Engagement and Outreach




Community Meetings




Healthy Design Workgroup — Internal Collaboration
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FIGURE 5.1

Green Vision and Planning

FIGURE 5.2 CURRENT AND POTENTIAL FUTURE CONNECTIONS

EAST LOS ANGELES GREEN VISION MAP
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FIGURE 5.3 POTENTIAL URBAN FORESTRY OPPORTUNITIES IN EAST LOS ANGELES

——————mmmme ey

e L 10§

et e e e e o et e e e e e e — R

—— Fact Lo Angeles
Existing Parks
Other Existing Green Space
Schools

Seurce: Los Angeles Councy Deparement of Parks and Recreasion, 201 1. PlaceWorks, 2015,

Potential Parkland Opportunities
m== Potential Trail Opportunities
Potential Green Streets

w—w E3st Los Angeles
Existing Parks

Schools
1/4-mile Buffer from Schools

Source: Los Angeles Councy Department of Parks and Recreation, 2013, PlaceWarks, 2015,
m— Exicting Bike Lanes Potental Parkland Opportunities
mm Proposed Bike Lanes === Potential Trall Opportunities

Metro Eastside Access Project Key Corridors

Metro Gold Line

1/4 mile buffer from Metro Stations

== East Los Angeles Street Oppeortunities
—! [street comidors with low exising free canopy)
Existing Parks

E_j&:mmercw’u\ Comidor Opportunifies

Riparian Corridors

Cource: Loa Angeles County Parka and Recreadion, 2013, Plceorka, 2015,
3 Sile Opportunities

o Freeway Buffer o Pocket Forest
0 Future Fark
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FIGURE 5.10 SERVICE IMPROVEMENTS
WITH THE ADDITION OF
POTENTIAL NEW PARKS

Farkland Acres

100

80

60

40

20

existing future

Total Population Served

100000

82,000
people

existing future

increase of 19
acres of parkland

25%
increase in
parkland

21,000 people
newly served

34%
increase in
service

Youth Population (Under 18) Served

24,000
youth

existing future

7,000 youth
newly served

41%
increase in
service

Graphs show improvements based on the addition of high
pricrity park projects.

Potential Benefits and Impacts

TABLE 5.1

SAMPLE PARK PROJECT
WATER SAVING

Project Size

10,000-square feet

Project
Description

convenfional high water use

lawn with spray

Estimated
Water Use
{gallons per
vear)

349,994

Action

Switch spray
heads to drip
irrigation

Estimated
water use
(gallons per
year)

292,348

Estimated
Water Savings

({gallons per
year)

57,646

TAEBLE 5.2

EAST LOS ANGELES CARBON SEQUESTRATION UMDER EXISTING AND TARGET

CANOPY COVERAGE

Land Use!

EXISTING CANOPY TARGET CANOQPY
Annual Carbon
Sequestration (CO,
Metric Tons)

Annval Carbon
Sequestration (CO,
Metric Tons)?

Canopy Coverage
(acres)

Canopy Coverage
{acres)

Low Density Residentia

4386

High Density Residentia

Commercial/Institutiona

ndustrial/Utilities/
Transportation

Open 3pace*

Switch high water
use plants to low
water use plants

131,248

218,746

Add 3 5% or 5%
organic matter
content compost

307,935

41,999

Add 3 inches of
mulch to planting
areas

69,999

ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS OF EXISTING PARKS
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Visions
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Example of Plan Implementation
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Countywide Parks & Recreation
Needs Assessment (2016)

Unprecedented effort to document
park needs countywide

-2

* LOS ANGELES COUNTYWIDE COMPREHENSIVE
PARKS & RECREATION NEEDS ASSESSMENT

MAY 9, 2016

Los Angeles County
Department of Parks & Recreation

Park metrics to determine level of park need

Park need is traditionally measured with a single metric, such as the number of acres of park land available to residents, or the
percentage of residents living within walking distance of a park. Measuring only a single aspect of need provides a one-dimensional
understanding of park need. The Steering Committee recognized that park need is affected by many variables and approved a suite
of five metrics that produce a robust understanding of physical park needs in each Study Area and in the County:

How much park Iand is in the County? | * How much land is available to residents What park amenities are ¢

in the area around each park?
3.3 AcRes

ﬁ AI:I:E%;‘ER{

S
“\ﬂ

What is the condition of the parks in the County?

How much of the population has access to parks?

49 0/ of population Countywide
O lives within 1/2 mile of a park

&

able in the County?

Community R
5 per 100,000 residents

1 per 100,000 residents

1/per 100,000 residents

2 per 100,000 resid




Data for Equity-Based Park Planning
and Resource Allocation

Population in Each Need Category™

32.2%

Very Hi;_"];'_l > i

Park Need 7 / ok POPULATION
by Study Area - 4 Yoy
Very Low Al R 7 AT iy 20.4% 26.2%

et = G High Moderate
Moderate
High Vs o2 - : i 520
B VeryHigh b Lt sl Average Acres per 1,000 .

ol Not. e W g, L Residents in Each Need Category
Participating - : ] s - s

High Moderate



10-Minute Walk Planning Work (2019)

Increase percentage of residents
within a 10-minute walk of a park

FIGURE 2.14 TRANSPORTATION, SAFETY, AND CONNECTIVITY

Nationwide Campaign to Increase Park Access

Where are parks
most needed
in West Athens-

Westmont?

ll‘ﬂ'l. /'r'-;

Wi

EVERYONE DESERVES. [/ 2, 7okl

A PARK witHinA

1H-MINUTE WALK
OF HOME. ‘T

10minutewalk.org

Low

Link-Athens Shuttle Route



10-Minute Walk Planning Work (2019)

INESTMONT/
* INEST ATHENS

COMMUNITY PEDESTRIAN PLAN

CONNECT
SOUTHWEST LA

A TOD SPECIFIC PLAN FOR
WEST ATHENS-WESTMONT

m o Duast Mach 207
O @ sz

VISION
ZERO

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
& s S
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Norfolk,Virginia

Chesapeake Bay

* Independent city of 246,000 (2"¢ largest in
Virginia)

* 54 square miles, 44 miles of coastline, 97%
developed

* World’s largest Naval Station and Port of
Virginia (3™ busiest on east coast)




How We Got Here
ORFOLK2030

* Previous Zoning Ordinance Adopted in 1992 N
mn S EEEEEEEEEEE

* New comprehensive plan adopted in 201 3
* Norfolk joined 100 Resilient Cities in 2013

* Comprehensive resilience strategy adopted in —— —
2015

* Sea level rise action plan,Vision 2100, adopted

in 2016 NCRFOLK

~ NORFOLK




istory of Flooding

s Long H

Norfolk

THE CITY OF

NORFOLK



Flooding is Only Getting More Common

Hours per year above nuisance flood level in Norfolk

122 | &ctober 201 6‘_"4’_‘:_fﬂ__ii e "X F@[b)[ru?@[ry 2010
el Rl . —_—
2 7 July 2015
- - N

0
1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020

Years

August 2015

September 2016

THE CITY OF

NORFOLK




ncreasing Sea Level Rise and Flood Risk

Sea Ievelwith /2-3 feet of Flood zoes with 2-3 feet

(relative) water rise of (relative) water rise




Resilience in Norfolk

* Norfolk’s Resilience Challenges
* Coastal Resilience

. Coastal Economic
* Recurrent flooding and SLR
* Economic Resilience
* Navy and Port are dominant; too little else
Neighborhood

* Social (Neighborhood) Resilience

* Concentrated poverty; disconnected communities

~ NORFOLK



Zoning Ordinance Rewrite

How can zoning respond to
resilience challenges?




Zoning Ordinance Rewrite

* 3'2-year process

* 1,000’s of residents reached
* 100+ public/stakeholder presentations
* 23 presentations to outside groups
* Series of workshops with Tidewater Builders
Association
* Council adoption January 23,2018
* Went live March 1,2018

~ NORFOLK




Resilience Through Zoning

Norfolk adopted the most

stringent freeboard requirement creahoard in SEHA

in region in 201 3: I - otthews County, Suffol, Willarsbure
Co1fe

. Cape Cherles, Richmaond, Southarmgton Coursty
e 3 feet in SFHA

_ Chesspeake, e of Wight County, Lancaster

° |8 inches in Shaded X 5 i Accomack County, Chincotesgue, Gloucestar,

James City County, Newport News,
Morthumberiand County Rosnoksa, Wieginia Beach

e Other localities followed - Herior bl o)) Foatoaan]

Wechapreaoues, York Caunby

* 16”-24” everywhere else in City as Freeboard outside the SFHA (Shaded X Zone)

part of new Zoning Ordinance EL D

NORFOLK



But, Beyond Freeboard...

Resilience Quotient . Flexible Zoning Districts
Coastal Resilience Overlay Coastal Feonomic Hierarchical Use Tables

Neighborhood

Form Standards
Neighborhood Resilience Overlay

NORFOLK




RESILIENCE FEATURES IN THE ORDINANCE

BASE STANDARDS

required for all development

RESILIENCE FORM

QUOTIENT STANDARDS

FLEXIBLE
yAO L II\[€
DISTRICTS

RESILIENCE OVERLAYS

dependent on location

COASTAL RESILIENCE NEIGHBORHOOD
OVERLAY RESILIENCE OVERLAY

(raises baseline (customized development
standards) and use regulations)

Building

a Better
Norfolk

a zoning ordinance
for the 21st century

UPLAND RESILIENCE
OVERLAY

(special provision for
extinguishing
development rights on
properties in CRO)
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The Tern

Conceptual Master Plan

Norfolk, Virginia

May 2, 2018

SITE DATA:

Total Site Area:  +/-72a.c.

Proposed Zoning: PD

Units Provided:

11711 4 Story Townhomes (20447
“ T 3 Story Townhomes (21'%x34").

1 Carriage Homes (26'x26')

96 Units
22 Units

43 Units

25 Units




Points Breakdown
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Resilience Overlays

* Coastal Resilience Overlay

* Applies to high flood risk areas, requiring:
* Higher first-floor elevations
* Additional open space and landscaping

* Additional resilience elements
* Limits on parking
* Upland Resilience Overlay
* Applies outside high flood risk areas

* Permits reduced resilience requirements in exchange for a
conservation easement placed on another, high-risk property




AICP CM #9187560

Y Conversation

Jeremy Sharp, AICP
Zoning Administrator, City of Norfolk, VA
Jeremy.Sharp@norfolk.gov

Clement Lau, AICP

Departmental Facilities Planner, County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation
clau@parks.lacounty.gov

Joel Mills

Senior Director, American Institute of Architects Center for Communities by Design
joelmills@aia.org

Jenny Koch, AICP

SCD Awards Coordinator Division Contact Information
Senior Associate, RHI Matt Bucchin, Chair
jenniferk@rhiplaces.com info_sustain@planning.org

sustainableplanning.net Sustain
@APASCD
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