Sheridan
Community Plan

Update

1st Subcommittee meeting
December 19, 2012



Informational Items:
Introductions
Process/Overview
Community Survey Results
Summary of November 28 Kickoff Workshop

Discussion ltems:
Vision Statement




Community Plan Update Schedule

Ongoing:
Phase 1:
Phase 2:

Phase 3:

Phase 4.
Phase 5:
Phase 6:
Phase 7:

Work Program Summary
Coordination with MAC

Program Initiation (Winter 2012)

Critical Choices and Framework (Winter 2012)
Project Meetings

Community Plan Summary Report (Winter 2012)
|[dentification and Mapping of Community Plan Area

Opportunities and Constraints (Winter/Spring 2013)
Draft Document/EIR Preparation (Summer 2013)
Public Review of Draft Plan/EIR (Fall 2013)
Community Plan/EIR Adoption (2014)



Key Plan Update Process

Components

Suggested Local General Plan Process in California

Work Program
Early policy guidance, scope of waork,
adoption deadlines

-

Formulate Goals
Visioning, articulate principles,
ntify issues and assumptions

-

Collect & Analyze Data

Exarmine current condlitions and trends

-

Refine Goals
Refine goals and formulate objectives

-

Alternatives Analysis
Develop and evaluate alternative plans

-

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

1 |

Plan Adoption

Select and adopt preferred plan

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT

Implementation
Flan implementation, monitaring,
and maintenance

Resource: California State Office of Planning and Research’s 2003 General Plan Guidelines



Public Outreach Strategy

» The purpose of the public outreach strategy is to
provide guiding principles in order to ensure that the
update process reflects the participation and feedback
of the community plan stakeholders.

» The public outreach strategy will serve as a road map
for how the County engages the public in the
community plan update process.

» Public outreach strategy includes:

* Public workshop

* Monthly subcommittee
meetings

« Community surveys
« Webpage updates




Regional Growth Pressure

Source: Development Information Group 2007



City of Wheatland




Johnson Rancho Specific Plan



City of Lincoln General Plan




Placer County Conservation Plan

= Existing Conservation

= Proposed Reserve Area

= Development Opportunity
Area

= Non-participating City

Proposed Conservation Map



Community Workshop Attendees

November 28th
Kick-off Event
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Workshop Breakout Session

1. What does a future Sheridan community

look like?

« What should stay the same?
* Where are the opportunities for change?

2. Discuss Community Plan area boundaries
changes.

3. Decide how and where community plan use
designations should change.

4, Discuss business and/or economic
development ideas. Sheridan site to be
considered for a fairgrounds relocation?
If so, where?



Community Workshop Feedback

“Keep it Rural”

“Retain Small Town
Community Feel”

“Preserve Open Space”

“No Land Use Changes
Outside of Townsite”




Community Workshop Feedback

* Infill development in
townsite seen as a
positive

« Small “tweaks” to land
use should be
considered

* Redevelop 13t Street

» General support for
highway services at
new interchange

» Residents shouldn’t
pay for new growth




Community Workshop Feedback

« Little support for a relocated fairgrounds
 Desire for additional services and shopping

* No additional low-income or multi-family
housing

 Streetlights and sidewalks needed

» Residents are concerned about the visual
appearance of Sheridan, including vacant
buildings, overgrown lots, unattractive storage
on residential lots, and unregistered cars.



Community Survey Results

436 Surveys Mailed

97 Completed and
Returned
22.2 Percent



Community Survey Results

Question 1: Please identify the types of development you would
most like to ENCOURAGE in Sheridan. Pick up to four, and identify
the choice you feel is more important to encourage.
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Community Survey Results

Question 2: Using the same list of choices, now identify the four
types of development you would most like to DISCOURAGE in

Sheridan.

60 -

m 4th Choice
3rd Choice

m 2nd Choice

m Top Choice

Total Votes




Community Survey Results

Question 3: How does Sheridan rank with respect to the following?
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Community Survey Results

Question 4. What are the most needed improvements? Choose only
three: Rank 1st (top) choice, 2nd, and 3rd choices.
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Community Survey Results

Question 5: How important are the following issues to you? A score
of 1 means the issue is not important to you and a score of 5 means
the issue is very important to you.

Affordable Housing
Cultural Diversity

Child Care

Health Care

Economic Development/Jobs
Recreational Opportunities
Historic Preservation

Traffic

Open Space

Sense of Community
Scenic/Visual Quality
Keep School Open

Small Town Character

Public Safety
p,
U 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50 4.00 4.50 5.00

Average Responses. 1= Not Important, 5=Important



Vision Statement

The vision statement is intended to be a
description of how we want our community to
be in the future.

Draft Vision for Discussion Purposes:

4 N
Maintain the rural, small-town character of Sheridan by

managing growth, revitalizing the townsite, ensuring
high-quality aesthetics, and providing for community
development needs to enhance the quality of life for

residents.




v Next Meeting: January 16, 7 PM

Discussion: Plan Assumptions, Goals, Policies

v’ Stay Connected:

Jennifer Byous: jbyous@placer.ca.gov
(530) 745-3008

Chris Schmidt: crschmid@placer.ca.gov
(530) 745-3076

v Web page:

http://www.placer.ca.gov/sheridan



Existing Land Use
1976 Land Use Diagram

* Rural Residential
(2.3-5.0 acre minimum)

* Rural Estate
(5.0-20.0 acre minimum)

* Low Density Residential
(0.4-2.3 acre minimum)

* Medium Density Residential
(2-4 units/acre)

« High Density Residential
(4-10 dwelling units/acre)

» Commercial
* |ndustrial

 Park and Recreation



