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What is the Bear Lake Valley Blueprint?
t's about our region...

.. hot “one size fits all.”
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Modest Population Growth

Population & Projections by County
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2060 Baseline Scenario

. A picture of what the future might
be like, if trends (1990-2009) were

to continue

- Where?

- How much?

- What kind? (lot size,
primary/secondary)

- Projects building trends out 50

years
« 40,000 acres
- 13,300 new housing units

. Doesn’t speculate about
demographic shifts, the economy,
changes to land use plans, etc.

. Provides a point of reference for
comparison

® Existing Developméntj
® Projected Development




Significant Growth in Housing

Region-wide Share of Housing

Housing Units Built and Projected: Primary and Secondary Residences by County
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Increasing Share in Second Homes
Region-wide Share of Housing

39%

Primary Residences

2010

26%

Primary Residences

2060

61%

Secondary Residences

74%

Secondary Residences
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Looking SW, Garden City
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The Roadmap: A Public Process

1. Public Workshops 2. Town Hall Meetings 3. Vision Summit 4. Implementation
(Brainstorm) (Test: This, Not This) (Consensus) (Ready, Set, Action!)
Analysis/Scenario Draft Vision Development  Vision Document General Plans,
Development Ordinances, Etc.
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Workshops: Brainstorm the Ideal Future

(a game of markers, colored tape, and a chips)

Imagine the future for your children and grandchildren---

. Focused problem
solving, not
philosophizing

. Recognition of
competing goals

- Mixed groups must
reconcile
differences

. Long time horizon
helps find
common ground

. L8n _ I W
How shall we accommodate anticipated growth?




Workshop Brainstorm

1. Land Conservation

Which lands should be
conserved for future
generations?

2. Growth and Place Making

What kinds of places should
be created? Where should

people live and work? //__4
2. Transportation /-/

How will people

get around?
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The Roadmap: A Public Process

1. Public Workshops 2. Town Hall Meetings 3. Vision Summit 4. Implementation
(Brainstorm) (Test: This, Not This) (Consensus) (Ready, Set, Action!)
Analysis/Scenario Draft Vision Development  Vision Document General Plans,
Development Ordinances, Etc.
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Scenarios Contrast

Choices and Consequences

Transportation

Conservation —

Recreation

Your Ideas

-
)
e

o

2060 Scenar
What If?...

LA
=]
2P

i0

Land Area Developed
Conservation

Public Transportation
Housing Choices
Water Use

Miles of Driving
Services Proximity
Housing Proximity

Policy




Scenario A:

Baseline

Land Use

. Dispersed development

Conservation Values

. Federal lands

Transportation

- Public Transportation:
- No additions

. Roads:
- Dingle Road
. Trails:

- No additions

|| SCENARIO A:
Baseline

;‘
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Scenario B:

Estate Lots

Land Use
«  Some mixed use development in towns
«  Dispersed hillside/corridor development

«  Emphasis on light industry, some office parks and
retail/commercial strips

Conservation Values

«  Federal lands

«  Water quality areas

e Agricultural land outside lake area
Transportation

e Public Transportation: No additions

«  Roads: Dingle Road, major bypass, Hwy 89/30 expand to 4

lanes, Logan Canyon to Georgetown
e Trails: Paved trail adjacent to road around Bear Lake

£ ) SCENARIO B:
Estate Lots

TRAILS
+ Paved trail adjacent 1o roadway aruund Bear Lake
Trall Enhancements:  » = = ®




Scenario C:

Farm Towns/
Recreation Villages

Land Use

- Mostly mixed use

. Centersand services in all towns and on east side of lake
. Hillside clusters

- Lightindustrial parks; more office, retail, and commercial
integrated into town and neighborhood centers

Conservation Values

- Federal lands

. Water quality areas

- Agricultural land outside lake area and somealong the lake
. Views (manyalong state roads, somealong the lake)
Transportation

- Public Transportation: Laketown/Montpelier

- Roads: Dingle Road, Garden City street grid with minor bypass,
Hwy 89/30 to add turn lanes and some center lanes

. Trails: Paved trail adjacent to road around eastside of Bear Lake,
separated paved trail around west side of Bear Lake

Other
- Sewer system on east side of Bear Lake
. New marina on north or east side of Bear Lake

¥ SCENARIOC:
Farm Towns / Recreation Villages
and Clusters

PUBLIC TRANSFORTATION
* Berwren Lakrtown and Mantpelier
ROADS

ey 1o gt through o
Fhruugh Goorgetown)

“ e

TRAILS

« v vzl adjacei 10 rsdway around e side of

Bear Lake

+ Separated paveed trail aromnd e side d hear Lake
Trail Enhancements:

OTHER




Land Use

Mostly mixed use
Mostly in Garden City and Montpelier

Montpelier: recreation center., senior housing, community college
extension

Light industrial parks; most office, retail, and commercial integrated
into town and neighborhood centers

Conservation Values

Federal lands

Water quality areas

Agricultural land outside lake area and more along the lake
Views (manyalong state roads, manyalong the lake)

Transportation

Public Transportation: Laketown/Montpelier, Montpelier/Soda
Springs, Garden City/Beaver Mountain/Logan

Roads: Dingle Road, Garden City street grid with minor bypass, Hwy
89/30 to add turn lanes and some center lanes, enhanced access to
airport

Trails: Separated paved trail around Bear Lake, paved trail adjacent
to road region-wide beyond the lake (Hwy 89, Hwy 30, Hwy 16)

Other

Existing marina improved/expanded
Night sky protection

£  SCENARIO D:

(Gsekabadsey] Recreation Town / Main Street USA

growih, as Garden
riferce traming

P ———
HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT

= Motly mised e

»Mostly s Canden City e Mosputer

“Light pihery
neightiortoad cencers

s b T i b e deovic mrems. i -_—!— S
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durerial et | bttt
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CONSERVATION VALUES

« Federal Lanxds Netiomal Wikdlife

= Warar (paality Areas {Lakes. rivere setlamdv, rparn correbors, assopal well prtection)

= View pheada/coryMors [1maey alorg sty ey, wame abung the Uik}
PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION
+ Between Laketown and Mompelier

Mottt aeud Bt L
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Bear LLake Valley Scenarios

Scenario A: Scenario B: Scenario C: Scenario D:
Baseline Estate Lots Farm Towns & Resort Town &
Recreation Villages Main Street, USA



Land Area Developed
Conservation

Public Transportation
Housing Choices
Water Use

Miles of Driving
Services Proximity

Housing Proximity

Policy




L.and Conservation

Total Developed Acres Total Conserved Acres
(Relative to Baseline)
— 37,897 37,992
26,864 iii i
14,606
3,573 3,478 0 D
1] 1 e - ||

Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D



Housing Mix

24%
60% 20% | |
17%[ | 56%
23%
Scenario B Scenario C

B Single Use Detached
® Single Use Attached

. Mixed Use

18%
21%

60%

Scenario D

New Housing

Average Housing Density

(Developed Acres)
3.9 40
0.3 0.5
- ]
Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

Acres Redeveloped
(Percent of Total New Housing Development)

5.9%

4.0%

0.3%

—

Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D



Water Quality and New Water Consumption

Average Annual New Storm Water Flow

6,987 cfs Water Demand (Acre Feet)
4,249
1,696 1,792
B | | 15,163
Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

7,017 7:594

I I

Baseline Scenario B Scenario C ScenarioD

New Impervious Acres

3,035

2,226

1,353 1,380

_ |

Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D




Local and Regional Transportation

Local Roads: New Miles

225 : .
- Regional Roads: Construction/
132 Improvement Costs
77 64 $147.0 (Millions - Excluding
H H Maintenance Costs)
Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

Local Roads: Construction Costs

(Millions - Excluding
$152.1 Maintenance Costs) $ I 2 i 6 $1 8‘6
i $136.4
= $12_5'U $115.9 — m
Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D



New Local Infrastructure Costs

Annual Cost (Millions)

$6.2
b $5.3 §4.4 -
m e $4.5 Total Cost (Millions)
$308.0 —
- b = — 267.
Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D = $ 2 38 2 3 $2 24 5 6
—
Cost Per New Dwelling
$21,995 "
- 19,099
17,022
i % 7_ $16,040 Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

Baseline Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D



Like Selecting Ingredients to Make a Meal
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What Did People Say?

(a sampling of responses to 40 questions)

Quality of Life/Most Appropriate Pattern
for Future Growth

42%

37%

16%

5%

Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C Scenario D

5%

95% Citizens preferring alternatives created from public input

Citizens preferring baseline

Prefered Scenario: Housing

37%
18%

- ||

Scenario A

Scenario B Scenario C

Prefered Scenario: Employment

35%
15%
7% |:|
Scenario A Scenario B Scenario C
Prefered Scenario: Trails
32%

17%

% H
[
Scenario A

Scenario B Scenario C

39%

Scenario D

43%

Scenario D

47%

Scenario D

Prefered Scenario: Conservation Priorities

27%

16%

11% H
Scenario A

Scenario B Scenario C

46%

——

ScenarioD




What Did People Say?

(a sampling of responses to 40 questions)
General Growth Pattern

The communities and the county should Communities and the counties should
strongly encourage growth to happen _ allow dispersed development; it's okay
inward; communities should not grow p. for some communities to grow into one

into one another over time. another over time.

40% 19%

33% ' 8%

It's okay for growth to happen in Communities should be allowed to grow
areas adjacent to existing develop- outward, but only in areas adjacent to
ment, but communities should existing development.
encourage inward growth.

Preferred Strategy to Encourage Desired Growth Pattern

Allow/encourage through codes
and ordinances.

No strategies should be used. 340/0
6%
12%
Purchase development rights from outlying 48(%)

land owners and build them in centers. Provide incentives to encourage infill

and redevelopment.

Strong preference for focused growth in/near existing communities

Strong support for policy change (incentives, codes, etc.)




What Did People Say?

(a sampling of responses to 40 questions)

Importance of local government coordination to address growth issues

Not important 2“%)

Somewhat important 89/, .

/1%

Very important

19%

Important

90% Think cooperation is very important/important

Keeping both local and regional goals in mind, let’s work together!




The Roadmap: A Public Process

1. Public Workshops 2. Town Hall Meetings 3. Vision Summit 4. Implementation
(Brainstorm) (Test: This, Not This) (Consensus) (Ready, Set, Action!)
Analysis/Scenario Draft Vision Development  Vision Document General Plans,
Development Ordinances, Etc.
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The Vision
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General Growth

(iC\L opmcnr

1. Focus growth.
Encourage focused growth
within existing communities.

2. Be proactive. _
Implement tools to foster .... Q reu‘nqgmmg
quality growth within our b

< g . underused
existing communities while S e e o
safeguarding our natural P QO

resources and working lands. sufegu‘“,d T o G

natural BE

ob creation

creation destination




Housing &
Economy

3. Cultivate variety.

Encourage mixed-use neighborhoods and
town centers that provide housing and
convenient access to shopping, recreation,
services, schools, and jobs.

4. Provide housing choices.
Support a range of housing options to

accommodate people of all ages and stages
of life.

5. Develop our strengths.
Cultivate innovation that makes the most of
our unique regional assets.

6. Develop job centers.

Focus compatible employment in existing
town centers and new mixed-use
neighborhoods while encouraging nearby
industry.

e e ¥ B B’ B

STRENGTHS
oo agriculture

cultivate
community

PROVIDE ::: i
-0,

HOUSING ::: :
3

CHOICES ';:
[} ]
" (&)
@
inn




- B~ == ENCOURAGE
3 safety > JTRANSPORTATION

>
O
(24
w
Z
T

oo ;i" X bicycle
339 wastewater = > rewres CHOICES
L ._J >
7. Be efficient. "~ Wn o 1
Invest in efficient infrastructure systems to P E DESTRIAN g» 8 e
serve existing communities and future -
growth. These systems manage such PATH WAYS y —|
services as transportation, water, K T T ' :f{
wastewater, energy, and communications. L 6
8. Encourage transportation -
choices. :
Support limited regional road network W
expansion, enhanced local road networks, Z &
public transportation, bicycle routes, and 0O
pedestrian pathways. — =
S limited 3
> expansion E
somaximize ¢
=
O
)

infrastructure

investments

(¢

g)
;‘



Natural Resources B
& Agriculture

working farms
and ranches

, C
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9. Safeguard natural

resources. SCENIC
Preserve and protect water quality, BEAUTY

wildlife habitat, and the scenic
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Recreation &
Trails
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Coordination

12. Work Together.

Empower local governments, agencies
and citizens to support the Bear Lake
Valley Blueprint and to meet regional
and local goals.
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port bear
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A Potential Picture...

General Growth Patterns, Housing,

MIXED-USE DESCRIPTIONS

Housing, Employment and Transportation

Vision Maps

Employment, and Transportation

Rustal Custer;
Coruar g ona small p gecfa
paieslin seder 10 permanently preserveland with
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A Potential Picture...

Natural Resources, Agriculture and Recreation

Vision Maps

Matural Resources, Agriculture,
Recreation and Trails

S
General Mao Legend & Scale
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Total Developed Acres

41,470

4,195
| |

Baseline Vision

L.and Conservation

Total Conserved Acres
(Relative to Baseline)

37,275

Baseline Vision



Housing Mix

Single Use Detached
27%

Mixed-Use
59%

14%
Single Use Attached

Greenfield Development/Redevelopment:
Percent of Total Acres Built

Redevelopedment

7.4%

New Development
(Greenfield)

92.6%

New Housing

Average Housing Density
(Developed Acres - Units per Acre)

35
0.3
Baseline Scenario B



Water Quality and New Water Consumption

Average Annual New Storm

Water Flow
6,987 cfs
per second) Water Demand (Acre Feet)
Baseline Vision
New Impervious Acres ?,311
3,035 [
1,320 .

|:| Baseline Vision

Baseline Vision



Local and Regional Transportation

Local Roads: New Miles

225
Regional Roads: Construction/
Improvement Costs
152
H $18.6 Million
s - Grid-based minor bypass included in local roads cost
Baseline Vision

Local Roads: Construction Costs

(Millions - Excluding
$152.13 Maintenance Costs)

$119.20

Baseline Vision



New Local Infrastructure Costs

Annual Cost (Millions)

$6.2

$4.5 Total Cost (Millions)

$308.0

Baseline Vision $ 2 2 6 g 0

Cost Per New Dwelling
$21,995

$16,126

Baseline Vision



The Roadmap: A Public Process

1. Public Workshops 2. Town Hall Meetings 3. Vision Summit 4, Implementation
(Brainstorm) (Test: This, Not This) (Consensus) (Ready, Set, Action!)
Analysis/Scenario Draft Vision Development  Vision Document General Plans,
Development Ordinances, Etc.

- ) =



What’s next?




Implementation

Local mayors meetings

Completion of bike/pedestrian pathway
masterplan

Revisions to local plans and ordinances

Planning charettes
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