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Kick-off & Engagement Plan
0 Technical Committee
Key Staff
Regular Meetings
0 Advisory Committee
Department Heads + Stakeholders
Periodic Meetings
0 Council & Planning Commission
Kick-off Meeting
Status Updates
Joint Study Sessions (2)
Community Tours (2)
0 Stakeholder Meetings & Focus Groups
Special Topic Meetings (6)
0 Public
Open Houses (2)
Joint Study Sessions (2)
Special Events
Project Website
Public Hearings (2)



PHASE 1: DIAGNOSE DECEMBER 2017 - APRIL 2018

Comprehensive Plan Themes

<<
. s PLAN CONFORMANCE REPORT
Brighton

PLAN CONFORMANCE REPORT

0 Active & Multi-modal Transportation

OVERVIEW

The Plan Conformance Report is an analysis of the City of Brighton’s development regulations — A\ . .
17 -Municpal Code. 1t compares these regulations tathe comprehensive plan - Be Brghtor adopted Q H e rl'I'O g e & | e n'I'l-I'y
April 2016). The purpose of this report is to evaluate how well the current regulations align

and identify a range of options to consider through the regulation update process. ‘,

77:.5 rjp;:r is : zmlzm;mly stepin ”,'f process. It ﬂ:ov:{dels a', u,".'m./ we\:; of the leg;ulam’z:s and. ish = BLAN CONFORMANCE REPORT . o1
intended to start a dialogue on a wide range of potential strategies and future action. None of the Brighton 'COMMENT LOG
commentary or analysis in this report represents an official direction of the project or a formal D U S O N O 11
rrecommendation.

== , === =
Also note that this report is focused on key themes or major topics, and many other issues or topics that i . _
have been identified by stakeholders and City staff will be discussed in future steps in the process. g . o : - _ L]

2 EIE 5 2

: : : A AR i3
REGULATIONS GENERALLY BE BRIGHTON i P &2 2 3, &

= ® z £l =
Comprehensive plans are implemented by many. A i i gui == i 28 1; H g ig 2 §
proactive policies, strategies and public or private growth and development. The analysis and H ! gz & 5 § 58 i3
investments, some of which can bring about immediate f a plan reflect the long- i S SN [Conmert]
change or be a catalyst for quick actions. In contrast, of the community, and a plan does not necessarily PRt B g a n O n O rl I | a n Ce e O
ons i nge i i ing. Rather, it establishes a policy e 3 e 2 2
i hey respond it i nage e i
proposals the City may receive. The regulations will through development. Therefore, development
establish a ‘many decisions (public and the City with the tools to best b Eapm gevslopmert e e o,
private], and the influence the have will increase in manage change, enable different options, and react to s | 1 . e st s et 1 2 L g . " . . 14
significance over time. In this regard, a development many circumstances that cannot be fully anticipated. 3 The pannes nos D O n S | e r U | | n g 'I'y p e O p p ro O C
U - Mixed U Zons Diaricts noicton 6 Papose - et

PLAN CONFORMANCE REPORT 1%

P i broader mix of housing types

these area, an may rot

SUMMARY ) oo 2 1 2 2 1

topis e 3 X more

The following are initial observations from the preliminary analysis. These issues will continue to be discussed WU e Use Zoms Disrits,
Howeer, i

e NN : B : Q Reorganized design standards under

Discussonprase
Reorganize the code to consolidate redundancies and better align common topics. MU Mixed Use Zons Districts. In general the taie
especay i compact
Consider remouing sections of detailed application submittal criteria. These crteria can be delegated to a pivioery s f e ssiasss
T —— B e common themes.
g sy on
Enable a “plain language” approach to the code by simplifying the language and removing legalese_ O | fncsont areriacoud avery 2 2 2 4 3 3|3
s ) sret s cn

Consolidate and streamline application procedures into a single section.

Reorganize design standards to coincide with particular scales —for example, broader, planninglevel

e = e : 0 Specific downtown standards (not a

Develop a more explicit approach to development in the Downtown District beyond the planned o igenere
development process to incorporate contextual elements that enhance the area o110 ioces Ay T 3 1 2 2 2 H 2 | 3 " ”
Consider a “buil type” approach to development standards in certain districts, so a better mix of et street fypes, a mutiple |

: e nnea approdc
P EE e pla

Create amore refined mix of housing formats between zoning districts (based on building type approach). s pn— - pu— [ ———
Consider a greater mix of housing types within certain districts or consider creating a different district to mix 6120 | heons) the sandards stndaris
housing in more compact and walkable formats. | inond outsde of e coror (storm arainage, paring acoess, storage fences, sgns,

Develop a broader range of opan space types for different contexts, including size, design, location, and D e V e O ro O e r rO n e O o e n s G C e S
service areas. Review the open space dedication requirements in light of the more specific types, and how Deveiopment Code Update 3 s D | p b d g f p p

they support different contexts, 20ning districts and uses.

Revise the Subdivision Standards to emphasize urban design standards for the public realm, including
different standards for different contexts. Street networks, open space systems, block layouts and
arangement of differ types of open spaces, and a greater range of street types and streetscape standards

e e m) Improve planned district procedures (PUD

Review and reorganize the use table. Create a more coordinated system of use categories and use types but
consider making mere distinetions between the scale and typical formats of the use types.

Expand allowed land use types for the Agricultural District to enable uses that can increase tourism and " . n

ST Q mprove “public realm streetscapes
Modify the minimum lot sizes to be more appropriate for urban agriculture practices and the District Plan

vision

Improve the planned district procedures in conjunction with the strear ing of all procedures. Make clear
the steps and criteria for planned development and draw a more specific distinction between the flexibility
and processes for master planned development vs. the flexibility and processes for site-specific projects.
Incorporate design standards for infrastructure required of typical development (streets, utilities, and
community facilities )

Land Development Code Update 3

o Meetings
0 CC/PC Study Session

PRO C E S S 0 Analysis Summaries (AC / TC




PHASE 2: ANALYSIS APRIL 2018 - SEPTEMBER 2018 Case Studies

0 Public Realm Design

Active & Multi-modal Transportation

h—

Q
"EROSPECTNEWTQ\@ 2 = : a Her”age & |den‘|’|‘|’y
(|

LONGMONT (.CO
NS

Sustainability

sconrinis Critical Issues / Case Study Summaries

General Description

&
soutt
Wde ARVADA [ CO

Open Space:
- Com

Connectivity

General Description

Ratter: Historic Downtown
Size: 30 Acres

Olde Town is Arvada's hig
become a shopping, dining
due fo its walkabiliy and
o ftradifional compact
surrounding residential b

an original rail and trolie

o commuter rondt occe il TAE
Denver area. Several pfil

development have provid e
with proximity and access BURN VILLAGE
~ | co

Principles to Consid|

Streetscape design & types

Vibrant Downtown

Frincit | BUGKING HORS
7" FORT comw

General Description

General Description
Pattar: Mised-density Neighbornood /
Neighborhood Canfer

Size: 160 Acr
Bradburn Village it o well-connected neighborhood ac

o goods and senvices, and proximity fo local and regional
open spaces. It s designed with an emphasis on walkabily,
evident from the small block structure, comfortable
streetscapes, effective fransifions in building scale and uses,
‘and emphasis on connections within and beyond the project,
It has o well-designed, high-quality public realm and the
buildings respond fo this with great aftention fo detail and
social spaces along frontages. The project presents subfie
fransifions fo more conventional and large-ccale  retail
projects of the adjacent arterial corridor.

Housing options / neighborhood design

Patiern: Mixed-density Neighborhood /
Neighborhood Node

Size: 214 Acres

Characterstcs: Agricuture based
Bucking horse is @ neighborhood that pays fribute o its past
use as two historic farmsteads. The neighborhood is organized
around g trails system, well-connected street network, and
the preservation of the two farmsteads as gathering places.
The community focuses on healthy living through walking,
biking, acfive living and focal food and senices. The civic
spaces include the frails system, community gardens, a horse
arena, and historic farm buildings have been converted info
neighborhood gathering places with unique and local retail and
service offerings. This framework sets the context for housing
options ranging from detached houses on @ variefy of lot sizes,
to row houses and apariments designed to reinforce social
connections fo streefscapes and neighborhood amenities

Mixed-use nodes and centers

Open space systems and types

Principles to Consider
Connectiviy:
" Well-connected sireets within and beyond the project.

o the south with
Principles to Consider residentiol.
Connecivy:
Good connectivity fo ragional network on west and south;
low conneciivity on northeast boundaryl.
“ Highvolume arferials on the w
= Small neighborhood block
“ Good local pedastrian circulation (sreats ar

“ High-volume arterial and north peri
= Slow, namow frec-lined neighborhood sirest
« Significant investmant in srestecape design and qualdy.

o 0o 0o 0o 0o O o

Productive agriculture lands

Open Space:
= Access to significant regional oper

Open Space:
Significant agriculture component as neighbork
= Common open spaces integrated with
The green buffer long the perimeter of

#hrougout neighborhood.
o connected fo siraetscape:

conventional, car-oriented com
edge (118th Strest d

mmerciol mixed-use sire

ol area with moderate

(5K — 12K 5£; 1- to 2-st

Meetings
0 Analysis Summary Meetings (AC / TC

= ba

9
orientation or alley access with green bufier.

0 Public Open House

PROCESS

0 Metro Innovations Tour



PHASE 2: ANALYSIS APRIL 2018 - SEPTEMBER 2018

Street Types

RIGDEN FARMS
FORT COLLINS | CO

|11
i
i

PUBLIC REALM: Street Design

Stnadard Street

g

9
Walk Lawn Bike  Lane Turn- Median

Parkway / Boulevard

E 55
Lane Wk Bufier Lane

66 o |

18
Walk Lawn ~ Diagonal Lane
Parking

Parking

Open Space Types

Building Types & Land Use

RIGDEN FARMS
FORT COLLINS | CO

Fossive Open Spoce

-

PUBLIC REALM: Open Space Types

[S—
Greonway

Open Spoce System

RIGDEN FARMS
FORT COLLINS | CO

lond Use
Detached House

Supiee

§ Row House / Sl Agarsna

[ e —

[ et Congles

I e Cormercal

Small Circ

e O

o

= —
-
Lot: 0.13 acre

Setbacks: F: 10-20'; S: 4-8'; R: 15
Height: 35"

Density: 7 Units/Acre

Frontages: Neighbhorhood Yard
Design Detail: Portico, Patio, Stoop

Medivm Apartment

Density: 50 Units/Acre
Frontage: Terrace
Design Detail: Stoop, Awning

Lot: 0.55 acre

Setbacks: F: 15%; §: 24"; R: 80"
Height: 25°

FAR: 0.22

Frontages: Terrace

Design Detail: Awning

| Setbacks: F:12’; 5:0%; R:12"

 Design Detail: Porch, Porfico

Height: 30’
Density: 9 Units/Acre
Frontage: Terrace

Density: 22 Units/Acre
Frontoges: Terroce
Design Detail: Stoop

Lot: 0.7 acre
Setbacks: F: 0'; S: 6'; R: 30’
Height: 30’

FAR: 0.5

Frontage: Streetiront

Design Detail: Awning, Store Front

Large Commerci

| Setbacks: F: 10; S: 10%; R: 20
| Height: 35"
| FAR: 0.4; Density: 24 Units/Acre

Lot: 0.46 acre

Frontoge: Terrace
Design Detail: Portico, Stoop

Lot: 5 acres
Sefbocks: F:15; S:1
Height: 50"

FAR: 0.4

Frontage: Terrace

Lot: 5 ocres
Setbacks: S: 20°; R: 65"
Height: 30"

FAR: 0.3

Frontage: Buffer

PROCESS




PHASE 3: LAUNCH OCTOBER 2018 - PRESENT

= LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE
Brighton' DRAFT FRAMEWORK
Prorosep FRAMEWORK CurrenT C¢ & Ce
211 Annexation 727 17640 Doss this need fo be In e, ef o separata ciy code outside of PAZ, or e out
A Applicabilty WP

B. Review Criteria
C. Effect of Decision

Article 3. ivisi

301 Streets 17-40-20; 17-40-40,
A Intent 350 17-40-360; 17-
B.  Network & Connectivity 17-44-130; 17-44-1

C. Street Design (types and standards)
D. Intersection Design

E. Design and Construction Specifications.
F. Alternatives and Waivers.

302 Open and Civic Spaces

A Intent

B System, Arrangement and Required Gpen
5

pace.
C. Open Space Design (types and standards
D. Location Criteria

7-20:80; 174020,
310; 17-40-350; 17-
A7T-44-900; 17-44-1
44150

<

Brighton”

ARTICLE 2 — APPLICATIONS & PROCEDURES
2.01 GENERAL — ALL APPLIGATIONS

Article 2. Applications & Procedures

istra
Code Amendments
. -

— Al Applications

ARTICLE 8 — LANDSCAPE & SITE DESIGN STANDARDS
8.03 BUFFER & SCREENING DESIGN

E. Ownership and Management Vested Proparty Rights
F. Altematives and Waivers Addied step to exist
- do we have a stron|
cc? this? Comphance wi
303 Blocks and Lots 74020, 17¢040] Table 2-1: Procedures Summary plan?
A Intent 360; 17-40-370; 17-
B. Block Arrangement. 17-44-120; 17-44-14 Eligible .
C. Lot Amangement Applicants elohbes: Notice. Review Bpdy
D. Aceess and Circulation Ll
E Allematives and Waivers Owner P P o e wan saf pe oo
304 Required Improvements 74020, 17-40-20|  Administrative Plat L) o A
300; 17-40-350; 17-
120 Subdivision Plan ] = = = = = R DPPH  [Ac
Final Plat u = o A
Working Draft, September 2018 Zoning Map Amendment LI =] = B> &E {Hd R
Bright| I
Planned Development -
Feguisting Pan " = m =) = =) R
Ceonditional Use Permit L = = = = =
Site Improvement Permit | |
it Flan u 5]
Variance L = = i) =
Appeal of Adminisiraive Decision . W W W = = =
Text Amendment [ ]
Annexation u

HP
want to d

rossed this out - may

u i) R DIPH
u = % =] :2 =) =) =] R ¥ RIPH “DPH
oo, g  cutorly HP needs discus

) ke 1o considsr w

anly - but wants
athers are daing 1

> axding
0 = Decision making autnoriy

ngut
gy apers ety

Dioes this need o be here? Itis

probably be done under

we nesd to address the diference between
iegesiative and quasijudicial that couid
G

[/ Aiomey Throughout the e testof this vk, the &
ecify wha has approval autharity for the various it

_/ ecision making autherity” is intended to provide ap|
authority, it needs to specific say so. 1t is also imper
authority also be inciuded in the text.

confusing. If

Final Draft, May 2018

[Article 17]
Brighton GO Land Use & Development Gode

PROCESS

Figure 8-3 Buffer Types & Context
Application of the specific buffer type
should be based on context and the
adjacent site or projects.

C. Buffer Locations. Buffers shall be required as indicated in Table 8-3, Buffer Types &

Application.

Zoning of Proposed Development
C3,H&12 DT,BP,MU-  CO,C1,C-28MU- R2R3& AR AERE

Zoning Adjacent o CC & MU-R/EC Ne H RA,R1ALR-

Development 18

AR, AJE, RERA, R- Type ll Type Il Typell Type I Type I

1A&R18

R-2R38MP Type Il Type Il Type ll

€0,C-1,C28 MU- Type Type Il

NC

DT, BP, MU-CC& Typell

MU-REC

C-3,-H8&812

Other Pariing areas within 50 feet of any public siest or through acoess drive shall have a Type | bufferfor

residental lots.

Tots under 50 spaces, and a Level i buffer for lofs 50 spaces or more.

Any © require 2 Type lllbuffer. (See Sectons 301 and

30 and effc design blocks and lots i associati the
streetscapes, and i system).

‘Any lots adjacent o 3 highway or expressway quire a Type Il bufier,

be increased to 100'for resi ' for mixed-use,

deveiopment.

Agrculture uses y ¥
residental uses wih a Type Ill buffer. In cases where residences are progosad in proximity 1o existing

P areas,
project design.
+Type Il buffers are only required in the AR, ATE, RE, R-1, R-1A and R-18 adacent to
[Chapter17] 87

Public Hearing Draft, October 2019

Brighton GO Land Development Code

Draft Regulations

0 Draft Framework
0 Initial Draft / Working Drafts

0 Interim Drafts

0 Final Draft / Public Review

0 Public Hearing Draft

Meetings

0 Technical Committee Meetings (4
Advisory Committee Meetings (2
Public Open House

Stakeholder Group Meetings (3

o 0O O O

Second round of tours



PHASE 3: LAUNCH: UPDATES SINCE WORK SESSION DRAFTS

Article 2 - Applications & Procedures

Added specific criteria for amending current PUDs / conversion.

Improved  site improvement and site plan review criteria and flexibility

Incorporated annexation review procedures

Added vacation of ROW and easements

Article 4 - Zoning Districts

Re-purposed A/R, RE, and AE to better align with District Plan

Article 5 - Residential Design Standards

Clarified/reorganized setback exceptions, application of frontage types and accessory building standards
Adjusted Detached House - Compact Lot side setback

Article 6 - Non-residential Design Standards

Clarified/reorganized setback exceptions, application of frontage types and accessory building standards

PROCESS




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES

17.04 Introductory Provisions Art. 1 General Provisions

17.08 Administration, Procedures and Enforcement

17.12 Definitions Art. 2 Applications & Procedures

17.16 Defining and Application of District Regulations C .

1720 Development Standards J Art. 3 Subdivision Standards

17.24 Performance Standards Art. 4 Zoning District & Uses

17.28 Non-conforming Uses & Structures

17.39 Table of Uses ° Art. 5 Neighborhood Design Standards
17.36 Repeals, Amendments, Severability Art. 6 Non-residential Design Standards
17.40 Subdivision Regulations

17.44 Residential Design Standards Art. 7 Access & Parking Standards

17.48 Commercial Design Standards . .

17.49 Indusirial Design gmndcrds Art. 8 Landscape & Site Design Standards
17.50 Mixed Use Design Standards Art. 9 Sign Standards

17.52 Historic Preservation

17 56 Vested Property Rights Art. 10 Supplemental Standards

17.64 Oil and Gas Facilities Art. 11 Definitions & Terms

OINCTNNIVANRIOIN




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: ARTICLE 2 - PROCEDURES

Table 2-1: Procedures Summary

Consolidate Common Procedures (2.01)

Eligible . .
Ap;ficams Pre Neighbor Notice Review Body
. App licabili ty owner PC CC  oMenee meeO oot Publish  Mail St PC cc BoA
. . . Administrative Plat ] ™ - . D A
= Review Criteria
Subdivision Plan u 4] ] | | | R D/PH Ac/PH
= Review Procedures Final Plat . & oA
Zoning Map Amendment | | HE =n M M | ] %] R R/PH  D/PH
. E ff t f Decision Planned Development —
ecr o ecCiISIO Regulating Plan | | E N ] M M %] | R RPH D/PH
. Conditional Use Permit | | ) %] | ] % R D/PH A
PlOTS STreOmllned (2 02) Site Improvement Permit | D A
. ) ) Site Plan | | D A
- Discretionary reviews up front — - - 5 & o "
.. . . Appeal of Administrative Decision | | | | = - - D/PH
= Administrative / technical on back end et Amendor . = - —
Annexation [ | [ | 4] | | | R D/PH
" /4
New “Planned Development” approach (2.04)
& = Required R = Review and recommending authority
m = Authorized D = Decision making authority
Me rg ed C U P / S U P (2 O 7) PC = Planning Commission Ac= Acceptance of decision
’ CC =City Council A = Appeal of Decision
BoA = Board of Adjustment PH = Public hearing required

IMPROVED PROCEDURES




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: 3.01 STREETS

Neighborhood Street
Neighborhood Connector
Neighborhood Parkway
Pedestrian / Mixed-Use
Avenue

Boulevard

Parkway

NEW STREET TYPES

l'.‘ Toks - 1 . j .
A R N0 A kv 6

‘{\@

Brighton

ARTICLE 3 — SUBDIVISION STANDARDS
3.01 STREETS

ROW width 50
® : The Pedestian / Mixed-use Street is a walkable street with
erous sidewalks, on-street parking and siow . It requires
T®) Street Widh (cutb-to-curt) % buls parking pects. ket
(© Lanes (=1 Width) 2@ 10 2 wellconnected network to disperse vehicle tafic and provide
@ = = access © many uses and destnations. A B, and C Street
On-street Parking 8 variations of these streets can support different quality of frontages,
(® sidewalks 12 3nd different levels of access and senvice fo round out the neswork
5 T of walkable mixed-use places.
) . 4'x6' (min) tree wels wihin
(E) Pianting/Amenity Area sl
Sicycle Fadilites NA
Avoid due to connected
Tum Lanes network OR it within
Planning & Urban Design Considerations
Traffic Volume (range) under 5,000 adt
Vehicie Speads (desired target) under 20 mph
Stest Tree Spacng 2540’
Deperdenton A, B, or C strest
Driveway Spacing designation; Mid-block alleys

and shared access preferred

Frontage Types

Street Front

Terrace

Public Hearing Draft, October 2019

[Chapter 17] 39
Brighton CO Land Development Code




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: 3.02 OPEN & CIVIC SPACE

Preserve - Natural / Ag

i,
~ ARTICLE 3 — SUBDIVISION STANDARDS
Brighton 3.02 OPeN & CvIC SPACE

Preserve — Natural or Agriculture
The size, location ard desian of a Fresenve shall be
dapendent on the planning context, he presence of
natural amenidies and scological or agricultural
resaurces worthy of protecion, and the abikty of the
designated area 1o provide significant continuity with
oiher simiat nearby featires and resources.
general, these areas shoud provide the opportunity
for at least 5 asres of conbiguous preserved ara and
ideally up to 40 of more acres

Park
Trail Corridor

Service Area:
City-wide

Design Elements & Guidelines
= Natural Preserves inciude any area of existing or restored open lands such as riparian comidors and weliands, urique geological
formations, importart habiats, o substantial grougings of impartant plant types. The goal i fo protect the 2dges and to maximize tact
and undisturbed spaces that provide valuakle ecosystem services for the commurnity, supgart pressnvation goals, or enhance the
aesthetics and amenities of the area. Actve recreation such as trails and paths can be 3 part of these areas provided they do not disrupt
the essential natural character and ecological functions.

Agiicuture Presenves inchude valuable and producive farmiands o smaller communiy agricufurs aperations, protected o ensure thair
agriculture funciion, kut also b promote the commanities heritage and provid a source of unigue destinafion commesce or tourism.
These areas can inclide various scales of agricalture production hat can integrats with and suppor the surounding community in
various ways depending on the scale

o Rural / Large- 50+ acres

> Community Medium- 15-50 acres

= Neighkarhood | Smal - 3 - 15 acres

= Local / Micro -undst 3 acres (see Community Garden’)

Green

Community Garden

Size

12'to 20'# wide

No mnimum fength except needs to provide
connection between streets on opposite sides
of 3 block, or between streets and oher parts
of the open and civic space system within the
block.

Plaza / Courtyard

| I |
Service Area
Abutting lots

Patio

Design Elements & Guidelines

Pedestrian Passages should be designed with the same or greater amenity as the pedestrian areas of sireetscapes on the block in terms.
of landscape, sirest furnitwe, ighting, etc.

. Buillings Fonting on the Pedestian Passage, partiowarly the first 50 feat from the beginning and end of the passage, should be designed

Pedestrian Passage - . m= g

as street front buildings with frequent entrances, transparency and outdoor seating areas fo create actvity in the space and make physical
and visual comections between the buildings and the space
Larger passages or passages in more open areas shall be designed to the Trail Comidor standard.

[ — H 1
Enhanced Streetscape : ' : S ——

[Chapter 17] 3.25
Brighton GO Land Development Code

OPEN SPACE TYPES




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: 5.02 RESIDENTIAL BUILDING TYPES

Detached House - Neighborhood

Detached House - City Lot

Detached House - Compact Lot

Duplex / Multi-unit House

Row House

Table 5-5: Residential Frontage Types & Design Standards

Frontage Element Terrace Neighborhood Yard Suburban Yard Buffer

A shallow open area along a block face Asmall pmoderale operarea wiha

I ' l A I ' l . building setback from the property line 5
S G | | p O rI. e n 1. that creates a continuous landscape o create consistent landscaped area A moderate to large open areawitha A concentrated landscaped area used to

gi}?ecnd;;vrrn/ Design zl:;g:r:e z:t:fhoes: ;r':;lelg;:ljaf'rj%rrl‘t:’g:: s;ld that emphasizes the buildings building setback from the property line  soften, screen and separate the site and
relationship to the streetscape and

buidings along a srectscape, siuch a3 creates a consistent rhythm of building
courtyards, gardens or small lawns. facades along a block

to create a larger, uninterrupted lawn any potential impacts form the
and landscape areas.

Medium Apartment

P
.
|

Accessory Dwelling Unit

HOUSING OPTIONS




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: ARTICLE 6 - NON-RESIDENTIAL DESIGN
) A N . }

Scale of Uses & Buildings i : f:" k. "n. S

= Neighborhood Center | =i - .

= Community Center Massing Street Front

= Regional Center

Design 5
= Massing

= Modulation
= Transparency

= Entry Features

Frontages

\

= Street Front

= Terrace

= Buffer . ” o Buffer
Entry Features

COMMUNITY DESIGN & MIXED USE CENTERS

________




SUMMARY OF KEY CHANGES: ARTICLE 6 - NON-RESIDENTIAL DESIGN

Approach

= Block-specific application of frontage & design based on street map

Table 6-8: Downtown Building Design

o . FBL (location & Primary Entry First Story Upper Story Massing &

Al extent) Feature Transparency  Transparency  Modulation

Primary / A-street Frontage Standards 0-10 \ o _an o _ane. 30 linear feet; and
W—(Street Front Design) 80% min 1per S0 60% - 90% 20% - 40% 300 s f.

Secondary / B-street Frontage Standards 0-25 1 per 100 60:{; e?g:f TII\FDZS 159% - 40% 50 linear feet; and

(Street Front or Terrace Design) 50% min. 40% ! 500sf.

o - 90% overall

Service Street/Buffer Frontage Standards N/A 1] , o QN 0 A 100 linear feet;
mmmmmm= (Street Front, Tarrace or Buffer Design) 1 per 150 25% - 90% 15%-40% 041,000t

Table 6-9: South 41" Street Overlay — Building and Frontage Types

S4CR
Building Type S4GW
Detached Howse — City Lot
Duplex | Mult-unit House Small Commercial - Pad Site
Buidi Rlow House Smal Commercial — Mixed-use | Storefront
L Small Apartment Smal Civic
Small Civic See Section 6.02 Non-residential Buiding Types
See Section 5.02 Residentia! Building Types
Neighkorhiood Yard Steet Front
E Terrace Temace
L See Section 5.02.0. Frontage Design (Residential) Buffer {limited to side sireets off of the cormidor)
Types) Eee Section 6.04 Nan-residential Frontage Types
Pemitted Uses

See Section 4.02 Allowed Uses; table 4-2 Zoning Districts & Usas

DOWNTOWN & 4™ STREET OVERLAY

Block-Specific Frontages for DT zoning

= Shall develop to Primary {

A-street Frontage standard

Shall develop to Secandary
/ B-streel Fronlzge
standard; May develop te
Primary / A street
Frontage Standard

Service streat Buffer
Frontage Standard; May
develop to Primary f A- or
Secondary / B-street
Frontage Standard



1 Planning Commission Public Hearing and Recommendation

...................... 10/10/19
1 City Council First Reading oo Tonight

= Public Notice provided (published 10/23/19)

= Staff Recommendation - Approval Per staff report

= Public Comment

= City Council Discussion

1 City Council Actions

Approve the ordinance on first reading as drafted
Approve the ordinance on first reading with specific changes
Deny the ordinance as drafted with specific findings to justify the denial

Continue the item to be heard at a later, specified date.

1 City Council Second Reading / Adoption ..., 12/3/19 tentative
1 Effective Date 1/1/20 anticipated

NEXT STEPS




" LAND USE and DEVELOPMENT CODE UPDATE
BRIGHTON, COLORADO

¢

Discussion




