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Thursday, April 23, 2015, 9:30 am

A__s_hland Nature Center

Advisory Committee Meeting #2

Introductions
Review of Feb. 12t Public Workshop
Best Practices Research g

- Public Workshop May 18th

Format
Other Business
Next Steps
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Summary of Publlc-Workshop

February'12, 2015
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Roundtable discussions focused on the foIIowmg questions:y,

* Where are the special places in the Byway?
* What are your hope and fears for the Byway?
* What is appropriate for this place?

Special Places
(places and features)...

* Hoopes Reservoir

* Coverdale Farm

* Valley Garden Park

* Auburn Mill Park

* Views from Wilmington and Western Railroad
e Mt. Cuba

* Auburn Heights

* Overlook Farm

* Old Mill Village (NVF),

4/28/2015



4/28/2015

Special Places
(places and features)...

* Ashland Nature Center (DNS)

* Mason Dixon markers

* Yorklyn Post Office

* Vic Mead covered bridges

* Stone walls and historic fences

* Open vistas of fields and forests

* Scenic landscapes from roads to ridgelines
* Accents and vistas along all scenic roads

* Rrock outcrops throughout the Byway

* Red Clay Creek and mill dams.

Hopes...

Protect the Red Clay Creek (stable road banks, improved
water quality, managed flooding), ‘

More trails throughout the Byway consider developing a
greenway),

More bikeways,

More conservation (easements);

Public access to Hoopes Reservoir and pull-offs,
Maintain'road characterand road widths,

Maintain existing vegetative screens and buffer in new
development (and require setbacks),

Encourage traffic calming,

Preserve rock:outcroppings; retain'stone walls throughout,
Eliminate ‘Jersey Barrier’ bridges, maintain historic character.
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V/idening (resulting in loss of community
character),
Non-contextual subdivision of Iandf
Overdevelopment,
Building along ridgelines,
Road;issues, (widening, congestion, speed~)-
Crgek contammatlon (eX‘ former Hemules site, N‘\S/F)

.
o -

Storic structures,
'.‘;Unpr acted viewsheds and land,
Excessive signage,
Poor water quality and flooding,
Dangerous road segments,
Short-term land protections *
(example; 10 year easements).
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New development that protects
viewsheds and vistas
Architecture that blends with the
landscape (appearance, bulk,
massing, colors, materials)

Use of natural materials in a p p ro p ri ate fo r

building construction

Height restrictions the B W‘a >
Context sensitive landscapes and Y . y e <
woodland protection ' ! :

Building setbacks and buffers
Screening and buffering of homes
Historic preservation

Context sensitive design (roadway
improvements, built environment,
signage, etc.)

Scenic resource protection

Water resource protection
(streams, water quality, flooding,
aquatic life)
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5 U';'f'ed . Public
evelopmen Comments
Code

Corridor
Management

Plan Best Practices

Practices
Research
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Research included:

Advocacy organizations
Professional organizations
Federal agencies

Technical journals

State enabling documents
Regional planning authorities
Counties

Local municipalities,

townships and villages

So where did this research
take us?

Red Rock Canyon NCA, Las Vegas, Nevada




Goals and Objectives:
1. Protect

2. Conserve

3. Enhance, and

4. Restore

Intrinsic Qualities:
1. Primary: Scenic

2. Secondary: Natural
3. Contributing: Historic
4.

Others

Goal 1 Encourage Stewardship Through Continued
Conservation.

« Develop a conservation easement program for the Byway.

« Develop arange of easement options: historic, scenic, facade, and voluntary protections.

» Develop model easement language. Promote 200 foot corridor easements where feasible.

« Link public and private purchase / donation initiative for interconnected open space.

Goal 2 Conserve Roadside Features that Contribute to the
Byway.
« Respect roadside vegetation.
Develop a landscape management component to the CMP.

GO al 3 Encourage Context Sensitive Design.

Work with New Castle County on context sensitive design issues.
« General standards for resource protection, scenic corridors, conservation design, tree protection, TDRs
« Context sensitive design and UDC revisions for watershed and site hydrology protection.
« Ensure County and State comprehensive plans adequately recognize the Red Clay Valley Scenic Byway.

Goal 4 Encourage Restoration and Enhancements.

* Restore and enhance the Byway'’s intrinsic qualities as part of the development process.
« UDC revisions, CSD, pre-exploratory plan review.

* Review and offer code language to the UDC.

« Promote efforts to maintain watershed hydrology.

4/28/2015
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Guiding
Principle:

Protect and enhance
the intrinsic qualities of

the Byway.

Researched Codes that had:

Scenic and/or View Protection

Rural, Exurban and/or
Suburban

Scenic Roads and Corridors

Scenic Linked with
Environmental Protection,
Historic Preservation, etc.

Scenic Linked with
Greenway & Open Space
Planning




Scenic Viewshed Protection
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Scenic Corridors

- Blue Ridge Parkway North Carollna
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protection
Linkage -
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Scenic Linked6"Historic Pres. * .
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Recreational Linkage

Scenic Linked to Architectural
Review Standards

Hudson, Ohio and South Beach, Florida
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Telecommunication
Restrictions

Scenic Protection Linked with
Growth, PDRs and TDRs

——
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ROUTE 340 VIEWSHED SURVEY:
MAPPING & SCENIC AREA PRIORITIZATION

MFETRSON COUNTY, WEST YIGING
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Sacandaga River, Saratoga County, New York

Ashland Clinton School Road

4/28/2015
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d. Parkways and urban street aetnetic stanaards
4 Preserving Views to Protect and Enhance Rural Character
a. General protection to features that contribute to rural character
i. Rolling hills
ii. Farmsteads, historic and otherwise
iii. Fieldstone walls and fence lines
iv. Field edge tree lines
5 Linked View Preservation
a. View protection linked with environmental protection
. View protection linked with agricultural preservation
. View protection linked with historic or cultural resources
. View protection linked with recreational resources
. View protection linked with archeological resources
View protection and architectural review standards
. Coordinated planning with state, regional and county planning

e D o 0 T

B. Natural

1 Preserving Agricultural Lands
a. Development transfer programs; PDRs and TDRs
. Conservation and village design; clustering
Bulk tract and minimum lot requirements
. Use restrictions
. Developing farmland wetlands
Development limits based on soil quality/fertility
. Metropolitan farming practices

D@ "o o o0 T

. Density-exchange options
i. Density transfer charges in lieu of TDRs
2 Tree and Vegetative Protection
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...any examples
that might apply in
the Red Clay
Valley?

llllll
...........
.............
.............
.................
....................

Way Road
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Scantie Byway Carridor A3

PRINCE WILLEAM COGNTY
Ihghmn §arriber Covrrivs Miamsrn Yoy

{79

Scenic highway, byway and road
corridors with overlay zones and
viewshed restrictions in
Farmington, Utah and Prince

4 William County, Virginia.

Amendment to Zoning Map
Kingwood Township, Hunterdon Cownty, NJ
Route 12 Scerse Camidor Overay (SCO) Zone

Kingwood Township, Hunterdon County, New Jersey
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Mulholland Drive Scenic Overlay, Santa Monica, California
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Mulholland Drive Scenic Parkway, Los Angeles, California
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Mulholland Drive Scenic Overlay, Santa Monica, California
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Mulholland Drive Scenic Parkway, Los Angeles, California
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Mulholland Drive Scenic Parkway, Los Angeles, California
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Downslope Upslope
Mrom Moholand) (Tram Muthaltand) Figure 2
Nore: Topographic elevations showld mafch those o the topographic survey. Show on the fo ic swrvey, where the
seclion is taken. One study section should be from the lowest efevation of the property onl«m'bmn.

VISIBILITY STUDY

e ? -

T

Photographs Waken o points A B G0, 8 on Muholland Drive

N ',;"s AL Aoa L . Amenia Twp., Dutchess County, New York
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Scenic Shoreline Overlay, East Shore of Lake Champlain, Town of Georgia, Vermont
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Current Viewshed Ordinance

.« VP-1 Alaino Viewshed

= ,R_egulate‘s‘ height within a singular
.+ “photographic” view only

How it Works

i ‘ Huildable Zone

4/28/2015
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* Review of Public Workshop #1

* Overview of Strategies

* Facilitate Input on Strategies
for Red Clay Valley (type,
location and intensity)

* Breakout sessions
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--- Discussion
---- Next Steps

Barley Mill Road
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Summary of Best Practices
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