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Results
Control

Acceptability
Flexibility

Mandatory 
standards Point systems Lists Discretionary 

review Incentives Optional 
(permitted)

Controversial
Litigation potential

Disregard
Administration

CalTran’s Smart Mobility Screening Tool
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NACo Green Government Initiative
EPA S t G th R hEPA Smart Growth Research
Building Codes Assistance Project
Plan Examples

Denver
Santa Fe
Marin County
…

International Energy Conservation Code (IECC)
EnergyStar (IECC +15-30%)EnergyStar (IECC +15 30%)
LEED Neighborhood Development Rating System 
(IECC + 15% or more)
ASHRAE - American Society of Heating, 
Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers 
(IECC + 20-30%
NBI (N  Building  In titut ) C r  P rf rm n  NBI (New Buildings Institute) Core Performance 
(IECC +30%)
USDOE – Building America (IECC + 50%)
Net-Zero – ASHRAE sponsored energy objective 
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Proximity to Adequate Street Capacity
W t /S  AWater/Sewer Access
Environmental Features Avoidance
Agricultural Land Conservation
Reduced Auto Dependence
Jobs/Housing ProximityJ / g y
Site Design/Conservation

Walkability
C tCompactness
Connectivity
Mix of Uses
Parking Footprint
Transportation Demand Managementp g
Complete Streets/Trees
Public/Green Spaces
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Minimum Energy Efficiency
Minimum Water Efficiencyy
Construction Pollution Prevention
Stormwater Management
Heat Island Reduction  - albedo increases 
Solar Orientation
On-Site Renewable Energy Sources
Infrastructure Energy Efficiency
Wastewater Management
Recycled Content of Infrastructure
Waste Management
Light Pollution Reduction

Minimum Scoring (e.g., LEED)
R l t  P i iRegulatory Pricing
Incentives Based on Cost Savings

Utility rebates/capacity credits
Property tax incentives
Sales tax incentives
GGrants
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Acceptable development patterns
R  & i  f  Range & mix of uses 
Intensity (base/incentive FARs)
Compatibility
Conditions for establishment of support uses

Targeted number of jobs
Ratio of targeted sq.ft./jobs to support sq.ft./jobs
Jobs:housing ratios

Accessory activities (outdoor storage/operations)

Establish purpose:  provide for future employment
New land use category applied through floating 
zone
Criteria to define threshold for development

% development of sites in USB (e.g., 60-70%)
Minimum area (e.g., 80 acres)
Funding for water/sewer/transportation facilities
Location in Overlay Protection DistrictLocation in Overlay Protection District
Job Production

Sprawl avoidance options
Capacity reservations
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Site Development Criteria
R uir  ningRequire zoning
Require traffic capacity/mitigation (consider 
reserved capacity based on public funding share)
Require water/sewer capacity
Require/reward environmental protection
Reward reduced auto dependencep
Reward jobs/housing proximity

Development Pattern Criteria
R uir  lk bilitRequire walkability
Require compactness (minimum FARs)
Require connectivity
Require complete streets (see Livable Roadways 
Guidelines)
Reward parking footprint reductionp g p
Reward transportation demand management 
Reward open space retention/access
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Require minimum energy efficiency (see Languell
work))
Require water efficiency (use Florida friendly 
landscape)
Reward water reuse/retention
Require minimum solar reflectivity
Reward green roofs

l d dRequire low impact drainage design
Reward on-site energy production
Reward waste management initiatives
Require energy efficient lighting

Provide links to referenced materials
l i k /d / t hwww.ourplanningworks.com/docs/greentech

Refine performance criteria
Draft plan policy language




