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HIGH RISK: 63,500 Acres
Greenbelt lands that are likely to be developed in the
next 10 years

MEDIUM RISK: 229,600 Acres
Greenbelt lands that are likely to be developed in the
next10 to 30 years.

LOW RISK: 2146000 Acres
Greenbelt lands that are not likely to be developed in
the next 10 to 30 years.

PERMANENT PROTECTION: 1192900 Acres
Greenbelt lands that are permanently protected from
development, including public lands, land trust
properties, and conservation easements.

URBAN: 790,300 Acres

Lands that are developed at a density of at least one
residential unit per 15 acres, o the equivalent density
for commercial or industrial development.

SAN FRANCISCO
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SAN JOSE
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WALNUT CREEK
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Managing the Urban Edge:

Successful Policy Tools to Protect Open Space
and Plan for a Resilient Future

A SPUR Regional Strategy White Paper
Prepared by the Greenbelt Alliance
In Partnership with SPUR
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l. Protecting Agriculture and Natural Habitat

Tool 1: Voter-Enacted Land Use Protections
 Urban growth boundaries

* County-level voter protections

e (Case Study: Dublin Urban Limit Line

Tool 2: Zoning Policies

* Protecting existing open space
* Resilience planning policies



l. Protecting Agriculture and Natural Habitat

Dublin Urban Limit Line Example



l. Protecting Agriculture and Natural Habitat

Resilience Planning



Il. Regulating Land Development

Tool 3: LAFCo Policies to Referee Sprawl

 LAFCo standards
e (Case Study: Santa Clara County LAFCo

Tool 4: Environmental Review Practices
e California Environmental Quality Act

e Case Study: Vehicle Miles Traveled policy in San
Jose



Il. Regulating Land Development

Tool 5: Mitigation of Open Space Impacts

* Programs to mitigate agricultural and habitat
impacts

* Advance Mitigation Planning

e Case Study: Seattle Transfers of development
rights



Il. Regulating Land Development

Santa Clara County
Regional Conservation Investment Strategy



I1l. Acquiring Parks and Natural Lands

Tool 6: Open Space Districts

* Special district government agencies

* Case Study: Sonoma County Agricultural
Preservation and Open Space District

Tool 7: Reverting Developed Land

e Voluntary buyouts



I1l. Acquiring Parks and Natural Lands

Voluntary Buyouts



IV. Regional Planning

Tool 8: Regional planning

* Councils of Government and Metropolitan
Planning Organizations

e Case Study: Washington State Growth
Management Act



The New Frontier: Sprawl in the Central Valley

Key Differences:

* reservoir of affordability, need for economic
dev’t

* non-charismatic agricultural landscapes

* future impacts of rail: reinforcing centers,
inducing sprawl?
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Managing the Urban Edge:
Protecting Coyote Valley as Nature-Based Infrastructure
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Andrea Mackenzie, Genéralﬁanager
Santa Clara Valley Open Space Authority
January 21, 2020



Mission

The Open Space Authority conserves
the natural environment, supports
agriculture, and connects people to
nature by protecting open spaces,
natural areas, and working farms and
ranches for future generations.









ESSENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL,
ECONOMIC, AND COMMUNITY

BENEFITS .
e "
" Improved air quality = Public health and enjoyment
= Wildlife protection " Protection of life and property
= Water quality protection from Wildland Fire
* Flood attenuation Management
= Localfood production = Carbon Sequestration, Climate
= Ecosystem resilience to -~ Adaptation, and Resilience

climate change



Value of Ecosystem
Services in Santa Clara

County

S1.6 billion to $3.9
billion per year
of Natural Capital Goods
& Services




Copyright © 2011 Earth Economics



Fall 2016 Loma Fire, San Jose, CA




Winter 2017 Coyote Creek Flood, San Jose

Sloo M Storm Damage

14’000 Residents Displaced



Copyright © 2011 Earth Economics



GHG Mitigation
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Tracking Coyote Valley Bobcat Movement
2017-2018
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Creek Floodplains in the City of San Jose
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S5 Million

$46.3 Million
R ~ (Measure Q)

Total: S96 Million
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Tulare Hill
(Land Trust
of SCV)

~ Tulare Hill
(County Parks)




COYOTE
VALLEY AS A

COMMUNITY






