Display Board Outcomes from March 28, 2019 Consensus Workshop
[bookmark: _GoBack]Credits and Scoring 
Consensus: 
· Educate the public on RLSA 
· Program should be transparent 
· County should buy some credits
· Make credit system useful to smaller landowners
· Ground truth NRI values
· Require updated NRI scoring for any SRA
· Tie restoration credits to goal attainment 
· Tie restoration credit awards to commencement of SRA
· If a water retention area is used for a SRA it should count toward SRA acreage (does not include downstream receiving bodies 
Non-consensus:
· Ag stewardship credits: keep 5 year review recommendation
· New panther science should be included in NRI scoring
· Eliminate the duplication of designating and restoring credits (R-1 + R-2) 
· Reduce restoration “dedication” (R-1) credits
· Allow stewardship credits to be used in other parts of County
· Use “Critical Lands and Waters Identification project” in place of the NRI Value System
· Reduce credits for restoration
· Examine basis for open land at 1.2 or less NRI score
· Increase credits required for any development in Primary Panther 
· Require 20 credits per acre to do SRA
· Use primary and secondary panther habitat data for NRI scoring sheet
· Recalibrate credits so that the total does not exceed 315,000
· Update NRI to incorporate studies by Panther experts re: primary panther habitat
· Review NRI + stewardship credit methodology for lessons learned to improve the system


Environmental Protection:

Consensus:
· Identify internal wildlife crossing needs (Permitting)
· Provide NRI data used to create program prior to 2002
· Require EIS for SRAs
· Include species of special local concern to wildlife protection efforts (County Wide)
· Create outdoor lighting standards (County Wide)
· Observe growth management plan – runoff after development cannot exceed runoff after development 
· Enhance regional water flow
· SRAs to have wildlife management plans
· Provide 2002 data used to create NRI values and credit system
· County should closely monitor water pollution and water levels (quality and quantity)
· Remove development areas from primary panther zone panther habitat
Non-consensus:
· Align restoration credits along cost basis 
· Required external wildlife crossings at certain locations, developer contributions
· Sustainable panther habitat must be preserved
· Make wildlife corridors 1 mile wide
· Create panther corridor creation credits
· Agriculture should not be allowed to increase in SSAs
· These three were stacked together:
· Zero development in primary panther habitat or adult breeding area
· Add primary panther area as panther present on Natural Resource Area scoring
· Redirect development outside primary panther habitat

Towns and Villages:
Consensus:
· SRAs to have mobility plans
· “Universal design” should be an option provided
· Plan to allow aging in place
· Encourage shade trees, narrow streets, healthy community checklist (County wide)
· These two were stacked together: 
· Housing should be diversified
· Housing prices should be widely varied
· Encourage more compact development 
· Encourage Florida friendly landscape to reduce water use (County wide) 
· Encourage best practices for town core or center density
· CRDs should be carefully defined
· Incorporate green building standards (county-wide)
· Require FL Green Building community certification (County wide) 
Non-consensus  
· Hamlets should not be allowed
· Increase the minimum densities
· Firm-up phasing schedule for commercial components
· Require that SRA’s submit Annual Monitoring Report
· Require periodic measurements of internal capture 
· Change size parameters; Villages 100-1500 (except ACSC) Towns 1500-5000
· Economic development to make villages self-sufficient 
· Use ¼ mile standards for walkability 

Land Management:

Consensus: 
· Goal is sustainability needs of future generations 
· Nature trails and pathways
· Require SRA set asides for civic uses
Non-consensus:
· Don’t allow golf courses in HSAs
· Golf Course acreage should not count toward 35% open space requirement 
· Require frequent 3d party monitoring of restoration areas
· Concentrate growth in urban Collier County 
· Easements should require more specific land management practices (SSAs) 
· Limit extensions (escrow) of SSA approvals of one year
· Control developments too much traffic and accidents now killing of wildlife developed over habitat
· Require minimum % pervious area
· Cap total development acreage
· Original plan established 16,800 acres of development 
· Consider 5-year recommendations 
· Minimum provisions of low income housing 

Agriculture:
Consensus:
· Create credits to keep Ag in open lands, in perpetuity 
· Ag Stewardship Credits: keep 5 year review recommendations
· Remove the word “premature” from description of agricultural conversion
· Support and incentives the preservation of agriculture 
Non-consensus: 
· Agriculture should not be allowed in SSAs
· Ag 1 should not be expanded in SSAs, even if in escrow 

Taxpayer Impact:
Consensus:
· All roads within SRAs to be paid for and maintained by SRA 
· Integrated the results of current County wide sea-level rise studies in RLSA and other areas
· Consider EAC and CCPC comments during 5 year review
Non-consensus: 
· Agriculture should not be allowed in SSAs
· Calculate infrastructure costs 
Water
Consensus: 
· Affirm conformance with Lower West Water Supply Plan 
· SRA approvals should stop if water quality/quantity is negatively affected
· Advocate/Encourage filter marshes before any discharge into WRAs, where appropriate
· Redirect development outside important flow ways and wetlands 
· If a water retention area is used for a SRA it should count toward SRA acreage (does not include downstream receiving bodies) 
· Incentivize water storage on farm lands
· Water resources must be preserved
Non-consensus:
· Low impact development practices to manage stormwater run-off where appropriate 
· Add provisions to protect water supply
· 3rd part study of cumulative impacts on water quality/quantity from 43,000 acres of development 
· Require more stringent water management in SRAs than SFWMD requirements 

State Requirement 
Consensus: 
· Protect historic and cultural resources
· Require directional drilling, not “where practicable” in stewardship areas
Non-consensus 
-

Other: 
Consensus:
· Restudy should involve broad community participation
· Allow conditional approval of SSAs
· Don’t turn Collier County into Miami 
· Incentivize high value economic development 
· Issues regarding traffic, road development and the future need of an exchange entrance to I-75 from Everglades Blvd to Desoto Ave
· Why aren’t we relying on lower west coast water supply plan to supply water 
Non-consensus: 
· SRAs should require 4 of 5 votes, BCC
· Require a review of every 5 years
· Development must be staggered to reduce fiscal impacts to taxpayers
· Don’t allow Conditional Uses in HSAs if part of program
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