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Introduction

Why Is this topic important?
Explaining use classification systems
Preparing use classification systems
Coding

Examples




Why Is this topic important?

Ordinance drafting
Implementation
Tracking changes
_egal defensibility
Uniformity
Rationality
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Applications

Euclidean zoning
Form-based/design-based zoning
Impact fees

Transfer of development rights




Advantages of Classification
Systems

Systematically categorizing uses
Defining uses

Streamlining
Relationships




Need for Classification Systems

Who needs It?

Landowners/developers
Public officials
Neighborhoods

Zoning administrators

State/federal law




LBCS

Collaborative effort

5 categories
Activity
Function

Structure
Site
Ownership




Preparing
use

classification
systems




Issues with Typical Zoning
Classifications

Under inclusive
Over Inclusive
Faillure to define

Cases
County of Adams v. Romeo (WI. 1995)

State ex rel. Sunshine Enterprises of Missouri,
Inc. v. Board of Adjustment of City of St. Ann
(Mo. 2002)




ODbjectives of a Classification
System

Clarity / user-friendly
Avoid ambiguity
Logical organization
Definitions

Comprehensive

Consistent with plan




Coding

Framework
Euclidean based

Design based
Hybrid




Coding

Initial list of uses
LBCS base
Existing list of uses
Emerging uses

What should be added?

What can be -

Consolidated
Eliminated (careful!)

Cross-reference audit




Coding

Distribute uses to districts
Permitted by right

Discretionary review

Conditional or special
use

Special exception
Floating zones

Prohibited uses
Unusual uses

Supplementary
standards
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Coding

elt=\Y
Individual districts
Comprehensive matrix
efinitions
Embedded
Cross-references
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Examples

San Antonio, Texas
UDO process
Initial draft: design-based

Committee
recommendation:
comprehensive

LBCS and NAICS references

Coordination with Use
Patterns




Examples

Hillsborough County, Florida
Community Design Regulations
Traditional Neighborhood Development (TND)
LBCS Structure




Examples

Frederick, Maryland
LBCS & NAICS references
Performance-based code

s i Historie Structures




Conclusions

Classification systems are complex
Centerpiece of sound zoning
Does not have to produce bad design

Coordinate with planning and
regulatory framework




