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Request: Table vote to transmit Vision 2050

1. Provide the public with enough time to review the complete draft
1. Background the public did not have access to a complete draft until this AM

a. The chapters and supporting docs (30+ PDF Mapping Links) were not posted in a 
cohesive manner prior to this AM

b. The PDF map did not provide interactive engagement nor was it informative (a new 
map has appeared this AM)
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2.  Resolve the discrepancies between Orange Code & Sector 
Definitions 

1. Background LMN 7.13.1 The County will ensure the rural sector is 
protected in a manner consistent with the retention of agriculture, open 
spaces, and rural character.
The community does not support staff’s vision of “rural character” (e.g., The 
Grow)

• The Orange County Transect has been calibrated to reflect local
character and form. It contains all six T-zones: 
• Natural Preserve (T1), 
• Rural Reserve (T2), 
• Sub-Urban (T3), 
• General Urban (T4),
• Urban Center (T5), 
• and Urban Core (T6).





This? OR That?
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3. Discrepancy between qualitative data and Vision 2050 land use

• The D5 Vision 2050 focus group clearly demonstrated that people wanted 
to preserve the rural community in East Rural Orange County

• No one indicated they wanted to live in a Growth Center off Lake Pickett

• No one indicated that they were sold on the urban style development that 
was misleadingly referenced as Hamlets and Villages

• The development patterns expressed within Vision 2050 negate the Board 
of County Commissioners’ effort to drive growth towards the job corridor

• The development patterns in Vision 2050 promote continued urban sprawl


