
C H A P T ER  8

Vibrant. Green. Connected. Competitive.

85

Statement  of  Purpose
Plans of conservation and development function 
primarily as visions. Their purpose is to discover and 
distill the goals of residents into a single document that 
presents broad strategies for growth, development, and 
conservation. Land use regulations (both zoning and 
subdivision) are a primary tool for implementing these 
strategies. What gets built in accordance with plans and 
zoning regulations and what gets protected through 
conservation efforts constitute “land use.” Assessing 
long-term trends in land use and current land use 
patterns provide insight into how well we have realized 
our collective vision. The periodic updating of plans of 
conservation and development allows the opportunity 
to point out where land use regulations conflict with 
our stated vision, and to present new strategies and 
regulatory tools for returning to the intended path.

Land Use
C H A P T ER  8
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Current  Condit ions
As presented in other sections of this Plan, recent 
past growth and land use patterns in the Capitol 
Region could best be described as sprawl. While 
the word sprawl may connote different ideas to 
different people, it generally describes the post-
WWII pattern of development characterized by a 
growing middle-class move to low-density suburban 
housing supported by auto-dependent mobility and 
other factors. The Capitol Region, much like many 
other regions of the country that once saw this 
development pattern as an expression of freedom 
and the ‘American way’ has experienced the negative 
effects of this sprawling development pattern. The 
increase in automobile traffic and distances between 
work, home, schools, and shopping, and the decline of 
community character are all symptoms. 

A discussion of zoning regulations and land use can be 
difficult, as zoning deals largely with the potentiality 
of what is allowed to exist, while land use deals with 
the reality of what actually exists. Current limitations 
of region-wide data resources force inferences 
to be drawn and proxy measures to be used when 
attempting to link the two topics closely.

Through a combination of statistical data, maps, and 
empirical description, this Plan attempts to describe 
the land use conditions in the Capitol Region, the 
underlying zoning categories that in part produced 
that land use, and how these differ from the expressed 
goals of the region’s residents.

Land Use Inventory
Table 8.1 which summarizes land uses in the region 
reflects an interpretation of satellite imagery, and 
is one method for assessing land use in the Capitol 
Region. The land use categories in this table denote 
developed and built up areas; agricultural crop lands; 
parks and golf courses; forests; wetlands and water 
bodies. 

Land Use Categories

Developed Built-up Areas (Commercial/
Residential/Industrial/Pavement)

Agri/Grass

Agriculture Land used for Crop 
Production and/or Active Pasture & 
Turf or Grass (Private Lawns, Golf 
Courses, Parks, Cemeteries, etc.)

Forest Deciduous and Coniferous Forest

Wetland Nonforested and Forested Wetland

Water Water Bodies

The categories expressed in Table 8.1, developed 
by researchers at the University of Connecticut, 
are broad and do not match up with specific zoning 
classifications or development density classes. 
Additionally, the optical resolution of the satellite-
based photography does not approach survey quality 
and cannot be used for detailed planning purposes. 
For these reasons, only the percentages of each 
category were presented for each town, along with 
the total acres in the municipality. 
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Table 8.1 Capitol Region Land Use by Percent of Total Acres

Municipality Total Acres
Percent Land by Features and Vegetation % Increase in 

Developed Land 
2002-2006Water Forest Wetland Agri/Grass Developed

Andover 10,056 3.4% 72.3% 3.4% 10.3% 8.9% 2.7%
Avon 14,989 3.0% 53.8% 2.4% 0.0% 23.2% 3.9%
Bloomfield 16,872 1.0% 38.6% 3.3% 29.1% 25.8% 4.2%
Bolton 9,432 2.4% 58.3% 4.0% 17.8% 17.0% 1.4%
Canton 16,018 2.0% 72.0% 2.1% 9.9% 13.4% 7.8%
East Granby 11,217 1.0% 42.7% 9.9% 28.5% 14.9% 1.7%
East Hartford 12,045 4.3% 18.2% 1.2% 17.9% 57.0% 0.6%
East Windsor 17,108 2.4% 32.2% 3.7% 41.0% 18.5% 4.5%
Ellington 22,140 1.9% 45.5% 3.7% 34.7% 13.1% 9.5%
Enfield 21,893 3.1% 29.1% 3.2% 30.1% 33.3% 0.7%
Farmington 18,384 4.0% 43.9% 5.2% 17.5% 26.4% 2.9%
Glastonbury 33,413 2.4% 55.2% 1.7% 19.2% 19.5% 3.5%
Granby 26,300 0.5% 70.5% 2.5% 15.6% 9.9% 3.1%
Hartford 11,553 3.9% 9.6% 0.3% 13.9% 71.7% 0.4%
Hebron 23,938 1.9% 64.0% 6.4% 16.0% 11.1% 1.8%
Manchester 17,704 1.4% 30.7% 1.5% 17.1% 46.6% 1.5%
Marlborough 15,032 1.1% 75.4% 2.3% 7.3% 13.7% 2.0%
Newington 8,394 0.2% 17.2% 3.8% 24.0% 51.5% 1.1%
Rocky Hill 8,835 3.2% 22.0% 2.5% 36.3% 33.4% 3.8%
Simsbury 21,969 1.5% 51.6% 4.5% 21.5% 19.8% 1.5%
Somers 18,318 0.7% 45.5% 4.8% 34.7% 13.2% 1.6%
South Windsor 18,368 2.6% 26.4% 4.0% 37.3% 27.6% 3.0%
Stafford 37,567 2.2% 75.6% 4.0% 7.7% 9.6% 2.6%
Suffield 27,537 2.3% 36.1% 6.6% 43.6% 10.5% 7.8%
Tolland 25,740 2.5% 67.1% 4.0% 11.7% 14.1% 5.8%
Vernon 11,601 2.5% 40.4% 1.9% 16.8% 36.8% 1.9%
West Hartford 14,336 2.5% 26.6% 1.0% 21.9% 47.3% 0.5%
Wethersfield 8,430 6.9% 13.7% 6.6% 31.5% 40.7% 0.3%
Windsor 19,868 6.4% 30.0% 2.4% 29.6% 29.3% 3.5%
Windsor Locks 5,977 4.0% 19.4% 0.9% 20.6% 54.3% 3.9%
Capitol Region 525,032 2.4% 46.9% 3.6% 22.4% 23.3% 2.5%

Source: University of Connecticut, CLEAR CT Land Use 
Change Project, Version 2, 2006 and 2002 Inventories.
Categories: DEVELOPED includes commercial, industrial, 
residential and paved land; AGRI/GRASS: indicates farm and 
other agriculture lands in active and inactive use and both 
unmaintained and maintained grassy areas including golf 
courses, parks and cemeteries; FOREST includes coniferous, 
deciduous forests; WETLANDS indicates both forested and 
non-forested wetlands; and WATER is simply bodies of open 
water. Utility rights-of-way and barren lands are not included in 
these tallies but represent a small fraction of the land in most 
municipalities.
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Zoning Categories
An examination of zoning throughout the region 
helps to define existing land use policy in individual 
municipalities. Each municipality in the Capitol 
Region has developed its own unique system of zoning 
regulations to address development and conservation 
goals. The level of development existing or desired 
in a municipality often influences the complexity of 
these regulations. West Hartford, a fully developed 
suburban community, has 30 zoning districts, while 
Somers, a largely rural town, has four districts. In 
order to overcome these vast variations in number and 
description of local zoning categories, Capitol Region 
Council of Governments (CRCOG) staff developed a 
system of general zoning categories.

These general categories allow for a region-wide 
summary and analysis of the types of land uses 
allowed or restricted in specific areas of the region. 
This summary method includes underlying zones, but 
in most cases, does not include locally specific overlay 
zones. Because there is a variety of approaches 
to zoning in the region, and in some specific local 
zones, uses are allowed which could fit into more 
than one general category, we deferred to the 
municipal planners’ discretion in categorizing zoning 
districts. Other caveats and intricacies of this general 
zoning system are discussed in detail in the category 
descriptions.

Residential: As is evident from Table 8.2, the 
predominant zoning category in the Capitol Region 
is residential. Over three quarters of the region’s land 
is zoned for primarily residential use. Of course, as 
pointed out in the Natural Resource Conservation 
section of this Plan, not all land that is zoned for 
residential use is suitable for development. Wetlands, 
steep slopes, and other development constraints 
limit development in this zone throughout the region 
Because of the differences across municipalities in 
zoning regulation several different types of zones 
are included in the “Residential” category. These 
include single family, multifamily, cluster/open space 
residential developments, and planned residential 
developments.

Each municipal zoning category that is grouped under 
the general “Residential” category regulates the 
minimum lot size for a housing unit, and thus controls 
residential housing density. The region’s minimum lot 
sizes range from just a few thousand square feet for 
multifamily housing to four acres or larger for a rural 
single family home. Over 60 percent of residential 
land in the Capitol Region (almost 360 square miles) 
is zoned for lots larger than 3/4 acre. While in most 
cases, this large lot residential zoning is intended to 
preserve a rural or small-town character, it can lead 
to many of the undesired consequences of suburban 
sprawl that in fact detract from the desired character.
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Industrial: Industrial zones, both general industrial 
and planned industrial, comprise the third largest 
zone type in the Capitol Region (seven percent of 
the region’s land). Not all of the over 32,000 acres 
zoned industrial in the region is currently being used 
for strictly industrial purposes. Significant portions 
of industrial land in the region are vacant, idle, or 
host a commercial use that is permitted by local 
zoning regulations. The amount of industrially zoned 
land varies greatly from town to town in the region. 
Towns such as Wethersfield and Rocky Hill have no 
industrially zoned land (although certain uses typically 
considered industrial are permitted in their Business 
Park zones) while Windsor Locks has over 40 percent 
of its land zoned industrial. Major industrial areas in 
the region are dedicated to Bradley International 
Airport (as in Windsor Locks, Suffield, East Granby), 
and to major industry clusters (in Enfield, South 
Windsor, and Windsor/Bloomfield).

Commercial: Though as a region, commercially 
zoned land only accounts for four percent of total 
land area, individual municipalities demonstrate a 
range of percentages between 0.2 percent (Suffield) 
to 16.5 percent (East Granby). This general zone 
category includes neighborhood, town, and regional-
scale commercial zones. In less developed and rural 
communities, these zones tend to be small and 
concentrated in a few areas.

In more urbanized and populated areas of the 
region, these business zones are more numerous 
and widely distributed. In all areas, commercial zones 
tend to be concentrated along major transportation 
corridors such as highways, state routes, and main 
street areas. Zoning regulations not only establish 
the type and number of businesses that can occupy 
commercial districts, but also strongly influence the 
physical appearance of these developments. Setbacks 
from the street, location and size of parking lots, 
architectural style, and allowed hours of operation are 
several of the regulatory controls found in municipal 
commercial zone codes. In most areas of the region, 
commercial zones are sited for and directed at 
an automobile-dependent clientele, and zoning 
regulations support this auto dependency. The result 
frequently is fast-food restaurants, strip malls, car 
dealerships and big box retail stores with large parking 
lots lining state roads.
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Mixed Use: As its name implies, mixed use zoning 
permits a number of different general land uses in the 
same area. It should not connote an “anything goes” 
approach to zoning, in which many wildly incompatible 
uses could occupy the same zone. The general 
category of “mixed use” includes local planned area 
developments, generally with a residential component 
in addition to another use or uses, redevelopment 
zones, town center areas, and general mixed use 
zoning regulations.

The town center area probably provides the best 
illustration of a mixed use zone. In a relatively small 
area, single or multifamily residential neighborhoods 
can tightly surround a central commercial area with 
storefronts, apartments above stores, churches and 
other places of worship, schools, municipal buildings, 
and open space such as a town green or park. 
Rockville, Downtown Manchester, and West Hartford 
Center are all excellent examples of compact, 
walkable communities that can be created by mixed 
use zoning.

This compact nature helps to explain why the mixed 
use category does not account for large tracts of land 
in most towns. 
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Table 8.2 Capitol Region Zoning - Percentage of Acreage by General Zoning Category

Municipality Residential
Business 

Commercial 
Office

Industrial Mixed Use
Resource 

Recreation 
Public Use

Other 
(ROW, 
Water)

Andover 88.3% 2.3% 3.0% 0.0% 3.3% 3.1%
Avon 69.7% 3.1% 3.8% 0.0% 23.5% 0.0%
Bloomfield 75.5% 1.1% 17.9% 5.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Bolton 94.8% 3.3% 1.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Canton 94.0% 2.4% 2.2% 0.0% 0.0% 1.4%
East Granby 40.0% 16.5% 3.0% 0.9% 39.7% 0.0%
East Hartford 68.7% 16.1% 6.4% 8.7% 0.0% 0.0%
East Windsor 82.2% 5.9% 11.2% 0.7% 0.0% 0.0%
Ellington 82.3% 3.4% 4.7% 0.0% 8.0% 1.6%
Enfield 74.7% 4.3% 16.5% 0.8% 0.0% 3.7%
Farmington 73.2% 4.9% 8.7% 0.3% 12.9% 0.0%
Glastonbury 60.0% 2.6% 0.1% 0.5% 30.8% 5.9%
Granby 92.4% 0.6% 2.1% 2.0% 0.0% 3.0%
Hartford 43.7% 0.0% 21.3% 15.2% 19.8% 0.0%
Hebron 98.2% 0.5% 0.4% 1.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Manchester 73.2% 4.7% 9.0% 2.7% 0.0% 10.4%
Marlborough 80.1% 1.4% 0.4% 0.4% 17.7% 0.0%
Newington 63.7% 13.1% 12.2% 0.0% 3.8% 7.1%
Rocky Hill 63.3% 14.6% 0.0% 3.8% 15.2% 3.1%
Simsbury 91.4% 1.3% 6.7% 0.5% 0.0% 0.0%
Somers 98.2% 0.3% 1.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
South Windsor 76.1% 4.3% 10.9% 2.8% 0.0% 6.0%
Stafford 88.2% 1.2% 1.8% 0.0% 4.1% 4.2%
Suffield 83.9% 0.2% 9.3% 0.6% 6.0% 0.0%
Tolland 96.2% 2.2% 1.2% 0.4% 0.0% 0.0%
Vernon 82.1% 7.3% 2.5% 7.1% 1.0% 0.0%
West Hartford 92.7% 3.3% 3.8% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Wethersfield 66.6% 3.1% 0.0% 6.7% 23.6% 0.0%
Windsor 40.9% 1.9% 24.2% 0.8% 32.3% 0.0%
Windsor Locks 47.9% 10.0% 40.9% 1.2% 0.0% 0.0%
Capitol Region 78.9% 3.5% 6.4% 1.6% 7.6% 1.9%

Source: Data analysis based on digital municipal 
zoning maps obtained by Capitol Region Council of 
Governments 2008-2010
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Municipalities using mixed use zones more successfully, 
such as Vernon, Manchester, Glastonbury, Hartford 
and Simsbury have applied this zoning category to larger 
areas. Several towns including Simsbury and Windsor 
have had success in showing citizens the benefits of 
mixed use development through public workshops and 
visualization exercises. Before developing their traditional 
neighborhood zone, the Town of Windsor conducted a 
visual preference survey of their communities and came 
to the conclusion that mixed use, compact development 
is the type of growth that the town’s citizens desired. In 
2009, the Town of Simsbury held a design charrette 
with over six hundred participants from the public which 
focused on the future of the town center. The public 
involvement and visioning at the charrette set the stage 
for the successful adoption of a form based code to guide 
growth in this area toward a more walkable, bikeable, 
vibrant, mixed use downtown.

Nevertheless, in 2009 seven Capitol Region towns 
had no mixed use zoning, and another six towns have 
dedicated less than 0.5 percent of their land to mixed 
use zones.

Resource/Recreation/Public Use: Recognizing that 
certain areas within a municipality are best preserved 
as open space, recreational land, or otherwise 
protected from development, the category of 
“Resource/Recreation/Public Use” is included in the 
Capitol Region zoning analysis. Combining several 
zoning classes from individual municipalities, lands 
that are protected as floodplain, forests, protected 
watershed lands, dedicated agricultural areas (areas 
zoned for working farms), state or local parks, and 
institutional and government facilities are included 
in this category. In total, these zones account for 
approximately 8 percent of the Capitol Region lands.

As is evident if one contrasts the zoning map with 
open space maps for the region, not all floodplains, 
aquifer recharge areas, wetlands, state forests, parks 
or privately held preservation land is included in this 
zoning category. Many towns in the Capitol Region 
use overlay zones to show the location and extent 
of many of these protected lands. Others protect 
open spaces and environmentally sensitive lands 
through means other than zoning. The zones that 
were used by CRCOG in this analysis generally do 
not reflect overlay zones or other means of restricting 
development and therefore do not reflect the full 
extent of protected open spaces and recreation lands 
in the region.
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Do our Region’s Plans and Regulations Support the Vision?
A category-by-category analysis of land uses and 
designated zones is seemingly a relatively objective 
task. Satellite photos do not portray any land use that 
is not visibly present, and the permitted uses allowed 
by local zoning regulations are a matter of law. In 
preparing a plan of proposed or future development, 
however, a fair measure of judgment and subjectivity 
must enter the discussion.

As previously discussed, a plan of conservation 
and development acts as a vision statement for a 
community and, as such, should address the goals and 
priorities of the residents of that community.

In 2006, then Governor Jodi Rell’s Executive 
Order Fifteen called all of Connecticut’s regional 
planning organizations and councils of government 
to convene regional roundtables. The purpose of the 
roundtables was to “invite the ongoing participation 
of city and town officials, and foster the development 
of planning agendas in different parts of the state.” 
The roundtables were a part of Governor Rell’s 
Responsible Growth Initiative and were intended 
to enhance communication between local, regional 
and state levels of government, and improve 
intergovernmental understanding and cooperation on 
a range of issues. 

In 2008, the Capitol Region conducted a region-wide 
survey to help frame the discussion at the Regional 
Roundtable. The goal of the survey and the roundtable 
was to determine what the region’s citizens value 
most about living and working in the region and what 
they would like to see improve. The Capitol Region 
followed up on the first roundtable series by holding 
a second one in 2009 to determine specific visions 
for the future of the region. Out of this roundtable 
series came a set of priorities for the region’s built 
environment and natural environment which can 
guide the policies related to land use and zoning at the 
regional level. These priorities are as follows:

Natural Environment:
 • Conserve and preserve natural resources
 • Focus on low-impact development (LID)
 • Preserve working farms
 • Connect greenways to make the natural 

environment accessible
 • Focus more on brownfield rather than greenfield 

development
 • Reduce, reuse, recycle
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Built Environment:
 • Promote more sustainable/smarter growth by 

building and reinvesting where infrastructure exists 
to support development

 • Provide more transportation choices: walking, 
biking, transit

 • Link transportation and land use by doing transit-
oriented development

 • Promote better, people-friendly design
 • Promote a mix of uses and housing near jobs
 • Preserve historic and community character 
 • Provide more green spaces in urban environments 

and throughout developed areas

In response to the ideas generated through the 
regional roundtables, CRCOG has worked to further 
integrate its project work to better address issues that 
cut across disciplines. In the past several years through 
the Sustainable Capitol Region Initiative and the 
Sustainable Knowledge Corridor project, CRCOG 
has secured funding to work on multiple projects that 
will help municipalities bring their visions for the future 
of the region to life. In 2009, CRCOG worked with 
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
through a grant of technical assistance to create the 
Smart Growth Guidelines for Sustainable Design and 
Development which are included in the appendices 
of this Plan. These guidelines outline the ways in 
which communities can bring about the greener, 
more walkable, more affordable and more transit 
rich communities that they desire. In 2010, through 

a regional sustainable communities grant from U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) for the Sustainable Knowledge Corridor, 
CRCOG has brought some of these sustainable 
development guidelines to the next level. The 
Sustainable Land Use Regulations Project, provides 
model regulatory language for municipal use in the 
areas of compact, mixed use development to support 
transit-oriented development, diverse, affordable 
housing, energy efficiency and alternative energy and 
local food systems and food security. 

CRCOG continues to survey municipalities and 
residents of the region regarding future growth and 
conservation policies. As a part of the Sustainable 
Knowledge Corridor project, the Metroquest survey, 
an online tool has helped gather hundreds of opinions 
on what the top priorities should be in creating a more 
sustainable region and how the region should grow and 
develop in the future. While a current focus is on jobs, 
better schools and training for the region’s workforce, 
the Metroquest survey has shown that many of the 
region’s residents also desire greater transportation 
options and more livable communities.

Municipal, regional, and state government must 
continue to provide the education, tools and resources 
to make smart, sustainable growth possible.
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A. Guide Growth to Regional Centers and 
Areas of Established Infrastructure
CRCOG’s Smart Growth Guidelines for 
Sustainable Design and Development emphasize 
selecting prosperous, smart growth locations 
for development. These locations might be 
underused, vacant, abandoned or contaminated 
land in existing towns and cities that are either 
sites awaiting infill development or parcels 
adjacent to existing development. These types 
of developments are often the cornerstones 
for catalyzing further private investment in 
other underused properties nearby. Revitalizing 
neighborhoods and downtown districts strengthens 
the municipal tax base and prompts communities 
to improve existing infrastructure. A united 
region-wide effort is needed to encourage the 
smart location of future growth and development.

Policy Recommendations
1. Encourage residential, commercial, and 

industrial development in areas where adequate 
infrastructure is available.

2. Discourage residential and commercial 
development in areas that are out of scale 
relative to the character and capacity of those 
areas.

3. Support intermunicipal and regional cooperation 
on development opportunities of region-
wide significance such as transit-oriented 
developments.

4. Encourage and assist municipalities in 
reexamining zoning policies that contribute to 
problems of suburban sprawl and urban decline 
and in efforts to rezone, revitalize and market 
urbanized areas.

5. Support policies that revitalize and strengthen 
Hartford and other core areas of the region.
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B. Increase Sustainable Redevelopment and 
Infill Development Efforts
Growth and development have most often 
involved placing a new home or commercial 
building where previously only forest or field 
existed. But core, urbanized areas in the region 
hold tremendous opportunity for sustainable 
redevelopment or infill development and provide 
efficiencies to our overall development pattern. 

Policy Recommendations
1. Support local efforts to identify, remediate and 

redevelop contaminated sites (brownfields).
2. Encourage increased state and federal funding 

to address local contamination cleanup.
3. Support redevelopment in urban as well as rural 

areas already served by infrastructure.
4. Assist municipalities in efforts to rezone and 

revitalize urbanized areas.
5. Encourage infill development which utilizes 

green infrastructure so as not to overburden 
existing infrastructure.

6. Encourage energy efficient development. 
7. Encourage mixed use, compact development 

and the incorporation of diverse, affordable 
housing in infill developments where 
appropriate.

8. Encourage zoning regulations that address 
urban agriculture and local food systems.

A. Revise Zoning and Subdivision 
Regulations to Address Local and 
Regional Land Use Concerns
Residents of the Capitol Region have spread 
out across the land within the region’s borders. 
Land has been consumed by one and two-acre 
lot subdivision development and large footprint 
retail stores at a rate nearly three times the 
rate of population growth. While growth is not 
projected to occur in the Capitol Region as 
quickly as in some other areas of New England 
or the Northeast, encouraging sprawl-style 
development is neither sustainable nor does it 
offer an adequate range of choices to the region’s 
residents. Development on lands needed to retain 
flood and storm waters or which can contaminate 
drinking water puts the lives and property of 
our residents at risk and costs significant public, 
private and nonprofit resources for cleanup and 
recovery. More concentrated development in our 
town and village centers or on underutilized land, 
particularly around transit will provide the greatest 
economic and community benefit to the region 
toward the future.

Policy Recommendations
1. Encourage the preservation of farmland and 

open space as a balance to necessary residential 
and commercial development.

2. Strongly support cluster subdivisions, where 
appropriate, to preserve open space and 
community character.

3. Increase the number and size of compact mixed 
use, development zones in community and 
regional centers.

4. Support form based codes and other model 
codes to promote more livable town centers 
and compact, mixed use developments.

5. Support modification of street design and 
sidewalk regulations to encourage pedestrian 
and bicycle uses.

6. Encourage revision of commercial zone 
regulations, especially in community centers, to 
allow more human-scale, pedestrian friendly, 
and context sensitive development.

7. Advocate for consistency of local zoning 
regulations with municipal, regional, and state 
plans of conservation and development.

8. Continue outreach efforts such as community 
charrettes to solicit wider citizen participation in 
community and regional visioning and planning.

9.  Reinforce local efforts to restrict development 
and/or certain land uses in floodplains, 
wetlands, aquifer protection areas and other 
environmentally sensitive areas.

10. Encourage revisions to local regulations which 
strengthen erosion control and stormwater 
management and which promote low impact 
development (LID) and other means of 
preserving and restoring the functions of 
natural systems.
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Map 8.1. General Zoning Categories 
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