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PLAN IMPLEMENTATION & ADMINISTRATION CHAPTER 4

NOTE: This page from Plan
Tucson, the City of Tucson
General & Sustainability
Plan, (ratified by the voters
in 2013) addresses “Specific
Plans,” including Area

and Neighborhood Plans.

4.4 PLAN IMPLEMENTATION & ADMINISTRATION m Plan Tucson 2013

Tucson is finalized to ensure that Parks
and Recreation strategies are consistent
with Plan Tucson goals and policies.

Specific Plans: The Future Growth
Scenarios Map, presented in Chaprer 3
under Land Use, Transportation, and
Urban Design, depicts general locations
and types of future development.
More detailed planning within specific
geographic areas will complement
the Future Growth Scenario Map by
translating Plan Tucson goals and policies
into actions and land use guidance
that relates to the needs, characrer,
environmental conditions, and other
factors of specific geographic areas of the
community. Specific plans, which are
addressed in A.R.S. Sections 9-461.08,
9-461.09, and 9-461.10, provide more
detailed planning to allow systematic
implementation of the General Plan
through the use of detailed policy
direction, in some cases ar the parcel
level, for smaller geographic areas of
the city. In addition to recommending
appropriate locations for different land
use types, specific plans guide the location
of buildings and other improvements
with respect to existing rights-of-way;
the treatment of floodplains, washes, and
other amenities; the placement of public
facilities; and other issues appropriate
to the area covered by the specific
plan. Specific plans may be adopted or
amended by a majority of the Mayor
and Council after public hearings by the
Planning Commission and the Mayor and
Council.

Currently 53 specific plans make
up a quilt-like pattern across the city.
These specific plans take the form
of Neighborhood Plans, Area Plans,
and Subregional Plans. The earliest
plan was adopted in 1970 (Pullman
Neighborhood Plan) and the most recent
in 2009 (Miles Neighborhood Plan)
with the majority adopted in the mid-

1980s. Many of these plans have served
neighborhoods well as they have guided

- rezoning cases; provided direction

for Neighborhood Associations; and
been used in seeking funding for
neighborhood improvements, capacity
building, and other activities. This
current specific plan structure also
presents challenges. For example, some
portions of the city have no specific plan

- coverage; density definitions vary in

some plans; and changes in the physical
make-up of the city are not reflected in
some of the more dated plans. Because
updating and managing the current
number of specific plans is a resource
intensive process, most plans will need

' to remain in an as-is state unless a

more efficient and simplified method
of undertaking specific planning is
pursued.

Currently the City’s specific plans are
largely focused on land use. Most do
not address infrastructure and service
issues in a substantive way. For example,
the current practices of preparing
functional plans by City departments
(such as cotridor plans or parks and
open space plans) do not have a formal
connection to the preparation of specific
plans. This results in an inefhicient
and disjointed patchwork of plans in
which community and neighborhood
needs are not fully understood or
addressed. A key theme throughout Plan
Tucson is the interrelationship of the
elements addressed in the Plan. That
is, that while elements are addressed
separately, the community benefits from
recognition of their interrelatedness,
not just rhetorically bur in practice.

To translate this concept of element
interrelatedness into meaningful
outcomes for neighborhoods will require
the development of updated specific
plans that address the range of elements
in Plan Tucson and provide a mechanism
for ongoing oversight and updating.



