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Efforts to update Grand County’s General Plan should be underway by
the end of winter, county officials said last week. On Dec. 1, the Grand
County Council approved a request for proposals for the update that
requires proposals to be submitted by Jan. 28. 

An evaluation team will narrow the applications to the two or three it
deems most responsive to the county’s needs, county officials said. The
team will then hear presentations by those finalists on Feb. 11 and 12. 

Although general plans are commonly updated every five years, this will
be the first update of Grand County’s plan since 2003. The plan was
created in 1996, according to a memo prepared submitted by the
planning department staff to the council.

The RFP breaks new ground in that it specifies a “future land use plan” for
Spanish Valley, in addition to the usual “policies, goals and objectives to
guide land use, development,.. and public investment.”

The motion to approve the RFP passed 4-1, with chairman Bob
Greenberg dissenting because he objected to the staff-dominated
composition of the evaluation team. Council members Audrey Graham
and Ken Ballantyne were absent.

“I have a problem with having all three members of our community
development staff on the evaluation team,” Greenberg said, adding that,
as a “citizen process” it should be dominated by citizen representatives
rather than staff.

The evaluation team consists of the three-member county community
development staff and the council administrator, two members of the
planning commission, one member of the county council, and the Moab
City Planner. 

The team is established “for the purpose of selecting a contractor,”
according to the motion that was passed. But the RFP states, “[T]he
evaluation team will rank the finalists in order of preference based on the
evaluation parameters [of the RFP]. 

Discussion among members of the Grand County Planning and Zoning
Commission when it voted to forward the RFP to the council indicated an
expectation that the council, not the selection committee, would make the
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expectation that the council, not the selection committee, would make the
final decision.

Another minor controversy arose when council member Chris Baird
added language to include air and water quality protection to a list of
items the update must focus on. Council member Gene Ciarus objected
that this would duplicate ongoing work being conducted by an inter-
agency scoping committee.

Greenberg put the issue to rest when he agreed that most of the scoping
committee efforts should be incorporated into the update project. He
suggested the committee should decide for itself how to deal with
remaining issues that do not fit into the update.

The RFP allocates $100,000 to the task of updating the current general
plan. That amount has been budgeted for 2010. It requires that a final
draft of the update be “ready for adoption” within 18 months of the start
date. 

The RFP spells out requirements for an extensive community participation
process to enable “collaborative, community based decision making and
consensus building.” 

The building of consensus is in keeping with advice the commission
recently received from the county’s former planning consultant, Richard
Grice, that the process incorporate state-of-the-art technology to develop
consensus among participants about where the community wants
development to take place.

The desired consensus covers “policies, goals and objectives to guide
land use, development, redevelopment and public investment in services,
facilities and infrastructure.” 

The “guide land use” concept is a departure from the current general
plan’s reliance on policies such as “maintain rural character” that are too
general to show where the community wants development to take place,
according to Grice.

While the RFP settles for statements of goals and objectives for the
county as a whole, it requires creation of a “future land use plan” for
Spanish Valley. This means maps that show where development should
take place by relating existing infrastructure and barriers to development
with community desires for future development. 

The Spanish Valley plan must “identify public investments needed to
support the desired community image, growth, and associated
development goals,” the RFP states.
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For all of Grand County the general plan update, must “detail the financial
impacts of land use decisions ... design an economic base analysis and a
build out analysis that will include population and economic projections,”
the RFP states.
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