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INTRODUCTION

Preparatiori of a'specific.plan for the Butler/
Willow Annexation ,Area is intended primarily to
'provide a detailed ,plan for zoning and circulation
in the 564 acre area surrounding the Internal
Revenue Service Center. The level of detail that
can be achieved through the specific planning pro­
cess is f undamerrta.L to the protection of properties
and the local environment from the adverse effect
of disorganized development. ,Protection of the
unique" rural-suburban qual i, ties of the area has
been the underlying foundation for plan preparation.

Upon annexation to the City of Fresno 'in August,
1970, the City Council directed the preparation
of the specificpl'an by Resolution No. 70-134.
Following Planning Commission review of an outline

,program for the technical work, several property
owners in the area were invited to present their
views to the Planning Staff on development of
the area. '

The legal basis for specific planning the
Butler!Will:ow area, is Lderrt i caL :to the le'gal
basis associated with zoning and· official plan
line procedures that are usually conducted on
a, piecemeal basis for individual p.roper t.Les and
singular r-oadways . Baseline data for specific
plan preparation derives from General .Plan land
use and circulation guidelines. The absence of
approved plans for the Fairgrounds and Sunny­
side Community Planning Areas and the consider­
able effect that the IRS Center is expected to

'produce has made translation of planning .in­
formation somewhat more difficult than is typical·
'of the, specific planning process.

Upon annexation, existing zoning in the area
was accepted by the City of Fresno under the reg­
ulations of Section 12-203 of the Municipa1Code.
ApproxImately 45 acres of existing commezcf.a.L
zoning and the arterial and collector streets that
will immediately be widened or constructed to
accommodate the IRS Center are 'major factors in
the form and characteristics' of the Preliminary
Specific Plan. '

In the formative stages, land use and cir­
culation proposals were ieviewed by various, de­
partments and divisions. The consulting engineer'
for design of street improvements that will be
the subject of probable district formation pro­
vided base map information and counsel in plan
preparation'. Fresno County Planning Department
provided information and discussed plan objec­
tives and content.
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BACKGROUND

IRS 'CENTER - Following ext.ensLve evaluation' of
several sites throughout the community 'by the
General Services Administration'of,the U. S.
Government 'and the Internal Revenue
Service, a 50 acre site at the northeast
corner of South Willow Avenue and East Butler
Avenue was selected. The site was zoned RP-BA,
and RP upon application of the owner during
annexation proceedings in accordance with
Section 12,..203-cof the Municipal Code and as'
authorized in Section 11531 of the Business
and Professional Code. The RP District was
found appropriate as a transition district for
the purposes of protecting residential neighbor­
hoods from the adverse effect of the massive
proportions and potential generating qualities
of the IRS Center. The regulations of this
district also provide for,height control and
site design control through the Site Plan 'Review
process. The Boulevard Area overlStY district
provides for a landscaped setback that is in­
tended to protect the esthetic qualities of

,East Blltler Avenue.

The IRS Center is best described as an
office facility of hugh proportions that
will serve the purposes of a regional center ,
for federal income tax processing. Employing
up to 4,000 people, the center will provide
approximately 11' acres of floor space. Em­
ployee parking space for 2740 cars will be
provided on the'north side of the buildings.
Access to the parking area is limited to East
'Lane Avenue. The center will operate up to
three shifts per day, thus reducing the volume

_of employee traffic. on, ar t ezi.aI and collector

streets to manageable proportions. Public access
to the facility ,is restricted, and limited to
East Butler Avenue. p'arking space for this pur­
pose is located in two areas for 34 cars each
south of the administrative offices.

The height limit for the RP District (20 feet)
is exceeded by roof-top air conditioning equip­
ment at several locations. Each area is visually
screened. These areas are obscured from view by
the proportions of the buildings and distances
from adjacent properties. Sight line analysis
and ~rchitectural review were applied as part of
the site plan review process to ensure the protec­
tion of adjacent property from the potentially
adverse condition of excess height limitations.

RURAL-SUBURBAN AREA - The annexation area con­
tains 563.75 acres of land, 70 percent of which
is undeveloped in terms of urban uses. 40 percent
of the undeveloped land is actively farmed. At
the time annexation procedures began, the area
contained less than 12 people resident-In the
precinct in which voter registration is required,
and was thus considered "uninhabited territory"
under state annexation law. With the completion
of 56 multi-family dwellings and a 60 bed con­
valescent hopsital, the area now cbntains an
approximate statistical population of 220 people.

The annexation area includes existing com­
mercial zoning that is potentially capable of
yielding a significant amount of retail conunercial
floor space if developed to full, capacity. Twenty
acres of undeveloped C-3 zoning on the south side
of East 'Kings Canyon Roadbct~een South Chestnut
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and South· Wi~low, ,:v~nue is ~:ildjaceIit to: .'. ac.tive ,,, ,. '.. :County Planninq,·-:~partment conducted"a',studY>:9f ' .

thirty-tw'! acre If§~:ing.ceri~er:within' ...•.....e., ,1....•... n"",..-.'s'.' ......• ::.:....•......":<".•...'._.:...•...;:...•.......•.~,.,. ::.:..•....,".....•..•.............th.....e .•...'ar....eZ;. bo.··..un.. d.e.d.,' 'b.
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.V~ne:¥ards, cot"Co~f;:". c;n.d ·fr~J.t and nut p. ~,~rds es- r: ,': ~\:> -, .;.:'.....grounds C~unJ.ty. .W~ll'?w.Ave~ue.;fo~d·..the:·,. - .:
.tablJ.sh. rural ch$racter and ·favorable a~· osphere ' . . . . easterly 'boundary for' thJ.s , stUdy.. . .'

····~or large-lot, 'l~ d~nsity :subdivision ~.~edJ..:::·,,, <:'. :'. ,', ." _. . ''''''. ,- .". _....., _ '. , . .' ' ..
ately soue: and, .f~~~~~··,·'?~·.·th7· ar:e ;;.... ?he.; ~ age..,6.~·.:·' ,~.>,.. _.., in ].970 ,.·the ,Fresno..commtini-ty .Developm~t'
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minas" with the .~~iv.~ tre~s.arched. ovel~~a~.t ' .. -. .'. . ':."'-: .of. 'CJ.' .:t!.u.g..ear.ea .te~nat~ng.. · in ...an ea.ster.l.Y boundary
:u~~~•Avenue fol~,;~.ength ofthree:- : ~<;rters O,f . .. ..•.• .. .• ..of: Chestnut Avenue... . . . . . ..... _ .

. • ~'-'" iii·...· ,. ,... ,>:: : ".. ·Th7~appro~ed.status .. 0=1:. th~abOve.·.~tud~7s'·
,PLANNING.,:HIST0RYJ.:-,~s.part··.ofthe' Fresn~"'C ..J;o.y~s,' . ..', :.. the.:var~ous'boundar~es· selected,an<i, .,the P~:l-~'
Metropo,lJ..tan .Are~.pro.]ect , tJ.~e.· F~esnoCG.Unty·' ',. .... ' . '.' cul:a,r .purposes ..$e~ed.prevented·the' e£fe~tI.ve..

. -:Plann,ing" Departm~t:.prei?a:reda P-r-elirni~i:y, .,. . ..... ....::... translation.o'fdata into, a fODllusable fo'r :the' .
. '·\·Gene,ral.p:lan. i:q.: ~~:65f.or :the.area· bounde}i by,' '. ,'- :.' : .level·of ':spec~ficiitY'reqUi,redfor ,.the :Butler"':"·.' :-

·Willow,.:·McCail ,!p~' American~venues. ihe,Plan' . .': . .: ."-.··WilJ.o~Spe-cific.'Plan.·_ -, .'.: . .
'i~~ate~'t~~~:·g~4t;~'~;6~~~·:J..~~~i~=:~y~·:~;~,~ng; ..~~'~" "':~:"'~::'~.:': .. ,'" .s...... ~.:.:.,.~ '.. :.,'...• -:.' .. -:: ...':" • ... -. ,',;." ,.,' .::. c',',", ',.;,,'.-- .'. "

. :The Fairgro'unds,C4?mrnunity PlanningAre·a:~,wi.th:ai1.: '. . . .: ..... :
.easte.rly·,boundarYr(o£ 'PeachAvenue~.. was',,~mi·lar:ly, ':; .
devel:<?ped to ·the '~pomplete.d,but: p~eliffii;Fry , '.'::: .., ':~~: -

. plaIlnJ.ng",s,tage.-' . " . ._~:.: .. _ .
.~', .. . .. ';'-. ,'.'.... ,:. :·,f:·· .

. :' :Anamendment to: the' circulation eIemerit·o·f
'.the·pre'sJ10;"'C'l'ovisj;-Metropolitan Area ·Geri~at.~"
;p lan ..pr'QPosedchahging the' ,,cTassifidaticdh.;of,

'.~:EastButler.. Avenui¥.froma· "·i.ocal. roadll·.'·to·::,.a.
" ·".cOlle:c't'or,.ro.adi'·;tFO·in ,S'ou,th W£l~o~i:Avenu~"'til',.

South 'Clov~s·Avenue.:." At that.t~me,the Eresno
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AREA ANALYSIS

For the purposes of determining relationships
of land use and circulation within the annexation
area to land use and circulation in the surrounding
area, a 1902 acre "Impingement Area" bounded by
Maple, Tulare, Minnewawa, and California was selected.
Development of the Butler/Willow area will affect, .
and be effected by, changes in land use and circula­
tion in the immediately surrounding area. The boun­
daries are finite to the extent that a specific area
will, in turn, affect and be effected by a multitude
of real estate market £actors as they exist a~d
occur throughout the metropolitan area.

Within the Impingement Area, development is re­
latively static. Expansion of a housing center for
the elderly, some new construction in the Kings
Canyon commercial strip, a convalescent hospital
and college oriented multi-family housing develop~

roent have occurred during the last year. Housing
quality range from poor in neighborhoods that are
seriously in need of upgrading in the unincorporated
areas to excellent in well designed subdivisions less
than ten years old. ·The area is genuinelycharac·teristic
of the south and east portions of the community that
are slowly urbanizing.

EXISTING ZONING - Existing zoning ·has resulted from
two sources:

1. properties zoned by the County of Fresno in the
unincorporated area were accepted prima facia
upon ~nnexation, "excepting C-4· properties which
automatically became C-6; and, .

2. zoning for the IRS site was changed from R-A
to R-P and RP-BA30 by the City of Fresno
prior to annexation pursuant to Section 12-203-c
of the Municipal Code and Section 11531 of the
Business and Professions Code of the State
of California.

An adjustment in the existing zone pattern
for the five acres located at the northwest corner
of East Kings Canyon Road and North Peach Avenue
\las being requested by the owner. The change
was a.pproved in February, 1971 and produced a
slight change in the ratio of commercially zoned
property and properties zoned for medium to
medium high density uses. The adjustment was
entirely consistent with the purposes of the speci­
fic plan. The miniscule change in areas of
existing zones will not affect specific plan
proposals.

The following chart one summarizes existing
land use categories and districts for the entire

·Impingement Area.

The capability of the Butler/Willow Area to
sustain development of various types of land use
in terms of existing zoning is summarized in the
Chart Two assuming· 100 percent development of vacant
land over an unspecified time span. Chart Three
explains the development potential for the Impinge­
ment Area in· terms of existing zoning, for now
vacant land for 60, 80, and 100 percent of capa­
bility, assuming no time span.
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,~ II
Ri

I
R3 Ri

~i 1 R3

Rn TP

IRP

C2 III I
RiB RP-iA

• RA

II --'- J...~ R2

RA " SFR· ESTATE HOMES ON MtN.
L.OTS OF 36,000 SQ. PT.

RIS- sFR HOMES ON 'MIN. L.OTS
OF 12.~00 SQ. FT.

RIC· SFR HOM~S ON MIN. L.OT5
OF 9.000 SQ. FT.

RI "SFR HOMES ON MIN. L.oTS OF
6,000 SQ. FT.

fl2. • ~~~EDEE~~&:bJA[~Tgua~P6~~0
SQ. FT. AND ONE D.U. PER 2.700
SO. FT. ON URGER L.OTS,AS
SPECIFIED.

R:5" MEDIUM DENSITY MFR D;U.. UP TO
ONE D.U. PER I,sOO SQ, FT. Of
LOT AREA,AS SPECIFIED.

fl3A,"$IMIL.AR TO R3, ONE STORY L.IMIT

R4 . g~r ~N;~~\~~~ fQ~'F¥~dFO
L.OT AREA, AS SPECIFIED

TP - TRAlL.ER PARK DISTRICT

RP • RESIDENTIAL-PROfESSIONAL
OFFICE DISTRICT; OENSITY
SIMILAR TO R2 DISTRICT

CP - ADMINISTRATIVE AND PROFES­
SIONAL OFFICE DISTRICT

CI - NEIGHBORHOOD PLANNED UNIFIED
SHOPPING CENTER DISTRICT

C2· COMMUNITY PLANNED UNIFIED
SHOPPING CENTER DISTRICT

C3 - REGlONAL. PI.ANNetl SHOPPING
CENTER DISTRICT

C4" CENTRAL. TRADING DISTRICT
(UNINCORP.1

CS· GENERAL. COMMERCIAL DISTRICT

C6" HEAVY COMMERCIAL DISTRICT

MI - LIGHT INDUSTFUAL. USES

·SPR- SINGI.E FAMILY RESiDENTIAL
MFR- MULl"I-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

+c.u." DWEL.LII'lG UNIT!S)

R2

:=J
~

C3

C2 TP

Ri

Ri
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PROPOSED SPECIFIC PLAN

The proposed specific plan, described and de­
picted preliminarily in this report, is designed
to·provide : . - ,

1. a land use and circulation plan that will
effectively blend the unique qualities of
this newly annexed territory with the land
use and circulation of the surrounding area;

2. a land use and circulation plan that will
accorrunodate development of the IRS Center
and, at the same time, reduce the opportunity
for the facility to adversely affect the
street system and properties in the vicinity;

3. controls inherent with land use and circulation
,planning that will protect the area from un­
warranted changes in the local environment;

4. opportunities for new and long term develop­
ment that are consistent with the land
economics that determine balanced growth
and development of the Fresno urbanized area;
and"

5. opportunities to ,retain the esthetic qualities
of existing roads and properties within and
adjacent to tbe Butler/Willow Annexation area.

, CIRCULATION PLAN - Existing arterial and collector
streets that serve the area will be augmented by ,
the improvement of four roadways of primary im­
portance.

1. East Lane Avenue is proposed as a collector
street 80 feet in width from South Chestnut

Avenue to South Peach Avenue, This length
of Ea.~t Larie Avenue is LurrdamerrcaL to 'the'
efficient flow of,traffic to and from the
IRS Center;

2. a proposed extension of the existing 80 foot
right-of-way for East Butler Avenue for a
distance of approximately 850 feet between
South Willow Avenue and South Peach Avenue.
As the collector roadway serving the public
entrance to the IRS Center, East Butler
Avenue will also provide access for ~mer­

geney vehicles to the facility. Approximately
660 feet westerly of South Peach Avenue,
East Butler Avenue (as proposed) will become
a 60 foot local street, thus preserving the
existing olive trees and reducing the oppor­
tunity for traffic generated by development
withiri the Butler~Willow area to encroach
upon adjacent single family residential areas
to the east. Initial improvement of Butler
Avenue will be limited to the IRS Center
frontage (north side only);

3. proposed widening of South Willow Avenue to
a collector road 80 feet in width between
East Lane Avenue and East Kings Canyon Road
will facilitate traffic movement between the
IRS Center and East Kings Canyon Road; and,

4. proposed modification of existing Official
Plan Lines for Peach Avenue from an arterial
roadway 84 feet in width to an arterial road­
way 100 feet in width from East Butler Avenue
to the intersection of Peach Avenue and the
Butler-Willow p~nexation boundary; initial
improvement is proposed for approximately five-

11
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eights mile between East Lane Avenue and the annexa­
tion boundary; development of the remainder of the
l~ngth for which Official Plan Lines have been
appzoved f'o,r. a. 100' feot road,<vay will 'be proqzammed
as demanded by future needs.

Proposed initial public improvement of roadways
also includes signalization of intersections of Lane/
Willow, Lane/Chestnut, Lane/Peach, Willow/Kings Canyon,
Peach/Kings Canyon' , and Peach/Butler. Physical termina­
tion of East Lane Avenue immediately west of South
Chestnut Avenue is contemplated to prevent the disbursal
of traffic westerly into the existing single family,
neighborhood.

Formation of street improvement districts is,
contemplated for the initial construction of the

..~our roadways, described above', Street improvements
thus 'Outlined are essential to efficient accommoda­
tion of traffic anticipated for the IRS Center
and the protection of properties within and sur­
rounding the area. Frontage roads to achieve access

'control are contemplated for selected lengths of
the arterial, collector, and major roadways. Local
streets have not been planned as part of the specific
planning p rooess , although a' generalized -l,ayout for'
local streets indicates all properties are potentially
capable of maximum development with a minimum amount
of land area devoted to circulation.

12-
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LAND USE - Existing land use district classifications
range from RA, residential-agricultural, through
neighborhood and-h2avy -comme r c i a L zoning t.o 11-1, light:.--'
industrial zoning. Assuming the existing zoning pat­
tern is unchanged, the area will yield a future popu­
lation density of approximately 6,500 people and
approximately 440,000 square feet of retail floor
space, if and when developed to its full capabilities.

Whether the IP£ Center development had occurred
or not, it is unlikely that the zone pattern would
remain unchanged. The highly irregular pattern of
land use districts distributed along East Kings
Canyon Road between Chestnut and Willow could rea­
sonably be considered a probable harbinger of
future zoning along the area's arterial roads had.
not the opportunity arisen for specific pl~nning.,

SlOv1 but consistent population growth and avail­
ability of land for home construction in a suburban.
se~ting would eventually transform the Butler-Willow
area into urbanized neighborhoods characterized by
inc.ompatible uses at unlikely locations.

conditions relating to development are, however,
clear:

. THE IRS CENTER ~~S OCCURRED AND BECAUSE
OF A PREREQUISITE DEV~~D FOR URBAN SER­
VICES, THE DEVELOPMENT HAS PRECIPITATED
THE ANNE~~TION OF THE CENTER'S SITE M~D

SURROUNDING TERRITORY. THESE EVENTS,'
IN TURN, DEMAND A DETAILED PLAN THAT WILL
PROMOTE REASONABLE DEVELOPY~h~ AND PRE­
VENT NEW USES IN THE AREA FROH ADVERSELY
AFFECTING THE MAJOR STREET SYSTEM, SUR­
ROUNDING PROPERTIES, AND THE LOCAL
ENVIRONMENT.

These conditions provide the opportunity for
the orderly transformation of the area into a
productive balancE' of Landruaes c:cupled. wi-::h an
efficient street system for the protection of
local environment.

Although the IRS Center has been viewed by
some segments of the community as the catalyst
for a surge of land development throughout a large
easterly portion of the co~~unity, there is no
evidence to support such generating qualities as
being characteristic of this facility.

It is unreasonable to assume that all
or even a significant portion of IRS
Center employees wil~ want to live
across the street from their place of
work. Demand for dwellings of any type
in the Butler-Willow area will be deter­
mined largely by the market for dwellings
in the metropolitan area, not by. IPS
Center development.

Similarly, cafeteria facilities and snack bars
capable of serving ali. employees within the
Center will offset demand for restaurants
and quick-meal eating establishments .
Control of employees during their working
shift pr~cludes the need for these kinds
of commercial uses and the need for com­
mercial uses dependent upon lunch hour
shopping.

The market for goods supplied by large
scale retail commercial development in
shopping centers containing department,
stores and/or discount stores will not
be appreciably changed by IRS Center

13
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From information available on the operation
of the IRS Center, there are no ancillary
uses directly related to its functions that
will require land in the Center's vicinity
or in the metropolitan area.

arterial streets in the area will not
increase to impact proportions because
of the IRS Center.

The assumptLorr ....cilCi'C·"-t.he-IrtS'·-ee-.nt:el.----:--",d:l·i-----~ _., ...
create a demand for large scale office
development in the immediate vicinity is
difficult to support. Development of
office space in the Butler-Willow area
will be conditioned by the increased trend
for new general office space in the Shaw
Avenue area and the possibility of strong
major activity generators in the Central
Area. Planned projects for which construc-
tion documents are in progress (January,
1971) will, in fact, account for most of
th~ demand for general office space pro-
jected for the urbanized area through 1975.

The factors outlined above coupled with Drior
dete-rrninations for collector and 'arterial str~ets
and the protection of the area's general environ­
mental characteristics are blended as the basis
for plan formulation.

Actualization of development pr~posals are
more likely to result from normal response to
market and demand conditions in the Fresno ur­
banized area than from opportunistic implications
based on the mythology of zoning speculation.
Translation of the existing zoning pattern into
the proposed land use districts is thus directed
toward a logical sequence of development occurring

Retail service uses generaily found in
. C-l and C-6 districts are similarly de­
pendent upon a variety of market factors
involving competition, supply, and de-
mand. Such uses are intensely competitive
with those within a 'given area as well as
with those retail service uses throughout
the community and are thus characterized
by a high incidence of failure. It is
unlikely that new strip commercial uses
that' generally provide retail commercial
service would gain competitive advantages
at locations within the Butler-Willow Area.
The assumption that exposure to high volumes
of traffic are conducive to business pro­
motion is as erroneous for locations in this
area as it is for locations in. any other
area. Traffic volume, on collector and
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development. Retail commercial uses
of this level of intensity are, deter-

i mined by the amount of existing com-
,,2 mercial floor space that is competing
::'c-:' '-"',~c'-:-:--·-:'-~~;"':"'-"'~--'i'-"''ET.c·~-ac'''-p-J.-0£i·table-slla;ce 'or £cuLlily-in-":,

come expendable for goods and services
by the population of a given trade area.
Recent studies by market and real estate
analysts (Larry Smith and Company) in­
dicate that existing retail floor space
in the Fresno urbanized area is adequate
to satisfy demand for department and
discount store commercial floor area at
least through '1975. The, trade area for
existing major department and discount
stores in the Fresno urbanized area in­
cludes Fresno County and five contiguous
counties. The IRS Center will not add
appreciable numbers of people to this
trade area.

.... ~ ;,

;-}.~
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Land use districts recommended by the Pre­
liminary Specific Plan will affect the area and
the community in terms of:

adequate school, and recreational facilities;

1. potential population that may result
from dwelling unit densities specified
by the zoning ordinance for each cate­

, gory of residential district;

recognition of existing land use districts
that are capable of providing goods and
services at levels of intensity that may

',bE: -competit.:.ive-wi-·;::iriIl-·"the i"ii6t1.0pcli:':an
area in terms of location and potential
attractiveness; and,

- a land use pattern in which the varying in­
tensity of uses are mutually protective of
each other and of the environment;

- inherent property development standards that
amplify the protective qualities of the land
use pattern;

- design controls through overlay design con­
.trol districts to preserve and promulgate
the esthetic qualities of the area;

in manageable increments over a reasonable span of
time.j

':J
i::J

:o--+.::o=--~-~-,..,.=-c.,:::,:c;-':o'-'-·:;;<:&a-nc},·u:e·e--';d-ist:cic:':'::: rGC'o:m.c""D.,~ndE:d byche- Prel-iminary
~ Specific Plan will provide:

,:1

- the opportunity for efficient land'develop­
ment that will be marketable in terms of
projected population growth and known land
absorption rates for the Fresno urbanized
area;

2. the potential floor area that may ­
result from parking and floor area
ratios specified by the zoning ordi­
nance for each category of commercial
and office district; and,

':!
-,',.I

- a land use pattern that limits traffic
generati'on to a level within the designed
capabilities of arterial and collector
streets;

a land use oattern that will limit the
intensification of uses to a level within
the designed capabilities of sewer and
water distribution systems and drainage
facilities;

- commercial districts adequate to supply
daily.convenience goods and' services for
the potential population of the area;

3. the demand for urban services and public
facilities·produced by the intensity- of
uses; intensity of use is a function of
the potential population combined with
the potential floor area in a given com­
position of land use districts.

Land use districts recommended by the Pre­
liminary Specific Plan and their potential
yield of population and floor area are ou t.Li.ned
in the following chart, IF Al\j'D WHEN full'~de­

velopment capabilities are realized.
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DESCRIPTION OF PLAN PROPOSALS

POPULl".T.ION ·POTEN.!]I?.L-- l~s . ahasis fer a:n<3l1ysis,
development potential for the Butler/Willow Area
can be examined in contrast with the growth and
rate of growth of the City of Fresno over the past
ten years. Although not a true indicator of urbani­
zation, the incorporated area of the City increased
from 28.6 square miles in 1960 to 41.8 square miles
in 1970, an increase in area of 46.2 percent. During
the same period between decennial censuses, the popula­
tion of the city increas~d from 133,929 to 165,972,
an increase of 24 percent. Population thus increased
at a rate of approximately 2.4 percent per year.

Applying rates of population increase to the
previously described densities and land use patterns
proposed for the area --

C~~T~NE

A?~Ut4ii£D\~
(Ja!~PV~i-tT P~~~T1A!-

F:coml:::he dla:.::::t,. tl1:e-area,'woQ~ld'-'achi-02\t~ t.he"

maximum population potential in approximately-
42 years if people move into the area at the same
rate of population growth experienced by the City
over the 196~-1970 period. At 5 percent increase
per year (approximately twice the 1960-1970 City
rate), the area would achieve the maximum potential
population in about 20 years.

The rate of population increase will be affected
to some degree by the undeveloped land in the
Impingement Area and outside the Butler/Willow
Area that is zoned for residential use. The existing
population in this "Outer Area" is estimated at
approximately 8,800 and existing vacant land zoned
for residential uses will house an additional 1,600
people.

Residential land use districts proposed by
the plan will provide for an increase in potential
population of 26 percent over the population possi­
ble under the existing residential land use districts.
Limitation of the potential population as proposed
will maintain a workable relationship between '
density and the capacities of collector and arterial
street system in the vicinity. Establishing and
controlling the population density by specific
planning will provide a basis for sewer water and
utility distribution system design. Proposed land
use districts may also be used as a reliable basis
for establishing school classroom capacities,
providing'the specific plan is adhered to as the
development policy for the area.
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economic and market analysis of the Fresno area
by Larry Smith and Company, the unsatisfied de­
mand for depa-rtmen"t'aJ:1d -,dis..::::ount stoLe floor:':
space will range from a mere 2Q,OOOsquare feet
to 150,000 square feet by 1975, thus indicating
the demand for these kinds of retail facilities
is currently satisfied. By 1985, this economic
study estimates a demand for 300,000 to 485,000
square feet for department and discount store
floor 'space may exist in the Fresno urbanized
area. Existing major activity generators in
established locations will undoubtedly continue
to hold and attract new retail uses (Central
Business District, Fashion Fair, Manchester
Center, Fig Garden Shopping Center, and others) •

The study by Larry Smith and Company also ,
indicates an estimated potential demand for non­
department store retail floor space of 135,000
square feet in the Fresno urbanized area in
1972, 385,000 square feet by 1975 and 980,000
square feet by 1985. Development of non-department
store floor space will be conditioned by land
market and loeational factors throughout the
urbanized area, as well as the 'demand for various
types retail facilities.

Thus, the rate of development and composition
of retail commercial floor space in the Butler/

'Willow Area will be determined by market factors
and the degree of attractiveness of commercially
zoned sites in the area among competitive re­
lationships of established and developable sites
throughout the Fresno urbanized area. There is
no indication that the IRS Center will have any
bearing on the attractiveness, of retail locations
in the Butler/Willow area.

COMMERCIAL POTENTIAL--Approximately 45 acres of
land were zoned for commercial uses in the area
prior to annexation. The Preliminary Specific Plan
proposes approximately 62 acres of commercial zoning.
The additional commercial zoning resulted from ad­
justments in the land use pattern for improved
compat.Lb i.Li, ty and the proposed chance of approxi­
mately 10 acre~ of industrially zoned land to neigh­
borhood shopping center zoning.

Retail and service commercial floor ,area that
a given amount of commercial zoning will yield is
a function of required parking to floor area ratios
and property development standards. Proposed com­
mercial land use districts will yield approximately
548~000 square feet of add{tional.retail floor
space' {excluding approximately 3 acres of Com­
mercially developed land and approximately 3 acres
that will probably be limited to service commercial
uses, because of size and configuration).

Development of commercially zoned land proposed
ry the preliminary specific plan will be determined
by the market for retail floor space in the urbanized
area. Profitable retail floor spacer in'turn, is a
function of family income that is available for
purchase of retail goods and services and, thus
indirectly, a function of population, income, and
level of employment. According to a mid-1970

fJ
1

'1 '
J

The range 'of residential land use districts
~1 proposed form a graduation of intensity similar

o:,;"··",,-,·,:-~,':E0:~::'thcse~ac.tuEl.lly--,,developedin, ether: urbani zed
"1 portions of, thecommuni ty. Translation of existing

\ land use districts to the proposed land use districts
I,u reflects an urbanizing trend that may be promulgated

,by the extension of urban services.
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POTENTIAL OFFICE DEVELOPMENT--For the purposes
of analysis it is assumed that approximately two­
thirds of the acreage proposed for residential-

~,.,.;.",.cc,,~c:pc1;.(.):f;es,sd..oD.?l._ -o..f:j:iGe use. wilL bellsed for o f fi.ce s ,
~nd of that area, approximately 40 percent would
actually yield office floor space. Excl~ding the
IRS Center'site and existing R-P zoned land for
which uses are known and partially developed, 26
acres proposed for R-P zoning could, therefore,
yield up to an estimated 300,000 square feet of
office space.

'-\

i
, j

With reference to office space, the Larry Smith
and Company economic and market study estimates a
1972 demand for general office space of 85,000 to

,135,000 square feet outside the Central Area and
within the'urbanized area.

ESTIMATED OFFICE FLOOR -SPACE DE~~ND

URBANIZED AREA*
EXCEPTING

CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT
HIGH LOW
(Sq.Ft~) , (Sq .Ft. )

1972 85,000 135,000

1975 175,000 270,000

1985 550,000 800,000

*HIGH FIGURES ARE ~~PROXIMATELY ONE-HALF OF
THE OFFICE SPACE DEMAND ESTIMATED FOR THE
URBANIZED AREA.

These estimates are for general office space,
and it is impossible to determine the actual de­
mand for the types of office uses that may be

.d..:v're,]ofH?d ; in,;~2s,iQ:eR-t·~,:;,;·:L::o.p--;:---9f@-sg,;j,0!:...aI,.officela-nd '.
use districts.

A very positive trend toward general orr1ce
space development on Shaw Ave-nue is apparent, as­
is the strong possibility that major activity
generators will develop in the Central Area. Such
trends in these two prime areas will affect the
rate and type of office uses in the Butler/Willow
area.

The residential professional office district
has been proposed to accommodate the probable
development of small office uses that may seek to
locate in the area. More importantly, however,
is this district's use asa separating, transition
zone between single family residential areas and
more intensely used, non-residential areas.

RETENTION AND PROMOTION OF ESTHETIC QUALITIES-­
The boulevard area modi.fying district is proposed
to provide the special prope-rty development stand­
ards and architectural controls necessary to ensure
the preservation and promotion of esthetic qualities
present in the area. Landscaped setbacks will
-soften the hard edges of arterial -and collector
roads, provide for the continuation and addition
of tree strips characteristic of the area and
provide a natural "shelterbelt" filtering system
of trees and shrubs to reduce odors and pollutants
in the air. Where necessary for controlled access,
frontage' roads with landscaped divider islands
are proposed.
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Frontage roads are recommended for Peach Avenue
. between Kings Canyon Road and Butler Avenue, and for

';"·;-;'~.".:",,-·--~'a·}-l.=:.";undeveloped;Er-ont-age'sof <S1.ltle:;;.- Avenue. --,- .. -' .",,-,'.-_ ... -...' ~;...: :,"... ~-'

~:'l

,,}

;1

I
.J

...1

To safeguard the rural suburban characteristics
of the area, the means to retain and promote in­
herent esthetic qualities must be established with
the specific plan. The opportunity to utilize and
strengthen existing features lies primarily with

.developers and property owners as the area is gra­
dually transformed into urban uses that are esthetically
pleasing as well as efficient and profitable. Such an
opportunity is rare and should be supported with a
development policy tha.t will encourage adaptation' of
the .a-rea I s physical features rather than the pro-
motion or exploitation •
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VALUE OF DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL

For the purposes of estimating the value of
improvements, the Marshall Valuation Service was
utilized in determining costs of various housing
types for which average floor areas were estimated.
Area~ of units typically constructed in the Fresno
area were used. A similar basis was used for
commercial construction. Dwelling unit yield and
potential commercial floor areas more then combined
with cost and floor area estimates.'

To determine approximate values of land, 47
actual property sales 'occurring in northeast Fresno
from 1967 through mid-1970 were examined. Informa-,
tion on estimated market values for various categories
of land use districts was also obtained from the
Fre.sno County'Assessor's Office. These estimates
were evaluated with the actual proper'cy sales, and
in most instances, rounded and reduced slightly
to compensate for the differences in attractiveness
of land in the vicinity of Fresno State College in
comparison to land in the Butler/Willow Area.

The land use 'pattern proposed for the Butler/
Willow Area will ultimately be translated into the

':''brick 'arid" mo'r tia.r" of's'fiu'ctures for-shel fer,"
service and commerce. Investment in land and
structures will, in turn, generate taxes for,the
community.

.,
I

1
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i
~\

'l

'j
:-'~.

Land and improvement values were thus, obtained
and summarized on the following chart. These figures
do not imply rate of development, which is indeter­
minant. Value of probable development potential for
the percentages of saturation indicated are shown.
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The current city' tax rate of $2.99 per $100.00
of assessed valuation was used for these estimates,
although it is doubtful that this rate will remain
constant. The total estimated tax return is based
on Code 627-00 and Code 627.10, the rates of which
amount; to $13.62 per $100.00 of 'assessed valuation.

The figures do not imply rate of development
which is indeterminant. Tax producing capabilities
only are related to the probable potential for
the percientages 'of saturation indicated. .

, :,
.\

t".......'~

The eventual property tax producing capabilities
i of the area are a function of types of development

~J that occur and that are based on the Butler/Willow
'c-·~.. ","~".."-:~.,,,~.j.£,:Lc,._EJ..g~_~E.?.:SJm':l:tes of. t.he market value of

. property costs of improvements out.lined abov8w81>2:
used to determine assessed valuation. All tax
yield estimates are based on the 1971-72 assessed
valuation of twenty-five percent of value of property
and improvements thus obtained.
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SUMMARY AND RECO~~NDATIONS

DEVELOPLVLENT - Aith6ugh- tormulateci"'a's'''2;- s'er"{es
of land use controls and a circulation system, the
opportunity to achieve the goals of community de­
velopment is implicit with the Preliminary Specific'
Plan. Estimated value of potential development that
becomes possible through the Specific Plan vehicle
is approximately 185 percent of the existing estimated
value of the area, including the IRS Center. Without
planned land use and the attendant circulation system,
it is doubtful that the area would achieve,the same
development potential. Adverse effect of early,
over-intensification of land use would be self­
defeating and inhibit the promulgation of a balanced
land use pa't.t.ern . Premature development and over­
intepsification would discourage the use of other

'land. Ultimate potential tax return would not be
realized and burdensome costs would result from
disproportionate demands on tax supported urban ser­
vices as the community attempted to achieve a
balanced condition in the area.

Considerable attention has been given the
planning process as the initial and guiding effort
to blend the Butler/Willow into the urbanizing
fringe rather than the creation of an area of uni­
que development characteristics. The area's
uniqueness will unquestionably result from retention
of the area's environmental quality and not as the
result of the IRS Center development.

RECOMMENDA,TIONS - The recommendation to approve
the proposals set forth in the preliminary specific
plan is inherent 'with the technical effort associated
with plan preparation. The review and approval
cycle that follows preliminary review by the by the

Planning Commission, will, of course, provide
the opportunity for public and official re-
view and subsequent m[),di.t~c.a.t_~0!1.. by +:he ,Planning
Commission, Council, and other agencies.

Once approved, however, the integrity of
the plan should be protected from unwarranted
changes in land use. Such protection can best
be achieved through a pOlicy that supports
reteniion of the land use districts designated
and approved by the specific plan process. The
supporting nature of this kind of policy could
be similar to the extended control of federally
sponsored redevelopment projects that prohibit
changes in zoning for a period of 40 years. Al­
though redevelopment project area control is
obtained through deed restrictions, it is re­
commended that other means to retain the zoning
fixed by the specific plan for a period of at
least 10 years be investigated by the Planning
Staff for consideration by the Planning Commission
and Council.

Alternatively, a firm policy set by and
adhered to by the Planning Commission and Council
would accomplish the same degree of plan pro­
tection and more effectively achieve community
development goals. Such a reinforcing policy
should recognize the integrity of the plan and
its importance to the extent of requiring proof
of significant changes in the surrounding planning
and as a basis for zone changes. Recognition of
changes in market factors and land economics as
the only basis for rezoning would inherently be­
come the backbone of this kind ~f a policy.
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REVIEW AND APPROVAL CYCLE

PLANNING COMMISSION - Review -6:EPr-elirninary
Specific Plan; schedule public hearing.

PLANNING STAFF - Plan modification, if required;
legal notice of property owners in area and vicinity".

PLANNING COMMISSION - Public Hearing on Pre­
liminary Specific Plan; schedule public hearing on
final specific plan.

PLANNING STAFF - Plan modification, if required;
preparation of official maps for public hearing on
final Specific Plan if required.

PLANNING COMMISSION - Public Hearing on final
specific plan; resolution of recommendation to -
Council.

PLANNING STAFF - Plan modification, if re­
quired; legal notice of property owners in area
and vicinity of public hearing before Council;
preparation of report to Council, including
Plann.ing Commission re'comme'ndation.

COUNCIL - Public hearing on final Specific
Plan.

PLANNING STAFF - revision of Official Zone
Maps and preparation of'other official documents
according to Council action.
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