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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

HOMETOWN 2000

The HOMETOWN 2000 Comprehensive Plan was adopted on December 17, 2001,
with the intention of directing Rockwall's planning efforts toward the physical form of
the City by addressing land use, urban design, open space and parks, and
transportation. Through a collaborative planning process, this plan laid out a vision
for the City in a series of vision and policy statements, and -- through the creation of
a physical land use plan -- intended to guide the community’s growth over a 20-year
period. This plan included provisions for land use that targeted creating a compact
and integrated mix of land uses, a greater variety of housing to accommodate a
broad range of individual and family demand, pedestrian-oriented retail areas, and
preservation of the City's natural and open space areas. The plan also looked to
strengthen the Downtown’s position as the cultural heart of the community, and
utilized guidelines for the City's natural gateways and public spaces to establish a
cohesive and unique urban design framework. Through the Urban Design guidelines
contained in the plan, non-residential development was envisioned in unison with the
City's existing residential development, and the Transportation section addressed
offering mutually supportive transportation choices intended to create an
interconnected and diverse street pattern.

These principles collectively were intended to build on the City's small town character
with the future of Rockwall being envisioned as a City that, “... retains and builds
upon its charming small town Texas ambience, as expressed in its historic
architecture, its Old Town Square, its tree-lined streets and its traditional
neighborhoods; that welcomes and accommodates growth and change in a manner
that builds upon our distinctive sense of place, the wise use of our community
resources, our community spirit and our quality of life; that is a true lakefront
community taking maximum advantage of our dramatic site, our shorelands, and our
views to and from the water; that takes maximum advantage of our rolling
topography, our wooded areas and our creek valleys to help shape a distinctive town
character; that is an attractive, memorable place -- one of Texas' most desirable,
admired and emulated communities; that is a great HOMETOWN.”

2007 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

The 2007 Comprehensive Plan update focused its planning efforts on adding
residential policies to the plan. Resolution 07-03, approved on January 16, 2007,
incorporated these residential policies into Appendix A of the document. This was
changed under the current plan and the residential policies were codified into the
Residential section of the plan.

2012 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN UPDATE

The 2012 Comprehensive Plan update (commenced in 2010) centered on
incorporating updates that addressed the roughly 3,500-acres of land that was
annexed from the 2007 Comprehensive Plan update. Some of the updates
addressed in this process included adding new land use designations (i.e.
Employment Center, Special Commercial Corridor, and Special Districts), and
incorporating recommendations that included addressing and encouraging
sustainability and environmental conservation. This update also included the
codification of a Downtown Plan and the John King Boulevard Design Concept Plan.

OURHOMETOWN VISION 2040

The 2017 Comprehensive Plan update commenced in January 2017 with the intent
of taking the vision established in the HOMETOWN 2000 Comprehensive Plan and
updating the goals and policies to address growth and changes in development
patterns that have occurred over the last 17-years. In addition, the update sought to
take the current plan and increase the scope to make it more comprehensive in
nature. This included reducing the rhetoric contained in the plan to make the
document easier to reference.

The major policy objectives addressed in this update included a reorganization of the
plan and the incorporation of additional sections that include Infrastructure, Public
Health, Services and Safety, and Economic Development. In addition, the Urban
Design Framework and Urban Design Development sections were changed to
Community Character and Non-Residential to better convey the intent of these
sections. The residential policies created with the 2007 Comprehensive Plan
updated were moved from the appendix to a standalone Residential section to
highlight the importance of the City’s future residential growth, and an Environment
and Ecology section was created from policies contained in the previous Land Use
section. Additional emphasis was placed on creating updated policies to address
infrastructure, connectivity, housing and the future growth of the community.

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN | 2018 UPDATE
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(5} ACCESS POLICIES

JOHN KING ACCESS MANAGEMENT
POLICY

The purpose of this section is to provide the
policy and decision making process for
determining access to James King Boulevard.
Access management involves the planning
and coordination of the location, number,
spacing and design of access points from a
roadway to adjacent land. Historically,
transportation and access management plans
have concentrated primarily on efficiently
controlling the movement of vehicles by
seeking to reduce conflicts and maximizing the
traffic capacity of a roadway. However, recent
planning efforts recognize that transportation is
inextricably linked to land use decisions and
that sprawl and inefficient land use policies go
hand in hand with congestion, reliance on
automobiles, and increased pollution.

The “Transportation/Land Use Cycle” involves
a sequence of events in which improvements
are made to the transportation network that
lead to new land use development, which
generates additional traffic and the need for
further roadway improvements.

It is possible to stop this cycle with proper
management of access and network design.
The following policy establishes the idea that
one standard does not fit all. The spacing and
design standards for the roadway should
accommodate varying land development types
with flexible standards. The result will be a

roadway that maintains a high level of mobility,
while supporting wise land development
patterns.

Accordingly, this policy varies according to the
area through which the roadway passes and
the function of the roadway itself. The land
development context of this boulevard in its
current and planned state varies from rural to
sub-urban to urban. This policy seeks to
balance the access requirements for each of
these development contexts with the desire to
maintain the mobility function of this arterial
road. The chart on the following page should
be referred to during planning and designing of
this roadway.

To see how the standards apply to the
corridor, please refer to the Access Standards
Diagrams below.

JOHN KING ACCESS STANDARDS
MEDIAN OPENING SPACING

Openings should only be provided for street
intersections or at intervals designated by the
Access Standards below. Spacing between
median openings must be adequate to allow
for introduction of left-turn with proper
deceleration and storage lengths.

PARTIAL ACCESS SPACING

Right-in and right-out driveway or private street
access locations seek to create a mid- block
parking ingress and egress. These access
points are defined by a split or T design that

restricts full access. They are not associated
with a median access opening.

SHARED ACCESS

Parcels are required to share full and some
partial access locations through agreement.
When possible, shared access should be
accomplished through placement of access
connections on shared parcel lines or through
private drives, streets and stub-outs.

RECIPROCAL EASEMENT AGREEMENT

When applicable, owners and permittees of
parcels may enter into an agreement for
reasonable access, ingress and egress
between property lines for the purpose of
paved driveways, roadways and/or walkways.

SHARED ACCESS LANES

Similar to off-site access roadways, shared
access lanes establish the shared access
easements for rural land owners to connect to
the city street system. They can be established
along shared parcel lines or at the discretion of
the city.

STREET CONNECTIVITY

Street connectivity requirements are essential
to maintaining the long-term mobility of a
corridor and potentially very important at the
local neighborhood level, since connectivity is
a key factor in ensuring that people can walk
or bike between neighborhoods, cul-de-sacs
and communities. An interconnected street
system is necessary in order to promote

HOMETOWN2040 | CITY OF ROCKWALL
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orderly and safe development by ensuring that
streets function in an interdependent manner,
provide adequate access for emergency and
service vehicles, enhance access by ensuring
connected transportation routes, and provide
continuous and comprehensible traffic routes.

Connectivity shall be defined by the ratio of
links to nodes in any subdivision.

A.  The connectivity ratio shall be the number
of street links divided by the number of
nodes or end links, including cul-de-sac
heads.

B. A link shall be any portion of a street,
other than an alley, defined by a node at
either end. Stub outs to adjacent property
shall be considered links. For the purpose
of determining the number of links in a
development, boulevards, median-divided
roadways, and divided entrances shall be
treated the same as conventional two-
way roadways. A pathway between
neighborhoods for walking, bicycling and
emergency access shall be counted as a
link.

C. Anode shall be the terminus of a street or
the intersection of two or more streets.
Pathway connections between

Base
Design
13 Links / || Nodes = 1.1%

@ Intevnal Node

neighborhoods and to an adjacent trail
can count as a street connectivity link, but
are limited to one per development.

1. Any curve or bend of a street that
exceeds 75 degrees shall receive
credit as a node. Any curve or bend
of a street that does not exceed 75
degrees shall not be considered a
node.

2. A divided entrance shall only count
once.

Required Ratio
A. Street Network

1. The street network for any
subdivision with internal roads or
access to any public road shall
achieve a connectivity ratio of not
less than 1.3 in the Urban Context
Zone, 1.2 in the Sub-Urban Context
Zone and 1.0 in the Rural Context
Zone.

B. Street links and nodes along a collector or
arterial street providing access to a
proposed subdivision shall not be
considered in computing the connectivity
ratio.

Improve A
Design
1€ Links / || Nodes = | 45

C. Stub outs shall be considered as being
present as a link at the ratio of one link
per side as provided for purposes of
determining if the required ratio has been
met.

D. Trail connections out of the subdivision
shall be considered as being present as a
link at the ratio of one link per side as
provided for purposes of determining if
the required ratio has been met.

SIGNAL SPACING

Spacing between intersections is especially
critical in rural areas because vehicle speeds
are high. One-mile spacing between public
road intersections is preferred.

The ideal spacing for traffic signals is at least
one half-mile apart (2,640 feet), which also
corresponds to the preferred spacing of
intersections between arterials and collectors
in a sub-urban development pattern.

A minimum spacing of one-quarter mile (two to
three blocks) is appropriate for an urban area.
This shorter distance encourages pedestrian
access and slows traffic through the urban
area.

AAAition of

Pedestviom Cowmection
16 Livks / || Nodes = 145
+ | Imbevmal Link

®Node @ ®Link

@ [nievnal Link
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@ IMPLEMENTATION

This concept design represents a long-term
vision for enhancement of the corridor. It will
not likely be built within a short time horizon.

INCORPORATE TRAIL SYSTEM INTO THE
THOROUGHFARE PLAN

Nationally as well as within the Metroplex
region, communities are realizing that multi-
modal access such as bicycle and pedestrian
trails are an important ingredient to becoming
sustainable. This is reflected in the new LEED-
ND (Neighborhood Development) standards.
The trail system should therefore be added to
the Thoroughfare Plan in order to ensure
continuity of the system.

ADOPT PLAN AS DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR
THE OVERLAY DISTRICT

Adopt this John King Boulevard Plan as
guidelines and standards for the 205 By-Pass
Overlay District.

COST SHARING OF ENHANCEMENTS

As a rule, developments make improvements
to the curb line, which would include
sidewalk/trails and landscaping elements of
this plan. Notable exceptions would be
Landmark Pylons and trailhead washroom
facilities. The City should provide landscaping
within the median except when development
requires additional median cuts in accordance
with the City adopted standards.

CITY ENHANCEMENT PRIORITIES

The highest visual impact improvement would
be landscaping the medians in the “Wooded
Bottoms” area as a first priority. This could be
followed by additional landscaping of medians
and the introduction of gateway pylons.

QUALITY STRUCTURAL FEATURES

A qualified landscape architect should be
engaged to provide final design and detailed
specifications for all structural elements
including wall, pylons, corner plazas and
amenity pockets. The quality of design and
construction of these elements is vital to
building upon an image rooted in the heritage
of the community.
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02.03 SH-276 CORRIDOR PLAN
RESERVED.

OURHOMETOWN2040 | CITY OF ROCKWALL PAGE B-23 APPENDIX ‘A’ | CORRIDOR PLANS






01 MAPS

Future Land Use Map

Master Trail Plan

Master Thoroughfare Plan

Master Water Distribution System
Plan

Master Wastewater Collection System
Plan

® 60

NOTE: For additional maps of the City see the
2017 Existing Conditions Report, which was
prepared as a compendium to this
Comprehensive Plan.

LEFT: A public meeting/design charrette held on April 18,
2017 for all citizens and stakeholders interested in the future
of the IH-30 Corridor.
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