
           

  AGENDA 
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION
SEPTEMBER 7, 2011

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE

           

REGULAR SESSION AT OR AFTER 6:00 PM
 

CALL TO ORDER
 

ROLL CALL
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
 

UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS
 

COUNCIL REPORTS
 

DEPARTMENT REPORTS
 

The Mayor and Council may consider and/or take action on the items listed below:

ORDER OF BUSINESS: MAYOR WILL REVIEW THE ORDER OF THE MEETING
 

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
 

1. Public Safety Providers Quarterly Reports
 

2. DIS Customer Feedback Forms
 

CALL TO AUDIENCE  – At this time, any member of the public is allowed to address the Mayor and
Town Council on any issue not listed on today’s agenda.  Pursuant to the Arizona Open Meeting
Law, individual Council Members may ask Town Staff to review the matter, ask that the matter be
placed on a future agenda, or respond to criticism made by speakers.  However, the Mayor and Council
may not discuss or take legal action on matters raised during “Call to Audience.”  In order to speak
during “Call to Audience” please specify what you wish to discuss when completing the blue speaker
card.

 

PRESENTATIONS
 

1. Proclamation Recognizing September 2011 as National Emergency Preparedness Month
 

2. Presentation of National Purchasing Institute (NPI) Achievement of Excellence in Procurement
Award to Brian Garrity, C.P.M., CPPB, Procurement Administrator

 

3. Presentation of Government Finance Officers Association Certificate of Achievement for
Excellence in Financial Reporting to Mary Rallis, CPA, Accounting Supervisor and Linda
Ragsdale, CPA, Senior Accountant

 



CONSENT AGENDA 
(Consideration and/or possible action)

 

A. Minutes - April 27, May 4, May 18, June 1, June 15, July 6, July 20 2011
 

B. Fiscal Year 2010/11 Year-End Financial Update
 

C. Procurement Division Quarterly Report - April 1, 2011 through June 30, 2011
 

D. Economic Development Division Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30, 2011
 

E. Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30,
2011

 

F. Police Department Statistics - June 2011
 

G. DIS Permitting Division Reports - July 2011 
 

H. DIS Transit Division Report - July 2011
 

I. Approval of a Final Plat Resubdivision of San Jose Plaza, Lot 4
 

J. Resolution No. (R)11-55 Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation of
two Oro Valley police officers in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA) Pima
County/Tucson Metro Counter Narcotics Alliance (CNA) Task Force and one police officer in the
Pima County HIDTA Investigative Task Force (PCHITF).

 

K. Resolution No. (R)11-56 Authorizing and approving a drainage easement acquisition agreement
between the Town of Oro Valley and Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes for a portion of Parcel
224-27-299B for the Lambert Lane Project between La Canada Drive and Pusch View Lane

 

L. Resolution No. (R)11-57 Authorizing and approving a Slope Easement Acquisition Agreement
between the Town of Oro Valley and Frank and Sherry Greth for a portion of Parcel 224-27-2890
for the Lambert Lane Project between La Canada Drive and Pusch View Lane

 

M. Resolution No. (R)11-58 Authorizing and approving a license agreement between the Town of
Oro Valley and Evergreen-Steam Pump, L.L.C. for the National Night Out Event

 

N. Resolution No. (R)11-59 Authorizing and approving an amendment to the Town Financial and
Budgetary Policies, adding a new Section C.5, authorizing signatures on checks

 

REGULAR AGENDA
 

1. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION
FOR A SERIES 10 (BEER & WINE STORE) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR QUIKTRIP #1475
LOCATED AT 11045 N. ORACLE ROAD

 

2. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION
FOR A SERIES 10 (BEER AND WINE STORE) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR GIANT #617
LOCATED AT 8080 N. ORACLE ROAD

 

3. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION



3. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION
FOR A SERIES 12 (RESTAURANT) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR AMARSI RISTORANTE
LOCATED AT 12152 N. RANCHO VISTOSO BLVD. #170

 

4. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION
FOR A SERIES 12 (RESTAURANT) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR CARLOTA'S AUTHENTIC
MEXICAN CUISINE LOCATED AT 10420 N. LA CANADA DR. #170

 

5. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN AMENDMENT TO THE STEAM
PUMP VILLAGE MASTER SIGN PROGRAM

 

6. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SHOPS AT
ORO VISTA MASTER SIGN PROGRAM

 

FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS   (The Council may bring forth general topics for future meeting agendas. 
Council may not discuss, deliberate or take any action on the topics presented pursuant to ARS
38-431.02H).

 

CALL TO AUDIENCE  – At this time, any member of the public is allowed to address the Mayor and
Town Council on any issue not listed on today’s agenda. Pursuant to the Arizona Open Meeting
Law, individual Council Members may ask Town Staff to review the matter, ask that the matter be
placed on a future agenda, or respond to criticism made by speakers.  However, the Mayor and Council
may not discuss or take legal action on matters raised during “Call to Audience.”  In order to speak
during “Call to Audience” please specify what you wish to discuss when completing the blue speaker
card.

 

ADJOURNMENT
 

POSTED:  8/26/11 at 5:00 PM by tlg

When possible, a packet of agenda materials as listed above is available for public inspection at least 24
hours prior to the Council meeting in the Town Clerk's Office between the hours of 8:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.

The Town of Oro Valley complies with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  If any person with a
disability needs any type of accommodation, please notify the Town Clerk’s Office at least five days prior
to the Council meeting at 229-4700.

 

INSTRUCTIONS TO SPEAKERS

Members of the public have the right to speak during any posted public hearing.  However, those
items not listed as a public hearing are for consideration and action by the Town Council during
the course of their business meeting. Members of the public may be allowed to speak on these
topics at the discretion of the Council.

If you wish to address the Town Council on any item(s) on this agenda, please complete a blue speaker
card located on the Agenda table at the back of the room and give it to the Town Clerk.  Please indicate
on the speaker card which item number and topic you wish to speak on, or if you wish to speak
during “Call to Audience,” please specify what you wish to discuss when completing the blue
speaker card.

Please step forward to the podium when the Mayor announces the item(s) on the agenda which you are



interested in addressing.

1.  For the record, please state your name and whether or not you are a Town resident.
2.  Speak only on the issue currently being discussed by Council. Please organize your speech, you will
only be allowed to address the Council once regarding the topic being discussed.
3.  Please limit your comments to 3 minutes.
4.  During “Call to Audience” you may address the Council on any issue you wish.
5.  Any member of the public speaking must speak in a courteous and respectful manner to those present.

Thank you for your cooperation.



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Public Safety Providers Quarterly Reports

Attachments
Public Safety Providers Quarterly Reports
Public Safety Providers Quarterly Reports



































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
DIS Customer Feedback Forms

Attachments
DIS Customer Feedback Forms







   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Proclamation Recognizing September 2011 as National Emergency Preparedness Month

Information
Subject
Proclamation Recognizing September 2011 as National Emergency Preparedness Month

Summary
The President of the United States has declared September to be National Emergency Preparedness
Month.  In recognition of this event, the Mayor of the Town of Oro Valley will issue a proclamation
supporting this effort.

Oro Valley is committed to providing for the needs of its residents in the event of a community-wide
event.  With resources dedicated to the Town's emergency preparedness plan, the Town regularly
conducts table-top exercises and on-the-ground drills to ensure every staff member is properly trained to
respond appropriately to a major emergency.  Additionally, employees are trained in Incident Command
System training and certified federally after each level of proficiency is attained.

Attachments
National Preparedness Month Proclamation





   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Stacey Lemos Submitted By: Stacey Lemos, Finance
Department: Finance

Information
SUBJECT:
Presentation of National Purchasing Institute (NPI) Achievement of Excellence in Procurement Award to
Brian Garrity, C.P.M., CPPB, Procurement Administrator

RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
For the fourth year in a row, Oro Valley's Procurement Division, headed by Brian Garrity, Procurement
Administrator, has received national recognition.  The National Purchasing Institute has honored the
Town with its 16th annual Achievement of Excellence in Procurement (AEP) Award.

The AEP award is sponsored by every major public procurement association in the country and is
recognized as the benchmark of excellence in the profession.  This award is earned by those
organizations that demonstrate excellence by obtaining a high score based on standarized criteria
designed to measure innovation, professionalism, productivity, e-procurement and leadership attributes
of the procurement organization.

The Town of Oro Valley is 1 of only 15 government agencies in Arizona and 1 of only 57 cities in the
United States to receive the award.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
AEP Award Letter





   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Stacey Lemos Submitted By: Stacey Lemos, Finance
Department: Finance

Information
SUBJECT:
Presentation of Government Finance Officers Association Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in
Financial Reporting to Mary Rallis, CPA, Accounting Supervisor and Linda Ragsdale, CPA, Senior
Accountant

RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Certificate of Achievement for Excellence in Financial Reporting has been awarded to the Town of
Oro Valley by the Government Finance Officers Association of the United States and Canada (GFOA) for
our FY 2010 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR).  This is the 17th consecutive year that the
Town has received this honor.

The Certificate of Achievement is the highest form of recognition in the area of governmental accounting
and financial reporting, and its attainment represents a significant accomplishment by a government and
its management.  The CAFR has been judged by an impartial panel to meet the high standards of the
program including demonstrating a constructive "spirit of full disclosure" to clearly communicate its
financial story and motivate potential users and user groups to read the CAFR.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   A.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Minutes - April 27, May 4, May 18, June 1, June 15, July 6, July 20 2011

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
N/A

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (approve, approve with the following changes) the April 27, May 4, May 18, June 1, June 15,
July 6, July 20 2011 minutes.

Attachments
April 27, 2011 Minutes
May 4, 2011 Minutes
May 18, 2011 Minutes
June 1, 2011 Minutes
July 6, 2011 Minutes
July 20, 2011 Minutes



 

MINUTES 
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL 

April 27, 2011 
ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE 
  
SPECIAL SESSION 
 
CALL TO ORDER - At 5:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL 
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor 

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor 
Bill Garner, Councilmember 
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember
Joe Hornat, Councilmember 
Steve Solomon, Councilmember
Lou Waters, Councilmember 

 
SPECIAL SESSION 
 
1. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION ON RECOMMENDED

EMPLOYEE MEDICAL & ANCILLARY BENEFIT PROVIDERS FOR
PLAN YEAR 2011-12   

 
Human Resources Director Betty Dickens gave an overview of what staff had 
worked on and to reinforce the recommendation for benefits.  CBIZ, the town’s 
Health Insurance Broker, also attended the session and were available to answer 
questions. 
 
Ms. Dickens stated that staff had reviewed three different components: 
 
- Benefits 
- Employee contribution for retirement (ASRS) and (PSPRS) 
- Pay compensation 
 
On July 1, 2011, each employee would have to start contributing a larger 
percentage to their retirement.  She stated the current budget proposal would not 
include COLA’s or bonuses toward employee compensation, making it the third 
year that employees had not received a pay increase. 
 
Ms. Dickens stated United Healthcare had proposed a match to the 
recommendation of the 2% of the 90/10 adjustment renewal rate.  Staff 
recommended remaining with United Healthcare for health insurance. 
 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1219&meta_id=93928
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1219&meta_id=93929
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1219&meta_id=93895
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1219&meta_id=93895
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=&clip_id=1219&meta_id=93895


04/27/11 Minutes, Town Council Special Session 2 
 

CBIZ broker Oscar Diaz spoke to the Council regarding premium increases 
nationwide and increased liability for insurance carriers.  Specialty drugs had 
entered the marketplace and shortfalls had been made up by providers through 
commercial buyers.  Trend increases had been running 11-12% per year which 
CBIZ had kept a close eye on for the town.  
 
Councilmember Bill Garner asked Mr. Diaz if the Governor passed a bill that 
would allow other insurers to come in, what type of impact would that bring and 
how many bidders were there initially. 
 
Mr. Diaz stated there were six bidders.  He said consolidation had slowed down 
in Arizona. 
 
Councilmember Garner stated the town’s loss ratio had come back at 77% and 
asked for clarification. 
 
Mr. Diaz exclaimed that the loss ratio was calculated by taking claims paid by the 
insurance company compared to the amount of premiums paid by the employer.  
Anything under 80% was favorable.  United Healthcare loss ratio favorability was 
79% and the additional 21% was made up of administrative costs.  Within that 
figure was the 2% profit. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked if there was a steady decline in the loss ratio since 
the 80/20 split. 
 
Mr. Diaz stated there had been a small decline. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked if there was any good news. 
 
Mr. Diaz explained that through the negotiations, United Healthcare came back 
with no increase. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked if the administrative savings would be significant 
by staying with United Healthcare. 
 
Mr. Diaz stated the soft costs would be for administration to process all the 
changes.  The real impact would be felt by the employees. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked what the total cost for insurance would be at 
80/20 and 90/10 co-insurance split for Aetna and United. 
 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos stated the total for the current renewal was about 
$2.1 million dollars for the 80/20 plan.  To go to a 90/10 plan, there would be an 
increase of around $43,000. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider asked if staying with the same carrier would be beneficial. 



04/27/11 Minutes, Town Council Special Session 3 
 

Mr. Diaz responded that longevity did have its merits, however, due to cost 
increases, companies shop around on a yearly basis. 
 
Councilmember Garner stated that 20% of the employees had met the 
deductibles. 
  
Councilmember Hornat asked if the employee could select either the high or the 
low dental plan and if the town’s contribution would stay the same. 
 
Ms. Dickens confirmed the town’s contribution would stay the same. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked for an explanation of what the benefits would be 
for having a health savings account. 
 
Mr. Diaz stated it was to encourage individuals to put their own dollars into a pre-
taxed basis.  By having employees participate with their own dollars, they would 
become better consumers of healthcare.  An education process would be 
necessary in order to inform employees of all the benefits that a health savings 
account would offer. 
 
Mayor Hiremath asked for clarification about the $500.00 deductible.  If the 
deductible would stay the same, it would cost the employee more for a 90/10 
plan and less for a 80/20 plan. 
 
Mr. Diaz stated that it could cost the insurance company more, which would  
mean that employees could pay more for insurance premiums. 
 
Councilmember Garner talked about the employees who actually paid the 
deductible and how it affected them. 
 
Ellen Galloway from CBIZ explained that there would be a $500.00 deductible 
under both plans and then the co-insurance would kick in.  Every employee who  
incurred a service that was subject to a deductible co-insurance would have to 
pay the first $500.   
 
Vice Mayor Snider asked if both plans had a fourth quarter rollover for the 
deductible if the limit wasn’t reached. 
 
Ms. Galloway stated no. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie asked what the maximum out of pocket expense would 
be for employees. 
 
Ms. Galloway stated it was $2500.00. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE 



04/27/11 Minutes, Town Council Special Session 4 
 

 
Oro Valley resident Mona Gentz commented on the cost of percentage paid by 
the town and compared it to other municipalities and encouraged that town 
employee’s share the cost. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Gentz, a former Human Resources Executive, advised to 
help control escalating costs by having employees contribute to the health 
system.  
 
Councilmember Solomon asked staff about other municipalities that were 
surveyed and the Town Clerk distributed the League’s annual report that showed 
what municipalities within the state were doing. 
 
Ms. Dickens stated that a majority of the municipalities within the state were 
providing 100% for employees and a variety of percentages for dependents and 
families. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked what would the percentage be if the town would 
go from 100% to 90%. 
 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos gave an overview of the amount that would be 
saved if the town would cover 90% for the employee and 50% for the dependant 
coverage.  The savings would amount to approximately $370,000 a year in all 
funds and around $280,000 a year in the General Fund. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie asked about lowering the employee portion to 90% and 
leaving family at the 75%. 
 
Ms. Lemos stated it would save the town approximately $250,000 town wide and 
$175,000 savings from the General Fund. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked about the timeline for making a final decision. 
 
Ms. Dickens stated that a decision as soon as possible would be best because if 
there were changes, staff would have to assemble the new materials for 
employee distribution. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked if the Town were to stay with the current 
provider, would there be any concern about the timeline. 
 
Town Attorney Tobin Rosen stated that the town would have to give at least 14 
days written notice regarding changes to the policy. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that these were difficult times and employees had not 
received raises.  He felt that consideration should be given to them for the work 
they did. 



04/27/11 Minutes, Town Council Special Session 5 
 

 
Vice Mayor Snider had requested a survey from other municipalities in Pima 
County of co-insurance rates and the 90/10 option would be in line with what 
other municipalities offered. 
 
Councilmember Solomon felt that the town should stay at the 80/20 option and 
hold it at a zero increase to employees. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that the Town Manager’s budget was balanced with the 
100% employee contribution and the 90/10 percentages.  Nickel and diming the 
staff would not benefit the community. 
 
Councilmember Hornat stated if the town could maintain what they had and not 
spend more money on benefits that would be the preferable way to go. 
 
Councilmember Garner stated that at 90/10, the town would incur additional 
costs.  He would like to give staff direction at looking at health savings accounts. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider agreed with Councilmember Garner regarding looking into 
health savings accounts but it would take time to educate the employees. 
  
Councilmember Hornat stated if the town would go to the 90/10 option it would 
cost $43,000. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Solomon to maintain the 80/20 option with United Healthcare as 
recommended by staff. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Mayor Hiremath and seconded by 
Councilmember Solomon to retain 100% of the employee only medical premium 
cost. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Mayor Hiremath and seconded by Vice Mayor 
Snider to maintain the 100% dental and 75% dependent coverage. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Mayor Hiremath and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to maintain the current ancillary benefits. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 



04/27/11 Minutes, Town Council Special Session 6 
 

MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to maintain coverage at the participation rate of 80/20. 
 
MOTION carried, 6-1 with Mayor Hiremath opposed. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 
 
Councilmember Garner, with a second by Councilmember Waters requested that 
the Human Resources Director explore health savings accounts as another 
opportunity for healthcare for next fiscal year 2012/13. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider stated they would both be offered and the choice would be up 
to the employee. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie would like to see the cost comparison. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider stated that CBIZ would be able to provide those figures. 
 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to adjourn the meeting at 5:53 p.m. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
     Prepared by: 
 
 
     __________________________ 
     Sylvia Sepulveda 
     Licensing & Customer Service Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the special session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 27th day of April 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this _________ day of _____________, 2011. 
 
 
______________________ 
Julie K. Bower, CMC-MMC 
Town Clerk 



 

MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
May 4, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
REGULAR SESSION AT OR AFTER 5:00 PM  
 
CALL TO ORDER - 5:00 p.m.  
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Lou Waters, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 

 
ABSENT:  Bill Garner, Councilmember  

Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION AT OR AFTER 5:00 PM  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to go into Executive Session  pursuant to ARS §38-
431.03(A)(3) to seek legal advice regarding annexation.  
 
MOTION carried, 5-0.  
 
Mayor Hiremath requested the Town Manager Jerene Watson, Assistant Town 
Manager Greg Caton, Town Attorney Tobin Rosen, Finance Director Stacey 
Lemos, Economic Development Manager Amanda Jacobs, Assistant to the Town 
Manager Kevin Burke, and Financial Analyst Art Cuaron all attend the Executive 
Session.  
 
RESUME REGULAR SESSION AT OR AFTER 6:00 PM  
 
CALL TO ORDER - At 6:03 p.m.  
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94341
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94342
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94343
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94529
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94346


5/4/11                                    Minutes, Town Council Regular Session                                               2

Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Lou Waters, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 

 
Councilmember Garner attended the meeting via teleconference call.  
 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Assistant Town Manager Greg Caton reviewed the upcoming Council meetings 
and Board and Commission meetings for May.   
 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
Councilmember Waters spent three days at Arizona Town Hall which focused 
on the capitalization of arts and culture to stimulate economic development.  He 
commented that quality of life was important to the town’s future economic 
strategy. 
 
Councilmember Solomon commented on letters of appreciation that the Town 
received: 
  
 - Vistoso Village Homeowners Association thanked Sgt. Amy Sloane for 
   attending their meetings and commended the Police Department for their 
   support of the Neighborhood Watch Program 
 - U.S. Department of Justice thanked Officer Soto for assisting the Drug 
   Enforcement Administration Task Force 
 - A resident thanked Storm Water Engineer David Parker for his assistance with 
   a floodplain situation 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS - No reports.  
 
ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath announced that he would move item (4) before item (1).  
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 
1. Police Department Appreciation Letters
 
2. DIS Letter of Appreciation
 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94347
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94348
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94350
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1225&meta_id=94353
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CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath requested that the audience hold their applause during the 
meeting out of respect to the speakers.  
 
Oro Valley resident John Musolf commented on the FY 2011/12 recommended 
budget that had just been released and pointed out accounts that had increased.  
He stated that travel and training and membership and subscription items should 
not have been included in the budget. 
 
Councilmember Solomon remarked that a majority of the training budget was 
required by the Town for positions that needed to be trained or recertified on a 
continuing basis.  He also noted that a majority of the subscriptions were for 
the League of Arizona Cities and Towns and other memberships that the Mayor 
belonged to.  
 
Oro Valley resident Conny Culver commented on the Council’s decision 
to eliminate Coyote Run transit services and requested that the Council 
focus on funding essential programs instead of just reductions.   
 
Councilmember Waters noted that transit services had been discussed for over a 
year before the decision was made to cut Coyote Run and that the entire Oro 
Valley community and users were looked at when cuts were made.    
 
Vice Mayor Snider noted that Oro Valley did not eliminate Coyote Run as had 
been reported in the media but rather Council had eliminated the town funding of 
Coyote Run.  She also stated that other transit services would fill in the service 
gaps.  
 
Mayor Hiremath added that there was not an alternative to Coyote Run a year 
ago and that was why the Council had funded it.  He said the mission was to 
make sure that the services that the Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) 
provided would be equal to the services that Coyote Run provided.  The Mayor 
reported that the RTA would utilize Coyote Run drivers.      
 
Oro Valley resident Donald Bristow suggested that the Council should welcome 
an open dialogue with the citizens of the town about the budget. 
 
Councilmember Solomon replied that the recommended budget was an open, 
published document and nothing was hidden from the public.  He stated that 
the sign code ordinance was open to all citizens and that everyone was given an 
opportunity to participate. 
 
Erin Collier, a resident and business owner in Oro Valley, answered the 
question Mayor Hiremath posed in the April 27, 2011 article in the Explorer 
Newspaper which asked, "Is Oro Valley Still A Community of Excellence?"  She 
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encouraged citizens not to allow the loudest voices to set the course for Oro 
Valley and stated that a revenue discussion should be part of the dialogue.  
 
Oro Valley resident Kevin Hearing spoke on the budget and stated that additional 
revenue sources had to be looked at in addition to cuts.  He also stated that a 
business-friendly climate would be necessary in order to create a community of 
excellence.  
 
Vice Mayor Snider stated that core services had to be identified in order for 
the community to move forward.  She added that great discussions took place at 
both Oro Valley Economic Summits and that the Development and Infrastructure 
Services Department had refined their processes with the intent to be business 
friendly.  
 
PRESENTATIONS  
 
1. Presentation by the Oro Valley Optimist Club Regarding the Dispose A Med 

Program  
 
Sgt. Amy Sloane with the Oro Valley Police Department Community 
Resource Unit presented the history of the Dispose A Med Program which 
started in December, 2009.  She identified the three main concerns: 
 
 - Student overdoses and pharmaceutical abuse related crimes 
 - Flushed medications and residual affects in the ground water system 
 - The community’s health and welfare 
 
Sgt. Sloane stated that people show up two hours early to drop off their 
medications, and that volunteers consisted of the Oro Valley Police Department 
(OVPD) Assistance Program members, OVPD Explorer Post members, Oro 
Valley Optimists Club members and Oro Valley Community and Resource Unit 
personnel.  
 
Oro Valley Optimist member Don Cox stated that 51 pounds of medication were 
collected at each event or about 42,000 pills.  He reviewed the assembly line 
process for how the medications were received from the public, removed from 
the packaging and disposed of.  He noted that empty bottles were donated to the 
Humane Society or to the Pima Animal Care Center.  Some individuals brought 
unusually large quantities of medications to the event, including inhalers, pet 
medications and needles and sharps for disposal.    
 
Sgt. Sloan said the Dispose A Med partners included the Drug Enforcement 
Agency, Oro Valley Police Department, Golder Ranch Fire Department, Pima 
County Waste Water Management, University of Arizona College of Pharmacy, 
Critical Path Institute, Oro Valley Optimist Club, Oro Valley Hospital and Target. 
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Sgt. Sloane commented that the Drug Enforcement Agency, in conjunction with 
state and local law enforcement agencies throughout the United States, 
conducted the first national Prescription Drug Take Back Day on September 25, 
2010 and that Oro Valley held theirs in August, 2009.  The second Take Back 
Day was held on April 30, 2011, and Oro Valley took in 182 pounds of 
prescription and over-the-counter medications.  Sgt. Sloane stated that the 
program had collected 1,503 pounds of medication to date.   
 
Mr. Cox reviewed a bar slide that showed an increase in the intake of 
medications at each event.  Sgt. Sloane then stated that the program was 
needed in Oro Valley and the surrounding communities.  
 
Mr. Cox reported that the Oro Valley Optimists Club had been invited to speak 
about the Dispose A Med program at the 93rd Optimist International Convention 
on July 3-5, 2011.  The program would also be presented to the Optimists 
Activities Committee in October, 2011 and expected to have the program 
adopted internationally.    
 
Vice Mayor Snider was also a member of the Oro Valley Optimist Club.  The 
amount of pills that had been collected was during a short 4-hour time frame.  
She reported that Dr. Woosley from the Critical Path Institute used the monthly 
collection periods to demonstrate to people how to chart their medication intake.  
Vice Mayor Snider said that prescription medication deaths by teenagers had 
surpassed deaths by automobiles.  She thanked Sgt. Sloane and Mr. Cox for 
their work in the promotion of the program and for the disposal of the 
medications. 
 
Councilmember Waters congratulated Sgt. Sloane, Officer Benjamin and Don 
Cox and stated that their work was another reason why the Town was proud of 
the Police Department and volunteers.  
 
2. Presentation of Quarterly Gold Star Recipients for the Period of October 

through December 2010  
 
Town Clerk Julie Bower announced the Gold Star recipients and Mayor Hiremath 
presented them with certificates. 
 
The Gold Star recipients for the period of October - December 2010 were: 
 
Jeff Kane, Water 
Cat Strong, Library 
Phil O’Connor, Development & Infrastructure Services 
Bob Easton, Human Resources  
Paul Keesler, Development & Infrastructure Services (2) 
Louis Valencia, Water 
Group Award - Iris Chaparro, Arinda Asper, Kelsie Hanson, Kevin Burke, Shirley 
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Seng, David Ruiz 
Suzy Molinar 
Karn Boyce 
Cassidy Sumpter 
Catherine Hendrix 
Jason Rivas 
Steve Moore 
Danielle Tanner 
Group Award - Aimee Ramsey, Lynanne Dellerman, Kara Sickelbower, Barb 
Harnisch, Development & Infrastructure Services Department, Bob Greer and 
Kevin Verville   
 
3. Presentation of Life Saving Award at the Request of Northwest Fire Chief 

Jeff Piechura, Related to the January 8, 2011 Life Saving Incident by Oro 
Valley Police Officers  

 
Northwest Fire District Chief Jeff Piechura and Assistant Chief Albert Pisqueira 
presented an award to the following Oro Valley Police Department members: 
 
Lead Police Officer Jeffrey Moore 
Sgt. Steve Hammons 
Officer Daniel Hoyos 
Officer Manny Guerrero 
Officer Jeff Thomas 
Officer Tim Brown 
 
Chief Piechura explained that on January 8, 2011 there was a tragic event that 
pulled many of the community agencies together.  He stated that the 
officers were recognized for their on-scene security assistance and for tending to 
the wounded and the Chief thanked them for their efforts that day.    
 
Councilmember Waters added that Officer Brown could not be reached on his 
radio during the accident and it was later learned that it was because he had 
been stopping blood flow on two different victims. 
 
4. Proclamation - Building Safety Month - May, 2011 
 
Mayor Hiremath presented a proclamation proclaiming May, 2011 as Building 
Safety Month.  
 
Councilmember Solomon added that homebuilders relied heavily on licensed 
building inspectors to inspect every stage of development to find corrections that 
needed to be made.  He also noted that citizens should have confidence in 
homes that had been approved by Town staff. 
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CONSENT AGENDA  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Vice Mayor Snider to approve the Consent Agenda with the exception of Item 
(J).   
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
A. Minutes - March 16, 2011
 
B. Procurement Division Quarterly Report - January 1, 2011 through March 

31, 2011 
 
C. Transit Services Monthly Report - March 2011
 
D. Economic Development Division Quarterly Report: January 1, 2011 - March 

31, 2011 
 
E. Development & Infrastructure Services, Permitting Division - March 2011 

Reports 
 
F. Notice to Mayor and Council of the Police Department’s project proposals, 

requesting grant funding under the Governor’s Office of Highway Safety 
2012 opportunity, as well as the Arizona Department of Homeland Security

 
G. Amending the Town Council Liaison Assignments by appointing 

Councilmember Lou Waters as liaison to the Oro Valley Business Club 
 
H. Resolution No. (R)11-25 Authorizing and Approving a Master 

Intergovernmental Agreement between Pima County and the Town of Oro 
Valley for the Inter-Connection of Data Networks 

 
I. Resolution No. (R)11-26 Requesting the Transfer of the remaining 2004 

Pima County Voter Approved Bond Funds Approximating $1.5 Million from 
the Kelly Ranch Project to the Acquisition of Property in the Arroyo Grande 
Area for Urban Open Space Conservation 

 
J. Resolution No. (R)11-27 Amending the Existing Parks and Recreation Fee 

Schedule to Increase the Parks and Recreation Facility Usage Fees  
 
Councilmember Solomon requested a more detailed breakdown of the proposed 
fees and the rationale for the increases. 
 
Parks, Recreation, Cultural Resources & Library Director Ainsley Legner 
presented an overview of the proposed fee increases. 
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Fee increases were recommended for: 
 
-Ball field rentals 
-Ramada rentals 
-Open/lap swim 
-Pool lane rentals 
-Pool season passes 
 
The recommended fee increases were derived by balancing fee increases with 
potential loss of patrons.  She noted that it would be difficult to raise fees 
significantly since recreational swimming fees had historically been low in 
Arizona.   
 
Ms. Legner noted a typo under pool lane projected FY 2012 revenue.  Originally, 
the chart showed $127,000.  The correct amount was $106,000.   
 
Councilmember Waters asked if a cost/recovery analysis had been calculated.  
 
Ms. Legner stated that for the current fiscal year, the pool was projected to 
have a 26% cost recovery.  With the implementation of the proposed fees, there 
would be a 39% cost recovery. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked if the swim team rental fees had been included 
in the proposed fee increases. 
 
Ms. Legner responded that the swim team rental fees had been included in the 
proposed fees and that the increase amounted to an extra $1 dollar an hour per 
lane for short lanes. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked if a larger increase had been considered to help 
offset the costs. 
 
Ms. Legner felt that the market couldn’t bear a larger increase right now but that 
incremental increases would be brought back before Council every year.  
 
Councilmember Solomon asked what percentage of non-residents represented 
pool users. 
 
Ms. Legner said that for annual pool passes, there had been a 50/50 split 
between residents and non-residents.   
 
Councilmember Hornat asked if any thought had been given to having just one 
pass for the whole year instead of the current need of four passes to cover an 
entire year. 
 
Aquatics Manager Catherine Atalla said that there were many users who only 
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purchased summer passes. 
  
Councilmember Hornat asked staff to look into the viability of having just one 
pass that would cover the entire calendar year.  
 
Councilmember Waters asked if the pool lost money. 
 
Ms. Legner stated that the pool did lose money. 
 
Assistant Town Manager Greg Caton stated that the pool produced a 61% loss 
with only a 39% cost recovery.  The total projected expenditure for FY 11/12 was 
approximately $432,000. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to approve Resolution (R)11-27 amending the existing 
Parks and Recreation fee schedule to increase the Parks and Recreation facility 
usage fees with rate increases effective July 1, 2011. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
 
4. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-14, AMENDING THE TAX 

CODE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARTICLE IV, CHAPTER 8A, 
SECTION 480, RELATING TO THE UTILITY SERVICES TAX RATE 

 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos gave an overview of the proposed Utility Tax 
increase from 2% to 4%. 
 
Ms. Lemos stated that the Town had seen major revenue declines over the last 
several years in both one-time revenues and recurring revenues.  State shared 
revenues had declined by approximately three million dollars over the last four 
years.  Local sales taxes which included construction sales taxes had declined 
by approximately three million dollars over the last four years and building permit 
revenues had declined by approximately 1.5 million dollars over the last four 
years as well. 
 
Ms. Lemos said that the Town had cut expenditures each year to balance the 
budget with efforts made to preserve core services to the community and impact 
as few residents as possible. 
 
The proposed FY 11/12 General Fund budget had been set at 25.5 million dollars 
which was approximately the same amount budgeted for FY 05/06. 
 
Ms. Lemos outlined the four-pronged approach for closing the FY 11/12 deficit 
which included: 
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-Enhanced operational efficiencies 
-Adoption of Town Council policies to support local businesses 
-Reduced expenditures 
-Increased revenues 
 
Ms. Lemos presented background information regarding the Utility Tax which 
was first enacted in 2007. 
 
-Recommended at 4%, adopted at 2% 
-Included 2-year sunset clause 
-Extended in 2009 when General Fund faced a $5.2 million dollar deficit 
 
Ms. Lemos discussed the fiscal impact of a 2% utility sales tax increase and 
stated that the 2% increase would apply to electricity, natural gas, and water and 
would generate approximately $1.3 million dollars for FY 11/12. 
 
The estimated monthly cost per household would be approximately $6.00 which 
was based on a $300 dollar total average combined bill. 
 
Ms. Lemos compared the tax rates from surrounding jurisdictions and 
summarized the contingency reserve balances.  The Town’s financial policies 
required a 25% minimum balance based on the Town’s adopted expenditures 
within that fund.  She noted that the 25% threshold amounted to $6.6 million 
dollars for the General Fund.  The Town’s current General Fund contingency 
fund balance was approximately $9.4 million dollars.  
 
Ms. Lemos stated that if the utility tax was approved, the Town would work with 
the utility companies to provide them with the proper information regarding the 
increase and allow them sufficient time to implement and collect the utility tax 
increase starting in August, 2011.  
 
Discussion ensued regarding the Bed Tax fund and what it could be used for. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie noted that within the budget, the index of servability on 
highways had been reduced with the reductions that were borrowed from the 
fund to cover expenses.   
 
Councilmember Garner asked what the alternative plan would be if the $1.3 
million was not funded. 
 
Town Manager Jerene Watson stated that an alternative plan would be crafted 
depending upon the direction that Council would take. 
 
Councilmember Garner felt that he didn’t have all of the information necessary to 
make a decision. 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Garner to continue item 
number four (4) to the May 18 regular meeting. 
 
Mayor Hiremath disallowed the motion since the Public Hearing had not yet been 
held. 
  
MOTION failed. 
 
Councilmember Hornat stated that revenue enhancements would be needed in 
order to close the $1.3 million dollar budget deficit so as to not affect core 
services.  He felt that reserves could be used to balance the budget but at some 
point in time, the reserve funds would be depleted if additional revenues were not 
created. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident John Musolf stated that the primary reason for the increase 
of the 2006 utility tax was to support 18.5 new positions and capital improvement 
programs.  The utility tax was extended on March 4, 2009 for additional revenue.  
Mr. Musolf recommended that Council look at an alternate plan before 
implementing the utility tax increase.  
 
Councilmember Gillaspie stated that it would be a faulty premise to say that the 
budget would be balanced with the $1.3 million dollars.  The Town borrowed from 
other funds within the budget and significant capital expenditures had been 
deferred in order to balance the budget. 
 
Oro Valley resident Lynne St. Angelo stated that ten years ago, the Oro Valley 
General Plan made a mistake by planning for higher residential densities than 
had been achieved which eventually led to higher taxes.    In 2006, the Council 
instituted a 2% utility tax that increased Town employee staffing by 18.5 
positions.  The tax was supposed to sunset in two years but it had not.  She felt 
that the Council should have reduced taxes to help citizens and businesses from 
declaring bankruptcy.  She asked the Council to go back to 2001 staffing levels 
and then justify each additional person that was added.   
 
Mayor Hiremath clarified that the Census was a 10 year Census.  Half way 
through, the Census projected what the increase would be from the middle of the 
benchmark to the end and that only increased by approximately 1,100 people.  
The total population from 2000 to 2010 went from roughly 29,700 to 41,000 
which was a 38% increase.  Services and personnel had to increase because 
there was no company, private or municipal, that could absorb such a large 
increase of people without increased staffing levels. 
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Councilmember Solomon stated that current revenue levels were well below 
2006 revenue levels and staffing levels had been reduced along with budget 
reductions. 
 
Councilmember Garner pointed out that fiscal year 04-05 budget projections 
were based on a population of approximately 41,000.  These population 
projections were used to staff the Town appropriately.  He was concerned that 
over the years, the Town had grown fat with personnel and programs.  
 
Oro Valley resident Sal Giapetta congratulated the Town on the recent 
installation of solar panels at Town Hall.  He said that if taxes would 
be raised, there would be no growth.  Businesses were closing and people didn’t 
shop in Oro Valley anymore.  He felt that raising taxes would not be the answer.  
Mr. Giapetta thanked the Oro Valley Police Department for their services but 
wondered why the PD’s budget was so large.  
 
Oro Valley resident Paul Parisi thanked Council for prioritizing the budget and 
providing more funding to the Police Department.  He said a 2% utility tax would 
not be considered a selective tax because all businesses paid it.  The gas tax 
would be considered a selective tax.  All taxes for Oro Valley businesses should 
be the same and not more than competing jurisdictions.  The unintended 
consequence of a utility tax increase would hurt the Town by not being able to 
recruit businesses and it would hurt the Town in annexations.  He urged the 
Council to have faith in the American business. 
 
Oro Valley resident Al Cook felt that Oro Valley was a wonderful place to live and 
he wanted to maintain the current quality of life.  It was important to maintain high 
standards and also to trust Town staff to do their jobs.  Mr. Cook said that the 
utility tax increase wouldn’t be too expensive and that it would give more time to 
find longer lasting solutions.  He urged the Council to adopt the 2% utility tax 
increase.  
 
Oro Valley resident Geri Ottoboni stated that if the utility tax were to be increased 
by 2%, it would put further stress on school budgets, thus depriving the school 
children of Oro Valley from a good education.  She felt that Town employees 
should pay their fair share of health benefits and that the savings would offset the 
need for an increase to the utility tax. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Kemp opposed any tax or fee increases.  He felt 
that government in general had grown too large and that programs and even 
some core services needed to be cut back. 
 
Oro Valley resident Mike Zinkin felt that expenses should have been considered 
first before looking at additional revenue to balance the budget.  He felt that the 
town should look at cutting expenses such as school resource officers (SRO), 
motorcycle officers, take home vehicles and employee health benefits.  He 
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wanted the Council to consider outsourcing certain jobs and utilizing part-time 
workers.  He urged Council to study the budget and ask questions. 
 
Oro Valley resident Kevin Herring said that the Town should be comparing itself 
to Catalina, Tortalina, and Marana in order to understand and compare the whole 
tax picture.  He felt that the utility tax was a can that kept getting kicked down the 
road.  He urged Council to take a hard look at non-core and even some core 
services to see what was really needed.  Mr. Herring cautioned Council about the 
potential loss of business due to an increase of the utility tax.    
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler said that when he moved here, he signed up for a 
community of excellence.  He believed that cost increases happened in the 
private and public sectors and that those costs needed to be covered in order to 
maintain services.  He emphasized that citizens benefited from arts & culture 
programs, education, social and economic values, lighted streets, convenient 
shopping, enhanced open space etc.  Mr. Adler stated that not all services were 
necessarily important to him but as a whole, those services made the quality of 
life expected in Oro Valley.  He felt that good people, facilities and services would 
be expensive but those costs would need to be covered in order to maintain a 
community of excellence. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Rodman was confused regarding the possibility of 
increasing a particular tax on revenues of which the Town did not know what it 
would be spent on.  He agreed that the Town needed to take a closer look at 
services.  Businesses would pay a lot more than $6 per month with the increase 
to the utility tax.  He stated that businesses needed to be attracted to Oro Valley 
and then allowed to grow without increased taxes in order to build a stable 
revenue. 
 
Oro Valley resident Jeremy Christopher felt that the Town needed to focus on 
cutting the Police Department budget in order to make meaningful cuts to the 
budget.  He said that the Police Department needed to be studied in order to see 
where efficiencies could be made.  He urged Council to look at all the facts 
before a decision was made and felt that a utility tax increase of 2% would 
be significant to businesses. 
 
Oro Valley resident Conny Culver respectfully asked Council to tone down their 
comments made to the citizens.  She felt that Council was trying to discourage 
people from talking to the Council.  She had voted against the utility tax in 2006 
because she thought that government had to live within its means.  Ms. Culver 
stated that a lot of towns in the country had gone bankrupt and were forced to 
unincorporate.  Spending had to be controlled and she pointed out that the 
2004 fiscal year budget had been crafted upon the population numbers of today.  
She urged Council to look at essential and non-essential services. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to approve Ordinance No. (O)11-14, amending the Tax Code of the 
Town of Oro Valley, Article IV, Chapter 8A, Section 480, relating to the utility 
services tax rate. 
 
Vice Mayor Mary Snider commented that Council had been studying the budget 
since January in order to look for savings.  Department heads were tasked with 
cutting as much as possible from their budgets. With the decline of sales tax 
revenues, state shared revenues and construction revenues, a more stable 
revenue stream would be important to the long term quality of life that the citizens 
desired.  
 
Councilmember Gillaspie stated that in the long run, the Town would need to 
increase revenues.  He felt that fundamentally, the Council would need to 
establish a level of trust with the citizens that would substantiate the case of why 
revenues would need to be increased. 
 
Councilmember Garner felt that the budget was never balanced from the 
beginning.  He would have liked to see the budget presented with his 
recommended cuts instead of it presented with the utility tax increase 
incorporated within it.  He also felt that a community of excellence was a 
community that was fiscally responsible and kept taxes to a reasonable level. 
 
Councilmember Waters stated that citizens did not want to cut the Police 
Department budget.  He felt that it was important to encourage small business 
development within the community and annexation opportunities should also 
be looked into in order to increase sales tax revenue.  He felt that there needed 
to be a significant plan for stabilization during the down times. 
Councilmember Solomon felt that a community of excellence should have 
quality roads and safe schools.  He also believed that a community of excellence 
would foster economic development and attract businesses to the Town. 
 
Mayor Hiremath said that the main concerns that were voiced at the last 
Economic Summit were public safety, infrastructure and arts & culture.  He felt 
that the Town would need to band together and find an equitable solution in order 
to fix the budget deficit problem.  The $1.3 million dollars that would be 
generated from the utility tax would allow some time for the Council to figure out 
sustainable practices that would make Oro Valley less dependant on the federal 
and state government. 
 
Mayor Hiremath called the question and requested a roll call vote. 
 
Mayor Hiremath: Aye 
Vice Mayor Snider: Aye 
Councilmember Garner: Nay 
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Councilmember Gillaspie: Nay 
Councilmember Hornat: Aye 
Councilmember Solomon: Aye 
Councilmember Waters: Aye 
 
MOTION carried, 5-2 with Councilmembers Garner and Gillaspie opposed. 
 
Mayor Hiremath recessed the meeting at 9:24 p.m. 
 
Mayor Hiremath reconvened the meeting at 9:33 p.m. 
 
1. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-12 REZONING REQUEST 

BY ST. MARK CHURCH, FOR THE 17 ACRE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 
2727 W. TANGERINE ROAD FROM R-144 TO PRIVATE SCHOOL 
DISTRICT 

 
Planning Manager David Williams gave an overview of the rezoning request by 
St. Mark Church.  The rezoning proposal would be for a new sanctuary, religious 
education and social hall buildings and central courtyard.  The building heights 
would range from 16’ to 35’ with tower elements up to 45’.  The existing wash 
would be preserved in accordance with the general plan.  
 
Mr. Williams stated that the focus of the review consisted of: 
 
-General Plan conformance 
-Tangerine Road Corridor Overlay District compatibility 
-Site uses & compatibility 
-Building heights 
-Buffers & setbacks 
Mr. Williams noted that the requested rezoning location was originally planned for 
a public school or church.  The rezoning to private schools was consistent with 
the general plan.  25% of the site would be preserved as open space and would 
have a relatively low intensity of development (.12% Floor Area Ratio). 
  
The Tangerine Road Corridor Overlay District (TRCOD) required: 
 
-50’ frontage tract 
-4:1 building height to setback ratio 
 
A view shed analysis had been completed and it was determined that there 
would be minor view impacts. 
 
There were a number of neighborhood concerns which consisted of: 
 
-Wall construction along the south buffer 
-Restriction on school uses 
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-Lighting (height of building and parking lot lights) 
-View shed (height of buildings) 
-South side landscape buffer 
-Density (building mass on site) 
 
These concerns were mitigated by the following: 
 
-5’ high screen wall; alignment to be curved. 
-Restrict 1st-12th grade but allow day care & kindergarten 
-Provided restriction on height of lights 
-Reduced social hall building height.  No buildings on western portion of site 
-Buffer yard width was 22’-58’ 
-Floor area ratio of .12% was proposed below maximum of .50% 
-25% open space would need to be provided   
 
Councilmember Solomon asked why the site would be restricted to just pre-
school and kindergarten when the General Plan called for a school site. 
 
Planning Manager David Williams responded that the restriction was due to 
neighborhood concerns.   
 
Councilmember Waters asked if there were any outstanding or significant 
disagreements from neighbors. 
 
Mr. Williams stated that building height and the amount of building on site were 
the main concerns amongst the neighbors.  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Rodman was concerned with the increased traffic that the 
development would bring and felt that the proposed height of the church would 
affect his view and the view from Tangerine Road.  
 
Oro Valley resident Melissa Miller opposed the height of the church and would 
like the church to blend in with the natural environment.  She felt that not enough 
people were noticed about the public hearing and was also concerned about 
elevated traffic levels. 
 
Oro Valley resident Melode Devenport opposed the additional height and urged 
the Council to limit the height to 25 feet. 
 
Oro Valley resident Buzz Braun felt that the proposed church building height was 
inappropriate for the surroundings and urged the Council to limit the building 
height to 25 feet. 
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Dennis Devonport was concerned about the proposed height of the 
church and the proposed sewage treatment facility.  He felt that the height would 
dominate the site.  He urged Council to incorporate the Environmentally Sensitive 
Lands Ordinance standards into the building requirements and restrict the height 
to something more appropriate for the area.  
 
Oro Valley resident Steven Steuer favored the St. Mark Church rezoning.  He felt 
that the Church had taken the proper steps to create an aesthetically pleasing 
building on the outside as well as on the inside.  He urged the Council to approve 
the rezoning.  
 
Oro Valley resident Sandy Martinez felt that the proposed church height was too 
high and urged the Council to restrict the height. 
 
Oro Valley resident Leanne Reese, Parrish Administrator for St. Marks Church, 
felt that the rezoning request was absolutely necessary in order to be able to 
provide for a quality and functional church.  She stated that the conditions of their 
current church were too cramped and would like to allow for more people to 
attend services.  The proposed height would allow for proper acoustics and a 
good feeling inside the church.  She also stated that Oro Valley off-duty officers 
would be utilized during busy times such as Christmas and Easter in order to 
control the increased traffic.  
 
Discussion ensued regarding the proposed building height, the amount of 
residents whose views would be obstructed, traffic mitigation, and alternative site 
layouts. 
 
Mitch Lorenz, project manager for St. Mark Church, gave an overview of the 
proposed building height and dimensions. 
 
-In compliance with the General Plan and the Tangerine Corridor Overlay District 
-Unanimous recommendation for approval from the Planning 
and Zoning Commission 
-Staff recommendations & neighbor concerns had been addressed 
 
Mr. Lorenz gave an overview of the site plan and site analysis report.  He also 
discussed the south buffer yard variations and screen wall design. 
 
Mr. Lorenz outlined the staff conditions and neighborhood concerns. 
 
Staff conditions had been incorporated into design 
-Site re-designed at west end 
-Septic disposal coordinated w/staff 
-Parking re-worked 
-Wash areas protected/defined 
-Natural detention areas designed 
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Neighbor concerns had been addressed. 
-Traffic study would define Tangerine Road improvements 
-View corridors saved some mountain views 
-Height was within Braun family request at 35 feet & 24 feet 
-Site lighting reduced in allowable height 
-South buffer increased 
-Landscape enhanced along buffer 
-1st through 12th grade school restricted 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the proposed building height and rezoning request. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve the rezoning with the condition of a 28 foot 
height limit and a 35 foot architectural element height limit as well as the 
conditions listed in exhibit "A". 
 
                                                        EXHIBIT A  
                                        CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL  

OV910-02  
ST. MARK CHURCH 

  
Planning 
1.       Provide the following as general notes on the cover sheet of the Tentative 

Development Plan (TDP):  
·   Along the south buffer yard, screen walls shall be 5’ high constructed of stucco with 

pier offsets and shall be located no closer than to south property line than shown 
on the TDP.  All walls shall be contoured (not straight line)  

·   The treatment of the detention basins must contain natural materials such as rock, 
decomposed granite and shall not be constructed of concrete.  

·   On the southwest corner of property multiple smaller detention basins must be 
constructed.  The detention basin associated with Phase 1 must be constructed 
similar in design.  

·   All building lighting will be shielded in accordance with Town lighting code to 
achieve dark sky lighting.  

·   The refuse container located on the southwest corner of building #4 must be 
enclosed as part of the loading zone area. 

2.       Revise general note #13 on the TDP as follows: 
·   Existing site: Remove existing pole lights and replace with 15’ tall shielded lights or 

at a lesser height consistent with zoning code requirements.  All other building 
lights shall not exceed 9’ and shall be shielded. Additional lights may be installed 
as required by Town lighting code, provided pole heights do not exceed 10’ if 
located south of the buildings or 8’ if located along the south drive lane.  

3.       A mitigation/restoration plan must be submitted for the proposed septic system and 
associated leach area, encroaching within the natural open space area on the 
western portion of the site.  Adequate screening of all mechanical equipment must 
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be provided to minimize any impacts on the adjacent properties. Minimal disturbance 
must be achieved.   

Oro Valley Water 
4.       The following are conditions of approval of this rezoning and must be acknowledged 

in writing. 
·         The applicant must sign an exempt well draw down waiver. The form will be 

supplied by Oro Valley Water (condition has been met). 
No new wells shall be drilled on the site 

·         No expansion of what the existing well serves. 
·         If the owner has Grandfathered water rights, they cannot sell or transfer them to 

any individual or entity within the Oro Valley Water service area. 
·         A 12 inch main shall be extended west from the connection point at Tangerine and 

Vista Del Sol within a 15 foot wide easement that has as its northern boundary line 
the future southern right of way line of Tangerine Road. It shall be constructed to 
the western most entrance of the property with a Modified Drain Valve Assembly to 
the west. 

·         An internal looped system will be required for the fully developed site and will 
include a modified Drain Valve Assembly in Shannon Road from the southern most 
Shannon Road entrance/exit of the site. 

 
 
Planning & Zoning Commission Conditions: 
1.      Revise the Phase 1 plan to match the tentative development plan, specifically the 

south buffer yard walls. 
2.      Revise the riparian boundaries delineated on the tentative development plan to 

reflect the correct adopted riparian boundaries. 
3.      In Exhibit 23, clarify what areas will be landscaped and what areas will remain as 

preserved and/or natural open space.  Remove the term re-vegetated.  
4.      Provide a riparian mitigation plan for the roadway crossings. Correctly label the 

required 15’ protective apron on the outer edges of the riparian boundaries.  
5.      The open space area west of building 5 must remain as “natural” open space.  
6.      The parking area that loops around the western portion of the property must be 

located closer to the building areas to minimize site disturbance.  Revise the TDP 
accordingly. 

7.      Revise the TDP to distribute the parking to the sides and rear of building. No more 
than 50% of parking may be located in the front yard.  

8.      First through twelfth grade education is not a permitted use.  
9.      On the south buffer yard, replace the straight line walls with contoured walls similar 

to the section west of the wash, with the exception of the wall on the southwest 
corner of property (south of detention basin). 

10.  Existing site: Remove existing pole lights and replace with 15’ tall shielded lights. All 
other building lights shall not exceed 9’ and shall be shielded. Additional lights may 
be installed as required by Town lighting code, provided pole heights do not exceed 
10’ if located south of the buildings or 8’ if located along the south drive lane. 

11.  New Development: Parking lot lights along the south drive lane shall be no taller 
than 8’ and shall be fully shielded. All other building lights shall not exceed 9’ in 
height and shall be shielded. Additional lights may be installed as required per the 
Town lighting code, provided pole heights do not exceed 10’ if located south of the 
buildings or 8’ if located along the south drive lane.  

12.  Screen walls shall be 5’ high constructed of stucco with pier offsets and shall be 
located no closer than to south property line than shown on the TDP. 
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13.  The treatment of the detention basins must contain natural materials such as rock, 
decomposed granite and shall not be constructed of concrete. 

14.  On the southwest corner of property multiple smaller detention basins must be used.  
The detention basin associated with Phase 1 must be constructed similar in design.  

15.  All building lighting will be shielded in accordance with Town lighting code to achieve 
dark sky lighting.  

16.  Relocate the refuse container away from the southern portion of the property, 
specifically within an enclosed area as part of the loading zone on the southwest 
corner of building #4. 

17.  Dedication of the northern 100’ of the subject parcel to the Town for the purposes of 
Tangerine Road right of way. 

18.  A full Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) shall be required as part of any future 
Development/Site plan submittal. This development shall be responsible to design 
and pay for any improvements to Tangerine Road as determined to be required by 
the TIA. 

19.  A full Drainage Report shall be required as part of any future Development Plan 
submittal. All post development flow shall be mitigated and released in the same 
manner and quantity as the existing condition. 

20.  Shannon Road shall provide a minimum of three lanes at the intersection of 
Tangerine road. These three lanes shall consist of:  
a.One Southbound Thru Lane 
b.One Westbound Left Turn Lane 
c.   One Eastbound Right Turn Lane 

 Shannon Road shall be constructed as a requirement for the Phase 2 expansion of 
the Development or as determined by the project TIA. This development shall be 
responsible for all construction costs associated with Shannon Road. 

21.  The construction of Shannon Road shall not occur until the sight distance safety 
issues and drainage mitigation have been rectified on Tangerine Road for this 
intersection. If this development requires the Shannon road connection to be 
constructed prior to the RTA expansion of Tangerine Road, the developer will be 
responsible for all associated design and construction costs. 

22.  This development must construct a 10’ wide asphalt multiuse pedestrian path in the 
new ROW dedication and locate said path as far south as to accommodate the future 
expansion of Tangerine Road. 

23.  The tentative development plan (TDP) is conditionally accepted regarding driveway 
locations until a variance for said features is formally accepted and approved by the 
Town. 

24.  Update the TDP to map schematic hydrologic watershed boundary delineation, 
concentration points and general flow patterns for the developed condition on the 
TDP. This information need not be detailed any more than concept level. 

For the Canada Agua 1 watershed, delineate the limits of the 100 year floodplain. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
2. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-13 RELATING TO 

PUBLICATION OF PLANNING AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR 
DECISIONS AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, 
SECTION 21.4, PLANNING AND ZONING DEPARTMENT AND SECTION 
21.6, BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to adjourn the meeting. 
 
MOTION failed 1-3 with Councilmember Gillaspie, Councilmember Hornat, and 
Councilmember Solomon opposed and Mayor Hiremath, Vice Mayor Snider and 
Councilmember Waters abstained. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adopt Ordinance No. (O)11-13 amending the Oro 
Valley Zoning Code Revised Section 21.4, Planning and Zoning Department and 
Section 21.6, Board of Adjustment requiring interpretations issued by 
the Planning and Zoning Administrator to be published on the Town’s website 
and providing for an appeal to the Board of Adjustment.  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
3. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE DIRECTION TO STAFF REGARDING AN 

INCREASE TO THE LIQUOR LICENSE APPLICATION PROCESSING 
FEE  

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to direct staff to prepare a resolution increasing the 
liquor license application processing fee to $500. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Don Bristow was displeased with the comments from Council 
when responding to residents during the call to the public. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Councilmember Waters requested a future agenda item regarding Arts and 
Culture and its place in economic development, seconded by Vice Mayor Snider. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adjourn the meeting at 11:09 p.m. 
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MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
   Prepared by: 
 
   _____________________ 
   Michael Standish, CMC 
   Deputy Town Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 4th day of May 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this _____ day of ___________________, 2011 
 
_____________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk 
  
  



 

MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
May 18, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE - Holly Hitchcock from the Casas Adobes American 
Legion Auxiliary Junior Miss Poppy - Memorial Poppies donation program led the 
audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.   
 
Holly Hitchcock, Ms. Poppy 2011 for the American Legion Auxiliary Post #73, 
stated that the Poppy was a sacred symbol of our nation’s war dead.  The 
Poppies were hand made by veterans.  The money raised through Poppy sales 
would provide comfort items, supplies, outings for patients at the local VA 
hospital, clothing and supplies to homeless veterans and would also help the 
families of veterans who were in need. 
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Assistant Town Manager Greg Caton announced the upcoming town meetings. 
 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
Councilmember Solomon attended the Oro Valley Police Department awards 
ceremony on May 13th.  He was amazed by the number of Officers who received 
awards.  He congratulated the eight Oro Valley Officers who received life saving 
awards.  Of the eight, two Officers received two awards since they saved two 
lives on separate occasions. 
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Vice Mayor Snider updated the public regarding the transition of Coyote Run 
from an Oro Valley supported service to a regional supported service.  The 
Regional Transportation Authority (RTA) had agreed to include trips to the 
Northwest Medical Center through the Dial-A-Ride program.  
 
Councilmember Waters reported on the Imagining a Greater Tucson program 
and stated that the next phase would be to map out residents ideas for a greater 
Tucson which would begin May 24th at the Hilton from 6:00 p.m. to 8:15 p.m.  
 
Mayor Hiremath reported that he and Councilmember Hornat attended the 
National Duathlon Championship which was held on Sunday, April 30th.  There 
were over 1,000 participants of which 19 were Oro Valley residents.  There were 
over 3,000 out of town visitors and the estimated economic impact for the Town 
of Oro Valley was $1.1 million dollars.  The event had been so successful that 
the USA Triathlon announced that they would be bringing the event back in 
2012.  Mayor Hiremath thanked the Metropolitan Tucson Convention Visitors 
Bureau (MTCVB), Tucson Sports, Hilton El Conquistador Golf and Tennis 
Resort, Ventanna Medical Systems and town staff.  
 
Felipe Garcia with the MTCVB thanked the Mayor and Council for the opportunity 
to have participated in the Duathlon and congratulated Council for working 
together to create such a successful event. 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS  
 
Town Clerk Julie Bower announced that there was new artwork on display in the 
Council Chambers and that it was created by artist Kay Mitman. 
 
Police Chief Danny Sharp reported that Captain Danny Sharp Jr. and 
Officer Sean Benjamin of the Oro Valley Explorers submitted essays for the 
Sergeant Mark Cavanaugh Memorial Scholarship Award for 2011 and were 
chosen as the winning recipients of the scholarship.  The award money of $1,650 
would be utilized at an upcoming Explorer competition in Colorado.  
 
Parks, Recreation, Cultural Resources & Library Director Ainsley Legner 
announced that the Town of Oro Valley had been chosen as one of the finalist for 
the Keg Steakhouse restaurant’s Thanks a Million grant program.  If Oro Valley 
would win, an integrated and universally accessible playground for children with 
special needs would be built at James D. Kriegh Park.  She encouraged all 
residents to vote for the Town at www.thekegthanksamillion.com. 
 
Ms. Legner also reported that the summer kick-off for the aquatics and 
recreational programs would take place on Saturday from 10:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. 
at James D. Kriegh Park near the pool. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath reviewed the order of business and stated that it would stand as 
posted. 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 
1. Customer Feedback Form regarding Town Hall Solar Project
 
2. Public Safety Providers Quarterly Reports
 
3. DIS Infrastructure Section grading of Limewood Drive and Camino Del 

Plata 
 
4. Library Staff Recognition Letter
 
5. Police Department Appreciation Letter
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Sue Bishop was concerned about the possibility of reduced 
funding for the Oro Valley Police Department.  She urged Council to approve a 
budget that would preserve core services. 
 
PRESENTATIONS  
 
a. Dr. Peter Rhee  
 
Dr. Rhee thanked Council for allowing him the opportunity to speak about trauma 
centers.  He briefly discussed his past background which included 24 years in the 
U.S. Navy. 
 
Dr. Rhee stated that there were four categories of trauma centers, 1 through 4.  
Level 1 trauma centers performed a certain volume of trauma and they had to 
have the capability to do research and teach. 
 
Level 2 trauma centers had similar capabilities as level 1 centers but didn't 
have the research and teaching components.  They also didn't have minimum set 
criteria for the volume of patients. 
 
Level 1 and level 2 trauma centers had trauma surgeons on call or in the hospital 
waiting for patients and they also had specialty services available such as 
orthopedic surgeons, neuro surgeons, hand surgeons, vascular surgeons and 
thoracic surgeons etc. 
 
He also stated that any fairly large hospital could be verified as a level 3 trauma 
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center as long as general surgeons were available to come to a call and 
were available during a certain time period.  All other emergency room facilities 
could be classified as level 4 trauma centers.   
 
Dr. Rhee reported that Dr. Donald Green, an experienced trauma surgeon, would 
be working as a trauma director at Kino or UPH hospital located in downtown 
Tucson.  This hospital would be opening soon as a level 3 trauma center. 
 
A task force had been assembled to look at the City of Tucson and the 
surrounding areas to see where the growth was and where ideal locations for 
trauma centers would be. 
  
Dr. Rhee stated that there were many trauma centers in cities around the country 
that surpassed his trauma center in rehabilitation and grant funding for research 
etc.  He said that there were many more aspects to trauma centers than just 
taking care of patients.  One of his primary goals was to become both nationally 
and internationally renowned for his trauma center's research capability.  Another 
goal of his was to open a regionalized burn center in the next year or two. 
 
Mayor Hiremath thanked Dr. Rhee and his team for all of their fine work on 
January 8th.   
 
b. Presentation of Distinguished Budget Presentation Award from the 

Government Finance Officers Association for the Town of Oro Valley FY 
2010/11 Adopted Budget 

 
Mayor Hiremath presented the Distinguished Budget Award to Budget and 
Management Analyst Wendi Gomez and Finance Analyst Art Cuaron.  
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
Councilmember Hornat requested that items (H) and (I) be removed from the 
Consent Agenda to be discussed and voted on separately. 
 
Councilmember Garner requested that items (A), (B), and (G) be removed from 
the Consent Agenda to be discussed and voted on separately. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider requested that item (F) be removed from the Consent Agenda 
to be discussed and voted on separately. 
 
C. Court Report - April, 2011
 
D. Fiscal Year 2010/11 Financial Update Through March 2011 
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E. Resolution No. (R)11-28 Authorizing and Approving a Line Extension 
Agreement for Construction of Protected Water Facilities Under Private 
Contract Between the Town of Oro Valley and Copper Canyon 
Development, LLC 

 
Consent Agenda items (C), (D), and (E) were approved, 7-0.  
 
A. Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau Quarterly Report: 

January 1, 2011 - March 31, 2011  
 
Councilmember Garner requested a breakdown that detailed how the numbers 
were derived. 
 
Oro Valley resident John Musolf felt that the report didn’t seem to coincide with a 
lot of the performance measures and that the report could have been cut down 
considerably. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Garner and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to approve item (A). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
B. Police Department - March 2011 Statistics 
 
Councilmember Garner presented a PowerPoint presentation regarding public 
safety response times for level 1 and level 2 calls from FY 04-05 to present.  He 
was concerned with the Police Department not meeting their response time 
goals for responding to level 1 calls within five minutes or less, 90% of the time 
and responding to level 2 calls within eight minutes or less, 90% of the time. 
  
Councilmember Garner felt that Council needed to find out what the issues were 
with meeting response times so that there could be a more consistent response 
time pattern of meeting the 90% performance measure. 
 
Chief Sharp stated that the Police Department strived for reaching their 
performance measure goal of responding to priority 1, 2, 3 & 4 calls within the 
specified timeframes 90% of the time.  The response times were tracked so that 
it would assist with how the PD would deploy their resources. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked if a cluster of calls could skew the statistics. 
 
Chief Sharp stated that there were a number of reasons why the statistics could 
get skewed.  For example, if a priority 1 call would occur during rush hour and 
motor officers were not close by, the response time could take longer than 
normal due to traffic congestion.  Construction zones could also negatively 
impact response times. 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to approve item (B). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
F. Resolution No. (R)11-29 Authorizing and Approving a 2011 Community 

Economic Development Strategy for the Town  
 
Vice Mayor Snider said that in October 2010, the town held the first of two 
economic summits with the Council and business community.  Council listened to 
current business issues and how the town could help them.  The second summit 
took place in January 2011 and Council engaged the business community in 
helping to form the town's economic development strategy to help move the 
community forward.  She felt that both summits were very successful and she 
was looking forward to working with the business community in the future. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve item (F). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
G. Tucson Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. Quarterly Report: October 1, 

2010 - March 31, 2011  
 
Councilmember Garner requested that the report be broken down further and 
that the reports were received on a quarterly basis. 
 
Oro Valley resident John Musolf stated that the report was actually a six month 
report, not a quarterly report.  He would like to see quarterly reports because 
they were easier to read. 
 
Councilmember Hornat requested standardized reports so that they would be 
easier to follow. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie requested an update regarding the Ventanna 
expansion project. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Garner and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to approve item (G). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
H. Resolution No. (R)11-30 Authorizing and Approving an amendment to the 

Town Financial and Budgetary Policies to comply with governmental 
accounting standards board statement No. 54, committing the ending fund 
balance for certain special revenue funds for specific purposes, and 
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authorizing the town manager or a designee to assign fund balance to a 
specific purpose 

 
Councilmember Hornat disliked the idea of rolling items into the General Fund, 
thus loosing visibility.  He requested a monthly detailed breakdown of the fund 
balances which would be placed on the consent agenda. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to approve item (H). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
I. Resolution No. (R)11-31, Authorizing and Approving an Electric Vehicle 

Project Host Agreement Between the Town of Oro Valley and Ecotality  
 
Councilmember Hornat asked for clarification regarding what the cost would be 
to charge a vehicle. 
 
Construction and Sustainability Manager Bayer Vella said that a two hour charge 
would cost approximately $1.  The charging stations would be provided at no 
cost to the town and the cost of all of the electricity used would be reimbursed to 
the town.  The contract would be for a one year period. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked what the maintenance requirements would be 
once the town takes ownership and how long would they last for.  
 
Mr. Vella said that Ecotality would be responsible for all maintenance for the first 
year.  After the first year, the town would have the option to take over the 
charging stations or the town could enter into a similar service agreement 
with Ecotality to provide the maintenance.  Data would be captured and stored by 
the charging devices and that information would be brought back before Council 
at a later date. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie asked if the Ecotality charging stations could 
charge anything else other than the Nissan Leaf. 
 
Mr. Vella said that the connector would work with other vehicles in the future. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to approve item (I). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
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1. MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION OF THE MAY 4, 2011 APPROVAL 
OF ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-12 REZONING REQUEST BY ST. MARK 
CHURCH FOR THE 17 ACRE PROPERTY LOCATED AT 2727 W. 
TANGERINE ROAD FROM R-144 TO PRIVATE SCHOOL DISTRICT 
WITH CONDITIONS 

 
Councilmember Hornat felt that this item wasn’t given the proper consideration 
that it should have received.  He also felt that due consideration wasn’t given to 
how the rezoning would affect the Tangerine corridor and Council’s vision of what 
they would like the Tangerine corridor to become. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to reconsider the May 4, 2011 approval of Ordinance No. 
(O)11-12 rezoning request by St. Mark Church for the 17 acre property located at 
2727 W. Tangerine Road from R-144 to private school district with the condition 
that it would be returned to Council on June 15, 2011. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
2. PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION 

REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A SERIES 12 (RESTAURANT) 
LIQUOR LICENSE FOR J. MARINARA’S LOCATED AT 8195 N. 
ORACLE ROAD SUITE 105 

 
Town Clerk Julie Bower gave an overview of item number two. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Solomon to approve the issuance of a series 12 liquor license to 
the Arizona Department of Liquor License and Control for Michael Bonk for J. 
Marinara's located at 8195 N. Oracle Road Suite #105. 
 
MOTION approved, 7-0. 
 
3. PUBLIC HEARING - RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-35 ADOPTION OF THE 

TENTATIVE BUDGET FOR FY 2011/2012 AND SETTING THE LOCAL 
ALTERNATIVE EXPENDITURE LIMITATION FOR FY 2011/12 

 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos gave an overview of the tentative budget for 
fiscal year 2011/12. 
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Ms. Lemos stated that the tentative budget as presented was balanced at 
$94,219,647 and was $22 million dollars or 19% less than the current year 
adopted budget of $116.2 million dollars. 
 
Ms. Lemos discussed the various fund allocations for fiscal year 2011/12.  Staff 
had recommended two additional increases totaling $155,000.  The first increase 
totaling $130,000 represented the carry forward of unspent funds from the 
current fiscal year. The second increase of $25,000 was added to the budget to 
allow the town to receive the possible grant funds from the Keg Steakhouse for 
park improvements.  
 
Ms. Lemos outlined additional changes from the Manager's recommended 
budget which consisted of:  
 
Highway Fund 
     -Increased pavement preservation budget from $800,000 to $1.2M 
     -Eliminated transfer in from Bed Tax Fund reserves of $385,000 
 
Bed Tax Fund 
     -Show entire bed tax revenues of $899,626 with transfer out to General Fund 
of $675,000 
 
-Consolidate Capital Asset Repl. Fund (CARF) and Steam Pump Ranch Funds 
into General Fund 
 
Ms. Lemos summarized the General Fund.  The town expected to begin the 
fiscal year with an anticipated fund balance carry forward of $9.6M.  Revenues 
had been budgeted at $25.7M and expenditures had been budgeted at $25.9M.  
$200,000 of reserve funds were expected to be used. 
 
Ms. Lemos discussed the General Fund highlights and noted that 80% of 
revenues came from local sales tax and state shared revenues. 
 
The town was expected to begin the new fiscal year with a beginning Highway 
Fund balance of $3.4M.  Revenues were expected to be $3.3M and expenditures 
were expected to be $4.5M.  $1.2M in Highway Fund reserves would be used to 
offset the revenues from the expenditures. 
 
The Bed Tax Fund was expected to have a beginning fund balance of $863,000.  
Revenues were expected to be $901,000 and expenditures were expected to be 
$911,000.  Approximately $10,000 in reserves was expected to be used. 
 
Ms. Lemos said that the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) totaled $15.5M.  The 
largest percentage of CIP funds would be used for roadway infrastructure 
expansion projects of almost $8.0M which were primarily funded through state 
funds. 
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Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident John Musolf was concerned with the possible impacts that a 
2% utility tax increase would have on the Amphitheater School District. 
 
Oro Valley resident Payton Davies would like to see a fiscally conservative 
Council.  She urged the Council to rescind the utility tax increase. 
 
Oro Valley resident Lynne St. Angelo felt that the increase in the utility tax was 
fiscally irresponsible and that expenses should have been cut instead of raising 
taxes in order to have balanced the budget. 
 
Oro Valley resident Edward Seifried urged Council to seek additional revenue 
sources.  Once the economy had rebounded and begun to grow again, he 
wanted to see the majority of the cash flow put into reserves to help smooth out 
the down turns. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler would like to see service levels maintained at 
current levels even if it would mean raising taxes.  He felt that the proposed 
tentative budget had not adequately addressed the pressures that would 
continue on both revenues and expenditures. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
Councilmember Solomon felt that the current proposed tentative budget was a 
stop gap measure.  Additional revenue sources would need to be created 
because any additional cuts would result in a lower quality of life for town 
residents. 
 
Councilmember Hornat would have liked to seen additional cuts relating to tier 
three or non-essential items.  He was concerned with the Amphitheater School 
District budget too.  $675,000 had been taken out of the Bed Tax fund to make 
up shortfalls and he felt that it was the right thing to do. 
 
Councilmember Garner gave a presentation regarding budget trends and 
personnel changes from fiscal year 05/06 through fiscal year 11/12.  He felt that 
strategic changes needed to be made to how the town operated.  He felt that the 
FY 2011/2012 budget was not balanced. 
 
Councilmember Garner performed an account analysis and asked for 
clarification regarding various expenses.  He felt that additional cost savings 
could be realized if the information were analyzed more closely. 
 
Mayor Hiremath felt that the proposed budget was merely a stop-gap budget.  
The town would need to address expenses, policies, efficiencies and fiscal 
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resources.  Once stable revenue sources were identified, offsets could then be 
created to further stabilize the budget. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-35 adopting the tentative 
budget for FY 2011/2012 and setting the local alternative expenditure limitation 
for FY 2011/12 at $94,219,647. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie thanked Ms. Lemos and staff for all of their hard work 
in putting the budget together.  He disagreed with how Council had approached 
the budget.  He felt that the housing slump would continue for several years and 
that improvements wouldn’t be realized for some time.  Support would have to be 
earned from the taxpayers.  He felt that the current expenditure pattern, 
particularly for public safety, would be unsustainable.  The size of government 
and efficiency improvements would also need to be addressed.  
 
Councilmember Hornat said that the budget was a dynamic document and 
adjustments could be made in the future. 
 
MOTION carried, 5-2 with Councilmembers Garner and Gillaspie opposed. 
 
Mayor Hiremath recessed the meeting at 8:10 p.m. 
 
Mayor Hiremath reconvened the meeting at 8:20 p.m. 
 
4. *DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING ORO VALLEY 

ZONING CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, PERTAINING TO THE 
USE AND REGULATION OF A-FRAME SIGNS 

 
5. AMENDMENT TO ZONING CODE AND TOWN CODE RELATING TO 

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW 
BOARD (CDRB) AND CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS  

 
a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-33 DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD 

PORTIONS OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, 
CHAPTERS 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, AND 31, AND THE ORO 
VALLEY TOWN CODE, CHAPTER 3, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT 
"A" AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-33 declaring as a public 
record portions of the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised, Chapters 21, 22, 23, 24, 
25, 26, 27, 28 and 31, and the Oro Valley Town Code, Chapter 3, attached 
hereto as exhibit "A" and filed with the Town Clerk 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
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b. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-15 AMENDMENTS TO THE 
ZONING CODE AND TOWN CODE RELATING TO THE 
ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
AND CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS, REPLACING THE 
DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD AND ART REVIEW COMMISSION, 
INCLUDING PORTIONS OF CHAPTERS 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 
AND 31, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED AND 
CHAPTER 3 OF THE TOWN CODE, OV711-03  

 
Planning Manager David Williams requested that item 5e be continued to the 
June 1st meeting.  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to continue item 5e to the June 1st meeting. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
Planning Manager David Williams thanked Development and Infrastructure 
Services Director Suzanne Smith, Permitting Division Manager Paul Keesler, 
Senior Planner Matt Michels, Principal Planner Chad Daines, Councilmember 
Gillaspie, Councilmember Solomon, Councilmember Waters and all of the 
community volunteers for their help with developing the CDRB. 
 
Mr. Williams said that the proposed CDRB was part of the overall effort to 
streamline and improve efficiencies of development review while maintaining the 
same quality of development. 
 
The new Conceptual Design Review Board would: 
     -Consolidate design review functions 
     -Streamline the development process 
     -Enhance the effectiveness of resident's input 
     -Increase "getting to shovel ready" projects 
 
Mr. Williams compared the current development review process to the proposed 
CDRB process. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked about the appeal process. 
 
Mr. Williams clarified that development design decisions would be heard by 
the Council. 
 
The Planning and Zoning Commission recommended unanimous approval as 
shown in Exhibit "A". 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to adopt Ordinance (O)11-15 with the following 
conditions: 1) Model home conceptual designs would be approved by the CDRB. 
2) Council may approve extensions of two years versus one year.  3) Appeals 
may be made to Council of both staff and/or CDRB decisions.  4) Exclude the 
amendments to Chapter 3 of the Town Code which would be continued to the 
June 1st meeting. 
 
Councilmember Waters wanted the opportunity to add additional criteria for the 
evaluation of public art. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie proposed a friendly amendment clarifying that Council 
may grant extensions up to two years.  Councilmember Solomon agreed to the 
amendment.  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
c. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-32 RULES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
Planning Manager David Williams gave an overview of the proposed rules and 
procedures for the Conceptual Design Review Board.  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to continue Resolution No. (R)11-32 to a future meeting. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
d. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-34 AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 

RENAMED DEVELOPMENT SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE TO REFLECT 
THE NEW CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD AND PROCESSES

 
Planning Manager David Williams said that names had been changed to reflect 
the new processes and that fees had stayed the same. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-34 authorizing and approving a 
renamed development services fee schedule to reflect the new Conceptual 
Design Review Board and processes. 
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MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
e. APPOINTMENT OF SEVEN MEMBERS TO THE ORO VALLEY 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD (CDRB) WITH STAGGERED 
TERMS EFFECTIVE THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2012 AND DECEMBER 
31, 2013 

 
Item 5e was continued to the June 1st meeting. 
 
f. AMENDING THE TOWN COUNCIL LIAISON ASSIGNMENTS BY 

APPOINTING COUNCILMEMBER STEVE SOLOMON AS PRIMARY 
LIAISON AND COUNCILMEMBER LOU WATERS AS THE ALTERNATE 
LIAISON TO THE CONCEPTUAL DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 
(CDRB) AND REMOVING THE FINANCE AND BOND COMMITTEE 
FROM THE COUNCIL LIAISON ASSIGNMENTS 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve amending the Town Council liaison 
assignments by appointing Councilmember Solomon as primary liaison and 
Councilmember Waters as the alternate liaison to the Conceptual Development 
Review Board (CDRB) and removing the Finance and Bond Committee from the 
Council liaison assignments. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Councilmember Garner requested a future study session item in regards to 
Police Department response criteria and statistic reports that would include 
additional alternatives to improve performance, seconded by Councilmember 
Hornat. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
No comments were received. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adjourn the meeting at 8:53 p.m. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
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Prepared by: 
 
    ______________________ 
    Michael Standish, CMC 
    Deputy Town Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 18th day of May 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this ______ day of __________________, 2011. 
 
 
________________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk 



 

MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
June 1, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
ABSENT:  Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to go into Executive Session at 5:00 p.m. to discuss 
personnel matters relating to the Town Manager’s resignation and the 
appointment of an Interim Town Manager pursuant to ARS 38-431.03 (A)(1).  
 
MOTION carried, 6-0 with Councilmember Gillaspie absent. 
 
RESUME REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 6:02 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
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Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Assistant Town Manager Greg Caton announced the upcoming Town meetings. 
 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
Councilmember Solomon congratulated the Development and Infrastructure 
Services Department for providing quality service to citizens as referenced in the 
informational items.  He also congratulated the Police Department for all of their 
outstanding service that they provided to the community. 
 
Councilmember Hornat attended the Memorial Day services at Evergreen 
Cemetery on Sunday which was sponsored by the American Legion Post #07.  
He said that it was quite a moving experience and he thanked everyone who 
participated in the event. 
 
Councilmember Waters announced the "Thanks a Million" Keg give-a-way and 
encouraged all citizens to vote for Oro Valley.  The winner would receive a 
$25,000 grant to build a special needs playground.  
 
Mayor Hiremath reported that a Mayor’s Ambassador Group was formed which 
consisted of residents and volunteers of Oro Valley.  This group would visit local 
businesses and report any kind of problems/hardships to Economic Development 
Manager Amanda Jacobs.  The current Ambassador Group volunteers consisted 
of Dick Johnson, Patrick Straney and Lauren Rhude.  Mayor Hiremath stated that 
there were 3-4 vacancies that still needed to be filled and requested that 
interested residents contact Economic Development Manager Amanda Jacobs. 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS  
 
No reports were received. 
 
ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath noted that the order would stand as posted. 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
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1. Police Department Appreciation Letter(s)
 
2. DIS Customer Feedback Forms
 
DIS Customer Feedback Forms 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Lyra Done spoke about the Keg’s "Thanks a Million" give-a-
way and encouraged everyone to vote for Oro Valley. 
 
PRESENTATIONS  
 
1. Proclamation supporting the creation of a Veterans Support Group 
 
Mayor Hiremath proclaimed the creation of a Veterans Support Initiative which 
would help integrate veterans back into the community. 
 
Ed Davis, Commander of the Oro Valley American Legion Post #132, said that 
he would be honored to support the Veterans Support Initiative. 
 
Oro Valley resident and business owner of Down Home Delights, Bonnie Quinn, 
voiced her support for the Veterans Support Initiative and stated that she had 
supported deployed military personnel over the years with two programs.  The 
first program, Operation Viscotty Drop, consisted of residents who would drop off 
donations in the form of snacks, chap stick, food, toiletries, etc.  These items 
were then shipped to an adopted squadron in Afghanistan every month.  The 
other program entitled Cell Phones for Soldiers consisted of various businesses 
that would collect cell phones which would then be recycled.  The money 
generated through this program would then be used to purchase phone cards for 
deployed military personnel. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
A. Minutes - February 23, March 9 and April 6, 2011
 
B. Transit Services Monthly Report - April 2011
 
C. Resolution No. (R)11-36 Authorizing and Approving the Exchange of a 

Portion of Right-of-Way on Vistoso Village Drive with Venture West 
Investment, LLC for a New Public Right-of-Way in Rancho Vistoso 
Neighborhood 3 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to approve the Consent Agenda. 
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MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
 
1. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-16 AMENDING ORO 

VALLEY TOWN CODE, ARTICLE 8-2, BUSINESS LICENSE TAX, 
SECTION 8-2-6, SCHEDULE, INCREASING THE LIQUOR LICENSE 
APPLICATION PROCESSING FEE FOR A LIQUOR LICENSE 

 
Town Clerk Julie Bower gave an overview of Ordinance No. (O)11-16. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve Ordinance No. (O)11-16, increasing the liquor 
license application processing fee to $500.00. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
2. PUBLIC HEARING - RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-37 AUTHORIZING AND 

APPROVING THE ELIMINATION OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
DEVELOPMENT AND INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
TRANSIT SERVICES DIVISION COYOTE RUN SERVICE 

 
Transit Services Administrator Aimee Ramsey gave an overview of item number 
two. 
 
Ms. Ramsey stated that the town was working hard to communicate the possible 
changes that could take place and then working with the users to develop 
alternative forms of transportation for them. 
 
Ms. Ramsey stated that Handi-Car would be offered for those that would go 
through the ADA process.  For those that would need additional service, personal 
care attendants would be available to assist users for free. 
 
Ms. Ramsey stated that Coyote Run was initially implemented when there had 
been a transit gap in the town a few years ago.  Today, comparable services 
were available through dedicated funding sources by the Regional Transportation 
Authority (RTA). 
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Ms. Ramsey stated that with the addition of Sun Shuttle and Handi-Car, the town 
had expanded its service hours from 5:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. and the service area 
had been expanded as well by allowing seamless transfers to Sun Tran through 
Sun Shuttle. 
 
Ms. Ramsey gave an overview of the Sun Shuttle Dial-a-ride service: 
-No eligibility 
-Service area greater than Oro Valley 
     -Foothills Mall 
     -Northwest Hospital 
     -Regional access through no cost transfers 
-Curb to curb service 
     -From your home to your destinations 
     -One to seven days advance reservation 
-Regional fare system 
 
Ms. Ramsey gave an overview of the Handi-Car Dial-a-ride (Para-transit) service: 
-ADA Certified only 
-Service area > Coyote Run 
     -Regional access 
     -Regional fare 
-Curb to curb service 
     -From your home to your destinations 
-Service hours expansion 
     -Monday through Friday 6:30 a.m. until 8:00 p.m. 
     -Saturday and Sunday/Holidays 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 
 
Ms. Ramsey invited the public to attend a meeting on Friday, June 17 which 
would allow residents to meet with Handi-Car and RTA representatives in order 
to answer all of their questions. 
 
Ms. Ramsey noted that the current trend was toward a regional transportation 
system which would allow for seamless transfers and a single call center. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident Jean Rossmen rode Coyote Run for six years.  She felt that 
their services were great and they treated her well.  She encouraged Council to 
not eliminate Coyote Run.  
 
Oro Valley resident Carol Hunter said that many people used Coyote Run for 
shopping and doctors visits etc.  She felt that Coyote Run had a stellar record.  In 
15 years, drivers had logged in 163,964 service miles without any kind of blemish 
to their safety record.  Coyote Run drivers were courteous and CPR certified.  
She felt that Coyote Run was a lifeline to many people.  Ms. Hunter inquired as 
to the possibility of using advertising on the vehicles to help offset the costs or to 
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team with Marana.  She encouraged Council to look into the matter further and 
see if expenses could be cut elsewhere. 
 
Oro Valley resident Steve Didio felt that the decision to eliminate Coyote 
Run seemed sudden.  He felt that the necessary $200,000 needed to fund 
Coyote Run could be found within the budget.  He felt that the Coyote Run 
service was above and beyond other available services.  He said that he tried 
Handi-Car and didn’t think that it was a comparable service.  He felt that 
the transition wouldn’t be seamless and that people would fall through the 
cracks.  Mr. Didio urged Council to keep Coyote Run. 
 
Oro Valley resident Gloria Stanley felt that children and elderly were treated with 
great compassion and care by the Coyote Run drivers.  She urged Council to 
ride Coyote Run so they could experience the top notch service experienced by 
others.  She asked if any consideration had been given to creating a non-profit in 
which Coyote Run could receive donations.  She recommended opening the 
service to everyone and advertise its availability.  Ms. Stanley asked Council to 
establish a task force to study the situation. 
 
Oro Valley resident Margaret Thompson felt that the Coyote Run drivers were 
fantastic and that the service they offered was not available anywhere else.  She 
said that the drivers were always on time and that they would help her daughter 
with anything.  She urged Council to not eliminate Coyote Run. 
 
Oro Valley resident Reese Millen thanked Councilmember Garner for trying to 
keep Coyote Run.  She felt that there were still non essential items in the budget 
that could be cut in order to save Coyote Run.  Ms. Millen felt that additional 
savings could be accomplished by reducing employee benefits.  The alternative 
types of transportation that had been recommended to Coyote Run riders were 
neither comprehensive nor safe and reliable.  She urged Council to reconsider 
and fund Coyote Run. 
 
Oro Valley resident Dexter Jones had been using Coyote Run for three years.  
She felt that the Coyote Run drivers were very helpful and courteous.  If Coyote 
Run would be eliminated, she wasn’t sure about what service she should use. 
 
Oro Valley resident Rosalyn Glichman felt that department budgets had not 
decreased and that some of them even increased.  She felt that with further 
reductions, Coyote Run could be funded.  
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler felt that it was regrettable that the budget deficit had 
turned a community of excellence into a community of choices.  Mr. Adler 
believed that revenues could have been increased from the broader community 
in order to maintain Coyote Run.  He felt that Coyote Run should have been 
considered a core value and was more than happy to pay his fare share to 
maintain the Coyote Run service. 
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Oro Valley resident Jeff Siegel supported the Coyote Run service.  He felt that 
people with disabilities should have the opportunity to travel where they would 
like or need to go.  He felt that Coyote Run was truly needed in the community 
and he asked Council to maintain the service. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Garner and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to maintain Coyote Run service as is and to direct the 
funding to come from the Bed Tax fund. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
Councilmember Waters felt that as the population continued to age, the 
transportation problem would continue to magnify.  Last year, when the state 
swept away the towns transportation funds, the town knew that changes would 
have to be made.  During a structural deficit, structures would have to be 
altered.  The budget had been cut by twenty percent and tough choices would 
have to be made on the services that the town would provide. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider said that last year, Council used funds that had been set 
aside for management studies and agreed to fund Coyote Run for a year.  At that 
time, the town knew that a long term sustainable solution would be needed in 
order to meet the transit needs of the community.  She said that there was an 
Oro Valley Police Department program called "You Are Not Alone" in which 
volunteers would assist and ride with citizens on their trips.  Vice Mayor Snider 
noted that the Town of Marana didn't have a curbside service so it would not be 
possible to partner with them. 
 
Councilmember Garner was concerned with loosing the autonomy if Coyote Run 
services would be turned over to the RTA.  He felt that there were a lot of 
opportunities with partnering with Marana.  He would like to use Bed Tax funds 
since he felt that this service could be an economic development driver for the 
town and because there would be an ending fund balance of $853,000 at the end 
of fiscal year 11/12 in the Bed Tax fund.  He was also concerned that if funding 
levels would drop for the RTA, it could be possible that service levels would 
decline.  He supported keeping Coyote Run whole for this coming fiscal year. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked for clarification regarding the current Coyote 
Run service area. 
 
Transit Services Administrator Aimee Ramsey said that the Sun Shuttle service 
area would encompass all of Oro Valley and would go all the way to Oracle and 
Ina Roads and it would now encompass the Northwest medical complex.  If users 
would need to go outside of that service area and the user is not ADA disabled, 
the user would have to transfer.  If the user would be ADA eligible, users could 
use the Handi-Car service to travel anywhere in the blue zone which was 
currently a larger service area than Coyote Run. 
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Councilmember Solomon felt that the town had worked out a system which would 
allow Oro Valley to maintain a high quality long term transportation system in 
Southern Arizona. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie felt that in the long term, the town was striving to create 
a long term sustainable transit system.  He felt that there still was value in Coyote 
Run and that it would be possible to increase the town's economic development 
potential along the Tangerine Corridor by partnering with Marana.  He felt that 
funding was still available for the 11/12 fiscal year. 
 
Mayor Hiremath said that Coyote Run was originally funded because there were 
no other transportation services available.  Economic development should be 
viewed at a regional level, not just Marana.  The RTA was trying to stimulate 
regional economic development.  Mayor Hiremath encouraged residents to give 
the town the opportunity to develop a long term sustainable transit system and to 
fix problems as they would arise. 
 
Mr. Carlos Deleon, Transit Director for the RTA said that he understood the 
difficult decisions that needed to be made due to decreased budgets.  He said 
that he was committed to working with staff to develop a transit system that 
would meet the needs of the residents and he would make sure that 
everyone would be treated with the respect and care that they deserved. 
 
Councilmember Garner voiced his concern regarding the possibility of loosing 
autonomy if the transit services would be turned over to the RTA and inquired 
whether it would be possible for the RTA to work with the town so that the town 
would still be able to maintain Coyote Run. 
 
Mr. Deleon stated that under the Sun Shuttle contract, the Town of Oro Valley 
was a contractor to the RTA and the option was considered to maintain the core 
service by having the RTA continue to contract the Sun Shuttle services. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider clarified that RTA funding would be secure through 2025 
through a 1/2 cent sales tax. 
 
Councilmember Hornat felt that it was a difficult time to raise taxes and take 
away services.  He would like to see Coyote Run cut back to a more 
economically viable form but not disbanded completely. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider would like to see some type of a safety net in place for awhile 
for the folks that wouldn’t have their needs met by the alternative transportation 
services. 
 
Councilmember Solomon felt that Coyote Run should be funded for an additional 
year to allow more time to work with the RTA on integrating the transportation 
services. 
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Mayor Hiremath called the question. 
 
MOTION carried, 6-1 with Mayor Hiremath opposed. 
 
Mayor Hiremath recessed the meeting at 8:07 p.m. 
 
Mayor Hiremath reconvened the meeting at 8:17 p.m. 
 
3. AMENDMENT TO ZONING CODE AND TOWN CODE RELATING TO 

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW 
BOARD (CDRB) AND CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PROCESS 

 
 
a. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-17 AMENDMENT TO TOWN 

CODE SECTION 3-5-4 TO ESTABLISH THE CONCEPTUAL DESIGN 
REVIEW BOARD IN PLACE OF THE DEVELOPMENT REVIEW BOARD 
AND REPEAL OF TOWN CODE SECTION 3-6-9 TO ELIMINATE THE 
ART REVIEW COMMISSION 

 
Planning Manager David Williams gave an overview of Ordinance No. (O)11-17.  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler was concerned about how the Code would be 
applied.  He would like to see Council give uniform direction to the applicant(s).  
He recommended that a super majority should be required in order to over ride or 
modify the recommendation. 
 
Oro Valley resident Donald Bristow recommended eliminating staff from the 
board.  He felt that there wasn't a good balance of expertise on the board and 
recommended adding more members with an art background. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider felt that the board should be expanded to include three 
individuals with art backgrounds. 
 
Councilmember Solomon recommended a nine member body which would 
include two members with art backgrounds. 
 
Councilmember Garner suggested that the town solicit residents with art 
backgrounds to serve on the board. 
 
Councilmember Hornat was opposed to including staff members on the CDRB.  
He felt that including staff on any town board or commission would not make it a 
citizen oriented board or commission. 
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Councilmember Gillaspie felt that staff shouldn’t be included in the CDRB 
composition because there would be potential for the Council to put influence 
on them. 
 
Mayor Hiremath agreed that the cleanest and easiest way to comprise a design 
and art review board would be to combine them into one but felt that the 
members with the art background would be outnumbered.  He preferred that the 
art members and the rest of the CDRB members would have separate 
jurisdictions that wouldn't overlap. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding the possible makeup of the CDRB. 
 
Town Attorney Tobin Rosen clarified that what staff had prepared and what the 
ordinance reflected was that there would be one committee with as many 
members as the Council would like to have on it that would consider the proposal 
as a whole and would vote on it as a whole. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to adopt Ordinance No. (O)11-17 repealing Oro Valley 
Town Code Section 3-5-4 establishing the CDRB and Section 3-6-9 regarding 
the Art Review Commission and adopting new Town Code Section 3-5-4 
establishing the Conceptual Design Review Board in place of the Development 
Review Board with the change of removing staff as the Chair and Vice Chair and 
increasing the board size up to nine members with the stipulation that two of the 
members have art credentials. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
b. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-32 RULES AND PROCEDURES FOR THE 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
Planning Manager David Williams gave a brief overview of item 3b. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-32 rules and procedures 
for the Conceptual Design Review Board included in attachment two and amend 
the rules and procedures for the CDRB to include up to nine citizen members 
with a minimum of two members with art credentials. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
c. APPOINTMENT OF SEVEN MEMBERS TO THE ORO VALLEY 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD (CDRB) WITH STAGGERED 
TERMS EFFECTIVE THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2012 AND DECEMBER 
31, 2013 
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Planning Manager David Williams gave an overview of item 3c. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Vice Mayor Snider to appoint David Atler, Kit Donley, Harold Linton and Dino 
Sakellar to the Conceptual Design Review Board to serve terms 
ending December 31, 2013 and appoint Gil Alexander, Nathan Basken and 
Richard Luckett to the Conceptual Design Review Board to serve terms ending 
December 31, 2012 and that the initial term shall not count against the 
appointees term limits as specified in the Town Code. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to advertise and take applications to fill the two art 
positions on the CDRB. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
4. POSSIBLE ACTION TO ACCEPT TOWN MANAGER’S RESIGNATION 

AND APPOINT AN INTERIM TOWN MANAGER 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to accept the Town Manager's resignation effective June 
30 and to place the Town Manager on Administrative leave with pay, effective 
midnight, June 12 and to appoint Assistant Town Manager Greg Caton as Acting 
Town Manager as of June 13, then as Interim Town Manager as of July 1. 
 
MOTION carried, 6-1 with Councilmember Gillaspie opposed. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Councilmember Garner requested a future agenda item regarding the formation 
of ambassador groups, seconded by Councilmember Gillaspie. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
No comments were received. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to adjourn the meeting at 9:05 p.m. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
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     Prepared by: 
 
     _____________________ 
     Michael Standish, CMC 
     Deputy Town Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 1st day of June 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this _____ day of _________________, 2011. 
 
_______________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk 
 
 
  
  



 

MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
July 6, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
EXECUTIVE SESSION  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to go into Executive Session at 5:00 p.m. to discuss personnel 
matters regarding the terms and conditions of employment of Interim Town 
Manager and recruitment for permanent Town Manager pursuant to ARS 38-
431.03(A)(1). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that the following staff members would join Council in 
Executive Session:  Interim Town Manager Greg Caton, Town Attorney Tobin 
Rosen and Town Clerk Julie Bower. 
 
RESUME REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 
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ROLL CALL 
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Interim Town Manager Greg Caton announced the upcoming Town meetings. 
 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
No reports were received. 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS  
 
Deputy Police Chief Larry Stevens reported that the Oro Valley Police 
Department and Golder Ranch Fire Department had been requested to present 
the Colors at the Major League Baseball All-Star game at Chase Field on July 
12, 2011. 
 
Councilmember Solomon reported that two Oro Valley Police Department School 
Resource Officers (SRO) had received the SRO officer of the year award. 
 
ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that the order would stand as posted. 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 
1. Staff Recognition Letter 
 
2. DIS Customer Feedback Forms
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CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Donald Bristow was displeased with the treatment of staff by 
Councilmember Waters.  He inquired as to why Council revisited Rosemont Mine 
and felt that the reason why a neutral stance was taken was to give the mine a 
positive talking point that Oro Valley was no longer opposing the mine. 
 
Golder Ranch Fire Chief Randy Karrer stated that on June 16, Golder Ranch Fire 
Department had begun to service the La Cholla Airpark annexation area.  He 
thanked Gil Alexander, President of the La Cholla Airpark for informing the 
residents of the benefits of the annexation.  Chief Karrer reported that the La 
Cholla Airpark residents would now have fire protection and ambulance services. 
 
PRESENTATIONS  
 
There were no presentations. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
Councilmember Waters requested that items (G) and (H) be removed from the 
Consent Agenda so that the items could be voted upon separately. 
 
Councilmember Solomon requested that item (K) be removed from the Consent 
Agenda so that the item could be voted upon separately. 
 
Councilmember Hornat requested that item (L) be removed from the Consent 
Agenda so that the item could be voted upon separately.  
 
A. Minutes - May 13, 2011 Joint Study Session w/Marana
 
B. Fiscal Year 2010/11 Financial Update Through May 2011
 
C. Police Department - April 2011 Statistics
 
D. DIS Permitting Division Reports May 2011
 
E. DIS Transit Division Monthly Report May 2011
 
F. Resolution No. (R)11-46, authorizing and approving an intergovernmental 

agreement between the Town and the State of Arizona Department of 
Transportation for the final phase of the Canada del Oro shared use path 
from First Avenue to Steam Pump Village 

 
I. Resolution No. (R)11-49, Authorizing and Approving an Intergovernmental 

Agreement Between the Town of Oro Valley and Pima County for Payment 
for the Incarceration of Municipal Prisoners 
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J. Vistoso Community Association (VCA) request for exemption from Rancho 

Vistoso Planned Area Development (PAD) Sign System Guidelines for 
entryway signs to permit the use of Oro Valley Zoning Code revised sign 
standards in order to update the appearance of certain community signs 

 
M. Request for approval of a Development Plan for Vistoso Commerce Loop 

office building consisting of a medical office, located at 2285 N. Vistoso 
Commerce Loop 

 
N. Request for approval of a Development Plan for QuikTrip convenience 

store and gas station within the Steam Pump Village Planned Area 
Development 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to approve Consent Agenda items (A)-(F), (I), (J), (M) and (N). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
G. Resolution No. (R)11-47, authorizing and approving a High Intensity Drug 

Trafficking Area (HIDTA) grant agreement between the City of Tucson and 
the Town of Oro Valley, allowing for two (2) officers to be assigned to the 
Pima County/Tucson Metropolitan Counter Narcotics Alliance (CNA)  

 
Councilmember Waters asked what the financial impact would be for the town 
regarding items (G) and (H). 
 
Deputy Police Chief Larry Stevens stated that both grants would be cost neutral 
to the town.  The salaries and benefits for all three positions would be completely 
reimbursed to the town but in the budget, capacity would have to be built in in 
order to accept the reimbursed grant money. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked why the contracts were retro-active and inquired 
as to if the town had been reimbursed for all expenses. 
 
Deputy Chief Stevens believed that the town had been reimbursed for all 
expenses. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked why Exhibit "A" was not included in the packet 
materials for items (G) and (H). 
 
Deputy Chief Stevens stated that the actual grant agreement was previously 
approved by Council and there had been no change in terminology or grant 
language since then. 
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H. Resolution No. (R)11-48, authorizing and approving a High Intensity Drug 
Trafficking Area (HIDTA) grant agreement between the City of Tucson and 
the Town of Oro Valley, allowing for one (1) officer to be assigned to the 
Pima County HIDTA Investigative Task Force 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Garner and seconded by 
Councilmember Gillaspie to continue items (G) and (H) to the July 20, 2011 
Council meeting. 
 
MOTION failed, 1-6 with Mayor Hiremath, Vice Mayor Snider, Councilmember 
Gillaspie, Councilmember Hornat, Councilmember Solomon and Councilmember 
Waters opposed. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Vice Mayor Snider to approve items (G) and (H). 
 
MOTION carried, 6-1 with Councilmember Garner opposed. 
 
K. Request for approval of a one-year extension of the Development Plan, 

from July 21, 2011 to July 21, 2012, for Bighorn Commerce Center, LLC at 
the southeast corner of Oracle Road and Ram’s Field Pass  

 
Councilmember Solomon stated that the rezoning for this project was approved 
in 2005.  He was concerned about the length of the extensions because there 
had been an enormous amount of change in town standards over this time period 
such as the new environmentally sensitive lands ordinance, new landscape 
requirements and a new sign ordinance, etc. 
 
Planning Manager David Williams suggested that if Council supported the 
extension that the approval should be conditioned upon the applicant revising the 
development plan to comply with both the Landscape Code and water harvesting 
requirements. 
 
Discussion ensued regarding what the potential impact would be if the extension 
was not approved. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked if there would be a set back to the developer if the 
extension was approved with conditions. 
 
Bob Solfisburg, Development Manager of the Bighorn Commerce Center said 
that he wanted to keep the project shovel ready.  He felt that there had been 
some progress and that he was in the middle of discussions with the neighbors 
regarding a modification to some zoning conditions.  He felt that the grading, 
paving and drainage plans were set and wouldn’t change and that the 
aforementioned conditions mentioned by staff were reasonable. 
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Oro Valley resident Susan Bell had no objection to developing the southeast 
corner of Oracle Road and Ram’s Field Pass but did not want to see fast food 
restaurants or convenience stores built at this location.  Her property backed up 
directly to the development area and she wanted to keep it a pleasing and safe 
place. 
 
Planning Manager David Williams stated that the applicant had started a 
rezoning process on the property which was separate and distinct from the 
development plan.  There had been two neighborhood meetings to review the 
proposed zoning change.  The essence of the change was to allow additional 
commercial uses that were not currently permitted.  Residents were concerned 
about proposals for fast food restaurants. 
 
Oro Valley resident Tom Dyer opposed the extension of the Bighorn Commerce 
Development plan.  He felt that the plan was not in the best interest of his 
neighborhood nor the Town of Oro Valley.  He urged Council to oppose the 
extension and to oppose further zoning exceptions for the property. 
 
Councilmember Hornat felt that it was a harmless extension as long as the new 
Code requirements would be applied. 
 
Mr. Williams clarified that the plan extension would be for office and retail 
buildings. 
 
Permitting Manager Paul Keesler gave an overview of the permitting process. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked what the monetary expenses would be for the 
applicant to start the development plan from scratch. 
 
Mr. Keesler stated that application fees would be approximately $5,000. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to approve the request for a one year time extension 
subject to all new Town of Oro Valley standards including the Design Standards 
as approved. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
L. Request for approval of a Development Plan/Preliminary Plat for a 

proposed Taco Bell Restaurant, located in Rooney Ranch Planned Area 
Development (PAD) Area B, at the northwest corner of Oracle Road and 
First Avenue  

 
Permitting Manager Paul Keesler gave an overview of item (L) and stated that 
Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT) had issued comments regarding 
the site as it pertained to the proposed location of the entrance into Taco Bell.  
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ADOT preferred that the entrance not be made because of a concern about 
possible traffic backing up onto Oracle Road due to car stacking in the drive-thru. 
 
Mr. Keesler stated that the Town’s design standards for drive-thru’s required that 
they must be able to accommodate nine vehicles.  He felt that the current Taco 
Bell design standard would easily accommodate nine vehicles. 
 
Mr. Keesler recommended approving the development plan along with the 
conditions as stated. 
 
Mayor Hiremath asked what would happen if the conditions were removed. 
 
Mr. Keesler stated that the conditions could be removed but was concerned 
about the message that would be sent to ADOT since they had voiced their 
concerns. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Vice Mayor Snider to accept ADOT’s conditions and give staff authority to work 
out the arrangements to make the development plan workable. 
 
Al Kipella with Kipella Architects stated that there was a 330 foot deceleration 
lane on Oracle Road which could handle another 12-15 vehicles and would not 
affect traffic along Oracle Road.  He also felt that the driveway was the least 
used of the three driveways that go into this particular development. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
 
1. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-19, AMENDING ORO 

VALLEY TOWN CODE, CHAPTER 2, MAYOR AND COUNCIL, ARTICLE 
2-1, COUNCIL, SECTION 2-1-6, VACANCY, TO REFLECT A CHANGE IN 
STATE LAW DEALING WITH APPOINTMENT OF COUNCIL 
VACANCIES 

 
Town Attorney Tobin Rosen gave an overview of the proposed amendment. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to adopt Ordinance No. (O)11-19. 
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MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
2. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-50, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING AN 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF 
TUCSON AND THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY RELATING TO THE 
SHORT-TERM DELIVERY OF CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT WATER 

 
Water Utility Director Philip Saletta gave an overview and stated that renewable 
water was needed due to: 
     -Declining water levels in the town wells 
     -Protecting and preserving the aquifer 
     -Meeting assured water supply requirements 
     -Reducing the town's reliance on Central Arizona Groundwater 
      Replenishment District 
     -Deferring major capital costs for development of the town’s CAP water 
 
Councilmember Waters asked how the aquifer would benefit with the adoption of 
the IGA and inquired as to how much rates would be affected. 
 
Mr. Saletta stated that groundwater demand would be reduced which would 
extend the life of the aquifer and that there would be a slight increase to water 
bills in the range of 1.3% to 4% which would amount to an average increase of 
$.85 to $1.75 per month. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked if the IGA would help to preserve water credits. 
 
Mr. Saletta stated that the agreement would help the town preserve credits 
although it would slightly increase total purchases of Central Arizona Project 
Water in order to accommodate this project as well as continue to build up credits 
for future use. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve Resolution No. (R)11-50 authorizing and 
approving an intergovernmental agreement between the City of Tucson and the 
Town of Oro Valley relating to the short-term delivery of Central Arizona Project 
Water. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
3. ZONING CODE AMENDMENT RELATIVE TO THE ADOPTION OF 

DESIGN STANDARDS 
 
a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-51, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD 

THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED ADDENDUM A, DESIGN 
STANDARDS, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, 

http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101052
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101052
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101052
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101052
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101059
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101059
http://orovalley.granicus.com/MediaPlayerFrameHandler.php?view_id=&clip_id=1274&meta_id=101059


7/6/11                                       Minutes, Town Council Regular Session                                               9

ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” AND FILED WITH THE TOWN 
CLERK 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-51 declaring as a public 
record Zoning Code amendment relative to the adoption of the Design 
Standards, replacing the existing Addendum "A" Design Guidelines of Zoning 
Code OV711-006 attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and filed with the Town Clerk. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
b. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-20, REPEALING ORO 

VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, ADDENDUM A, DESIGN 
STANDARDS; ADOPTING NEW ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE 
REVISED, ADDENDUM A, DESIGN STANDARDS 

 
Senior Planner Chad Daines gave an overview of the revised Design Standards. 
 
Councilmember Solomon felt that most family’s preferred to purchase homes in 
cul-de-sacs because they helped to create a sense of community amongst 
families.  He preferred to strike item 6 on page 3.3 in the Design Standards which 
stated that cul-de-sacs and dead-end streets should not be encouraged.  
 
Councilmember Hornat agreed that cul-de-sacs were favorable amongst families.  
 
Councilmember Waters agreed that cul-de-sacs were preferred because they 
were safer for families and children. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie was concerned with item I.1a on page 2-6 where it 
stated that drive-thrus shall not be located adjacent to the road unless no other 
functional design solution could be identified.  He did not want to see drive-thru’s 
that abutted residential areas forced away from the road and placed near 
residential areas. 
 
Mr. Daines stated that the town would take the visibility of the drive-thru from the 
roadway as well as the adjacency to the residential area into consideration. 
 
Planning Manager David Williams suggested that Council direct staff to modify 
the section in order to make it clear since the history of the town had been that 
drive-thrus that were visible in scenic corridors were not preferred. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident David Godlewski with the Southern Arizona Homebuilders 
Association felt that the Design Standards process was very inclusive and had a 
good mix of private sector experience.  The majority of comments were taken 
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into consideration and reflected in the final version.  He felt that foresighted 
architecture should be encouraged and was comfortable with the language 
presented by staff regarding two-story homes. 
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler felt that language such as "should" and "may" 
should appear in the General Plan, not the Code.  He felt that definitions should 
be clear so that they could be easily applied. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
Councilmember Solomon requested that Council consider expanding the 
allowable colors and materials that could be used for single family residential 
design such as barrio type architecture.  The standards would still prohibit these 
types of colors to be visible from any street. 
 
Councilmember Waters agreed that it could bring a new vibrance or creativity to 
the community. 
 
Councilmember Hornat felt like there was some ambiguity regarding colors in the 
proposed Design Standards but didn't agree that the barrio color pattern should 
be used. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked if there was any language in the scenic corridor 
ordinance or the General Plan that would speak to the scenic corridor or colors. 
 
Mr. Williams suspected that there was some language in the scenic corridor 
ordinance and that the Code should be scrubbed for inconsistencies.  Generally, 
the community had been very conservative with colors. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Solomon and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to adopt, with conditions, Ordinance No. (O)11-20 
repealing Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised Addendum A, Design Standards; 
Adopting new Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised, Addendum A, Design Standards 
as shown in Exhibit A with the conditions being that item H2 on page 3-15 
regarding vibrant colors be stricken and that item 3-3 regarding cul-de-sacs be 
stricken and that item I.1.a, page 2-6 be modified to allow the location of drive 
thru’s be adjusted by staff to accommodate residential use for the purpose of 
solving problems with adjacency to residential use. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
4. ZONING CODE AMENDMENT - CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND 

APPROVAL PROCEDURES 
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a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-52, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD 
THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND 
APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.2, GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENT PROCEDURES OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE 
REVISED, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” AND FILED WITH 
THE TOWN CLERK 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to adopt Resolution No. (R)11-52 declaring as a public 
record that certain document entitled Chapter 22, Review and Approval 
Procedures, Section 22.2, General Plan Amendment Procedures of the Oro 
Valley Zoning Code Revised. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
b. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-21, AMENDING THE ORO 

VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND 
APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.2, GENERAL PLAN 
AMENDMENT PROCEDURES  

 
Planning Manager David Williams gave an overview of the item and stated that it 
was designed to help make town processes more accessible to the development 
community to help get things done in a more timely fashion. 
 
The proposed amendment would expand timeframes for Major General Plan 
Amendments (January thru April) and staff felt that the expanded timeframes 
would still allow adequate public review time.  
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
Oro Valley resident David Godlewski with the Southern Arizona Homebuilders 
Association supported the proposed change to expand the timeframe to submit 
General Plan Amendments.  He felt that the proposed change was consistent 
with what other jurisdictions had in place. 
 
Oro Valley resident Gil Alexander felt that the 1,000-foot distance for notification 
was not sufficient and recommended that it be re-written to expand the 
notification area, especially in areas with larger lots. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to adopt Ordinance No. (O)11-21 amending the Oro 
Valley Zoning Code Revised, Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, 
Section 22.2, General Plan Amendment Procedures with a modification that 6b 
referencing property owner notice within 1,000 feet include the ability for 
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the Zoning Administrator under section 22.15 to notice unusually large property 
areas that may not meet the 1,000-foot notification radius. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
5. TAX CODE AMENDMENTS
 
a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-53, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD 

THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK AND 
ENTITLED "THE 2010-11 AMENDMENTS TO THE TAX CODE OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY", ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT "A" AND 
FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to approve Resolution No. (R)11-53 declaring as a public 
record that certain document filed with the Town Clerk and entitled "The 2010-11 
Amendments to the Tax Code of the Town of Oro Valley", attached hereto as 
Exhibit "A" and filed with the Town Clerk. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0 
 
b. PUBLIC HEARING - ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-22, RELATING TO THE 

PRIVILEGE LICENSE TAX; ADOPTING "THE 2010-11 AMENDMENTS 
TO THE TAX CODE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY" BY 
REFERENCE; ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE; PROVIDING FOR 
SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING PENALTIES FOR VIOLATIONS  

 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos discussed the proposed Tax Code 
amendments.  Ms. Lemos stated that the first amendment would create a new 
definition for the phrase "Medical Marijuana" and made it clear that medical 
marijuana sales would be taxable at the regular retail tax rate in all cities and 
towns.  The second amendment dealt with the extension of the tax exemption 
status for the installation of solar devices and extending the tax exemption status 
through 2017.  The third amendment dealt with commercial rentals between two 
related corporations.  The amendment wouldn’t affect the Town of Oro Valley 
because the town did not tax commercial rentals.  The last amendment dealt with 
the treatment of successor privilege tax liability in the event of a foreclosure. 
 
Ms. Lemos stated that the amendments wouldn’t significantly affect the Town’s 
tax base and recommended approval of the amendments. 
 
Mayor Hiremath opened the public hearing. 
 
No comments were received. 
 
Mayor Hiremath closed the public hearing. 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat to approve Ordinance No. (O)11-22 adopting the 2010-
11 amendments to the Tax Code of the Town of Oro Valley.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
6. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING RECRUITMENT 

FOR A PERMANENT TOWN MANAGER 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that no action would be taken at this time. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
No future agenda items were requested. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
No comments were received. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by Vice 
Mayor Snider to adjourn the meeting at 8:11 p.m. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
     Prepared by: 
 
     _______________________ 
     Michael Standish, CMC 
     Deputy Town Clerk 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 6th day of July 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this _____ day of _________________, 2011. 
 
______________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk  
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MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL  

REGULAR SESSION  
July 20, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 5:00 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
EXECUTIVE SESSION  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Waters and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to go into Executive Session at 5:00 p.m. to receive legal 
advice relating to annexations pursuant to ARS 38-431.03(A)(3). 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that the following staff members would join Council in 
Executive Session:  Interim Town Manager Greg Caton, Town Attorney Tobin 
Rosen, Town Clerk Julie Bower and Assistant to the Town Manager Kevin Burke. 
 
RESUME REGULAR SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
Mayor Hiremath called the meeting to order at 6:01 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Satish Hiremath, Mayor  

Mary Snider, Vice Mayor  
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Bill Garner, Councilmember  
Barry Gillaspie, Councilmember 
Joe Hornat, Councilmember  
Steve Solomon, Councilmember 
Lou Waters, Councilmember  

 
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Mayor Hiremath led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
UPCOMING MEETING ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
Interim Town Manager Greg Caton announced the upcoming town meetings. 
 
COUNCIL REPORTS  
 
Councilmember Solomon congratulated the Development and Infrastructure 
Services Department for providing excellent customer service as outlined in the 
DIS customer feedback forms.  He reported that the Coyote Run Subcommittee 
had been meeting with Town Staff, Coyote Run users and the Regional 
Transportation Authority in order to create a long-term sustainable solution for 
Coyote Run that would continue to provide excellent service to the residents.  
Public open houses would be held before an item would appear on a Council 
agenda to allow users the opportunity to submit their input and to have their 
questions answered.  Preliminary information would be available in September. 
 
DEPARTMENT REPORTS  
 
Town Clerk Julie Bower announced that the new artwork on display in the 
Council Chambers was created by artist Pat Parkinson. 
 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS  
 
1. Police Department Appreciation Letter
 
2. DIS Customer Feedback Forms
 
ORDER OF BUSINESS  
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that the order would stand as posted. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler suggested a joint study session with the Council, 
Planning Commission and the applicant regarding a zoning amendment for the 
Rooney Ranch property, referred to as the Oro Valley Towne Center.  It would 
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provide an opportunity for the applicant and the Council to be on the same page 
with regards to vision and values since the property would have a huge impact 
on the appearance of the town. 
 
CONSENT AGENDA  
 
A. Police Department - May 2011 Statistics
 
B. Development and Infrastructure Services Department Permitting Division 

June 2011 Reports 
 
C. Approval of Council Liaison Assignments for Fiscal Year 2011/2012
 
D. Resolution No. (R)11-54 authorizing and approving an Employment 

Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and Greg Caton for 
appointment as Interim Town Manager 

 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Waters to approve the Consent Agenda. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
REGULAR AGENDA  
 
1. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE DIRECTION REGARDING ORO VALLEY 

TRANSIT SERVICES 
 
This item was removed from the agenda. 
 
2. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE DIRECTION TO STAFF TO EXPLORE 

THE CONCEPT OF CREATING AN ARCHERY COURSE AT NARANJA 
PARK 

 
Parks, Recreation, Cultural Resources & Library Director Ainsley Legner gave an 
overview of the item.  Ms. Legner said that the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department had expressed interest in partnering with the town to develop the 
archery concept.  Numerous other organizations such as the local archery club, 
National Archery Trade Association, archery equipment manufacturers as well as 
other stake holders had all expressed interest too. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked what the potential expenses would be down the 
road to maintain the archery course. 
 
Ms. Legner stated that there would be expenses and maintenance costs but the 
amounts wouldn't be known until staff was directed to develop a comprehensive 
proposal. 
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Councilmember Garner wanted to see the revenue side incorporated within the 
proposal as well as the expenses. 
 
Councilmember Hornat wanted to see the archery concept develop into a Parks 
and Recreation program so that residents could utilize the archery range as well. 
 
Councilmember Solomon wanted to fast track the archery concept and start the 
project as soon as possible. 
 
Councilmember Waters wanted to see a full proposal with all of the elements 
addressed. 
 
Councilmember Gillaspie stated that the intent was to direct staff to come back 
with a comprehensive proposal.  He wanted to see a first rate facility that would 
attract regional and national events in order to create an economic generator for 
the community.  
 
Vice Mayor Snider felt that the really attractive aspect of the proposed archery 
range was the town's ability to partner with the Arizona Game and Fish 
Department since they had the expertise and the ability to create a first rate 
facility.  
 
Councilmember Garner asked if there were any grants available for the project. 
 
Oro Valley resident Gerry Perry said that there was an opportunity starting 
October 1st to apply for a grant from the Arizona Game and Fish Department.  
Funding commitments had been lined up from the local archery organization and 
the Archery Trade Association.  
 
Oro Valley resident Bill Adler felt that discussions had only been held between 
staff and archery enthusiasts and not with the broader community.  He was 
concerned that the acreage necessary for the archery range would preclude 
some uses that had been master planned.  He wanted an opportunity for the 
community to participate in the development of the archery concept. 
 
Oro Valley resident Ben Baker felt that the archery community had all of their 
ducks in a row and were ready to start the project. 
 
Oro Valley resident Harold Adair urged the community to voice their concerns 
regarding the archery proposal so that they could see how the archery concept 
would operate.  He stated that in addition to the grant opportunity, the Arizona 
Game and Fish would be willing to enter into an intergovernmental agreement 
with the town which would provide matching funds and also provide $5,000 to the 
town for seed money that would assist with getting the project off of the ground. 
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MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Gillaspie and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to direct staff to develop the concept of creating an 
archery course at the Naranja Park by working closely with local archery 
advocates, interested stakeholders and the Arizona Game and Fish Department 
for the purpose of developing an intergovernmental agreement and to bring 
forward a fully developed proposal for Council consideration. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
No future agenda items were requested. 
 
CALL TO AUDIENCE  
 
No comments were received. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION:  A motion was made by Councilmember Hornat and seconded by 
Councilmember Garner to adjourn the meeting at 6:33 p.m. 
 
MOTION carried, 7-0. 
 
     Prepared by: 
      
     ________________________ 
     Michael Standish, CMC 
     Deputy Town Clerk 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the regular session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 20th day of July 2011.  I further certify that the meeting was 
duly called and held and that a quorum was present. 
 
Dated this _____ day of __________________, 2011. 
 
_______________________ 
Julie K. Bower, MMC 
Town Clerk 
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   B.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Wendy Gomez Submitted By: Wendy Gomez, Finance
Department: Finance

Information
SUBJECT:
Fiscal Year 2010/11 Year-End Financial Update

RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
General Fund

Attachment B shows FY 10/11 General Fund year-end actual (unaudited) revenues and expenditures
for each category.  Through June, revenue collections, including transfers in, totaled $24,482,659, and
expenditures, including transfers out, totaled $25,434,635.

                   Revenues and Transfers In              $24,482,659
                   Expenditures and Transfers Out        25,434,635
 
                   Deficit (Unaudited)                         ($  951,975)*

*Due to one-time expenditures budgeted for energy efficiency upgrades.
 
General Fund Revenues 

Revenues through June, including transfers in, total $24,482,659 which represents 93.4% of the
budgeted FY 10/11 revenues
Revenues came in under budget by about $1,730,000, or by about 6.6%, primarily due to slow
construction activity and lagging construction sales taxes 
Although the distribution by revenue category has changed, the total amount of FY 10/11 General
Fund revenues are less than what was collected in FY 05/06

General Fund Major Revenue Categories

Local Sales Tax  

General Fund total FY 10/11 collections are $10,965,452 (nearly 3% less than FY 09/10) 
Came in 11% below budget due to reduced construction sales tax collections

State-Shared Revenues  

Income Tax - fiscal year total collections are $3,834,911 (24.6% decrease from FY 09/10)
Sales Tax - fiscal year total collections are $3,024,857 (4.6% increase from FY 09/10)
Vehicle License Tax - fiscal year total collections are $1,549,821 (4.4% decrease from FY 09/10)



General Fund Expenditures

Expenditures through June, including transfers out, total $25,434,635, which represents 95.8% of
the budgeted FY 10/11 expenditures
Expenditures came in under budget by about $1,125,000, or by about 4% 
Expenditure savings represent vigilant budget monitoring by departments 

See attachment B for additional detail on the General Fund, and attachments C through E for the
Highway, Bed Tax, and Public Transportation Funds.  See Attachment F for the monthly financial
dashboard.  See Attachment G for a consolidated summary report of all funds.    

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
Attachment A - Summary
Attachment B - Gen Fund
Attachment C - HW Fund
Attachment D - Bed Tax Fund
Attachment E - Transit Fund
Attachment F - Dashboard 1 of 2
Attachment F - Dashboard 2 of 2
Attachment G - Summary All Funds



ATTACHMENT A

Actuals % Actuals Year End % Variance
Fund thru 06/2011 Budgeted to Budget Estimate to Budget

General 24,482,659$    26,215,984$    93.4% 24,482,659$    -6.6%

Highway 3,260,078$      3,797,842$      85.8% 3,260,078$      -14.2%

Bed Tax 222,168$         270,569$         82.1% 222,168$         -17.9%
Transit 321,115$         454,845$         70.6% 321,115$         -29.4%

Actuals % Actuals Year End % Variance
Fund thru 06/2011 Budgeted to Budget Estimate to Budget

General 25,434,635$    26,560,334$    95.8% 25,434,635$    -4.2%

Highway 3,785,509$      4,105,231$      92.2% 3,785,509$      -7.8%

Bed Tax 371,007$         358,869$         103.4% 371,007$         3.4%
Transit 470,833$         482,320$         97.6% 470,833$         -2.4%

Year End Year End
Fund YTD Budgeted Estimate Budgeted Estimate

General (951,975)$        (344,350)$        (951,975)$     10,620,363$    9,361,177$      *
Highway (525,431)$        (307,389)$        (525,431)$     3,772,144$      3,495,432$      

Bed Tax (148,839)$        (88,300)$          (148,839)$     987,870$         840,705$         
Transit (149,718)$        (27,475)$          (149,718)$     54,532$           -$                     

*  Represents 36.8% of General Fund year-end estimated expenditures

FY 2010/11 Year-End Monthly Financial Report (Unaudited)

Expenditures

Change in Fund Balance YE Fund Balance

Revenues
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ATTACHMENT B

          Year-End Financial Status (Unaudited)      FY 2010/2011

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance

thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget
REVENUES:
LOCAL SALES TAX                10,965,674    12,464,250  88.0% 10,965,674   -12.0%
BED TAX ALLOCATION 610,000         600,000       101.7% 610,000        1.7%

(allocation from Bed Tax Fund to Gen Fund)
LICENSES & PERMITS                 994,843         1,276,510    77.9% 994,843        -22.1%
FEDERAL GRANTS                     596,374         881,239       67.7% 596,374        -32.3%
STATE GRANTS                       332,826         145,700       228.4% 332,826        128.4%
STATE/COUNTY SHARED                8,409,589      8,360,415    100.6% 8,409,589     0.6%
OTHER INTERGOVERNMENTAL            622,075         607,781       102.4% 622,075        2.4%
CHARGES FOR SERVICES               875,881         1,021,715    85.7% 875,881        -14.3%
FINES                              195,993         195,000       100.5% 195,993        0.5%
INTEREST INCOME                    29,305           151,374       19.4% 29,305          -80.6%
MISCELLANEOUS                      246,828         145,000       170.2% 246,828        70.2%

TOTAL REVENUES 23,879,388    25,848,984  92.4% 23,879,388   -7.6%

TRANSFERS IN 603,271         367,000       164.4% 603,271        64.4%

24,482,659    26,215,984  93.4% 24,482,659   -6.6%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:
COUNCIL 194,897         217,610       89.6% 194,897        -10.4%
CLERK 375,742         378,581       99.3% 375,742        -0.7%
MANAGER 906,583         974,906       93.0% 906,583        -7.0%
HUMAN RESOURCES 470,174         484,189       97.1% 470,174        -2.9%
FINANCE 722,898         727,613       99.4% 722,898        -0.6%
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 1,073,741      1,120,106    95.9% 1,073,741     -4.1%
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 2,373,490      2,469,851    96.1% 2,373,490     -3.9%
LEGAL 738,969         842,785       87.7% 738,969        -12.3%
COURT 733,544         753,772       97.3% 733,544        -2.7%
DEV & INFRASTRUCTURE SVCS 2,748,774      3,084,586    89.1% 2,748,774     -10.9%
PARKS, REC, LIBRARY, & CULT RSCS 3,017,942      2,947,715    102.4% 3,017,942     2.4%
POLICE 11,447,300    11,569,573  98.9% 11,447,300   -1.1%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 24,804,052    25,571,287  97.0% 24,804,052   -3.0%

TRANSFERS OUT 630,583         989,047       63.8% 630,583        -36.2%

25,434,635    26,560,334  95.8% 25,434,635   -4.2%

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (951,975)       (344,350)      (951,975)       

 Year End 
Estimate  

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate  

TOTAL FINANCING SOURCES

TOTAL FINANCING USES

General Fund

Budget
FINANCING SOURCES

FINANCING USES
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ATTACHMENT C

          Year-End Financial Status (Unaudited)       FY 2010/2011

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

REVENUE:
LOCAL SALES TAX                291,349        630,188        46.2% 291,349       -53.8%
LICENSES & PERMITS                 45,917          50,192          91.5% 45,917         -8.5%
STATE GRANTS 133,517        317,000        42.1% 133,517       -57.9%
STATE/COUNTY SHARED                2,693,145     2,669,767     100.9% 2,693,145    0.9%
INTEREST INCOME                    8,834            53,205          16.6% 8,834           -83.4%
MISCELLANEOUS                      22,513          12,686          177.5% 22,513         77.5%

TOTAL REVENUES 3,195,274     3,733,038     85.6% 3,195,274    -14.4%
 
TRANSFERS IN 64,804          64,804          100.0% 64,804         0.0%

3,260,078     3,797,842     85.8% 3,260,078    -14.2%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:
ADMINISTRATION 751,872        826,121        91.0% 751,872       -9.0%
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERING 984,881        1,285,320     76.6% 984,881       -23.4%
PAVEMENT MANAGEMENT 321,385        201,893        159.2% 321,385       59.2%
STREET MAINTENANCE 937,378        954,481        98.2% 937,378       -1.8%
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING 586,959        634,383        92.5% 586,959       -7.5%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 3,582,476     3,902,198     91.8% 3,582,476    -8.2%

TRANSFERS OUT 203,033        203,033        100.0% 203,033       0.0%

3,785,509     4,105,231     92.2% 3,785,509    -7.8%

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (525,431)       (307,389)       (525,431)     

Highway Fund

Budget
FINANCING SOURCES

FINANCING USES

TOTAL FINANCING USES

 Year End 
Estimate 

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate 

TOTAL FINANCING SOURCES
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ATTACHMENT D

            Year-End Financial Status (Unaudited)

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

REVENUE:
BED TAXES 829,940        861,569     96.3% 829,940      -3.7%

less allocation to General Fund (610,000)       (600,000)    101.7% (610,000)     1.7%
INTEREST INCOME                    2,228            9,000         24.8% 2,228          -75.2%
 

222,168        270,569     82.1% 222,168      -17.9%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 371,007        358,869     103.4% 371,007      3.4%

371,007        358,869     103.4% 371,007      3.4%

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (148,839)       (88,300)      (148,839)     

TOTAL FINANCING USES

Bed Tax Fund

Budget
FINANCING SOURCES

FINANCING USES

TOTAL FINANCING SOURCES

FY 2010/2011

 Year End 
Estimate 

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate 
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ATTACHMENT E

          Year-End Financial Status (Unaudited)      FY 2010/2011

Public Transportation Fund

% Budget Completion through June  ---  100%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

REVENUE:
RTA REIMBURSEMENT 68,359           -                 0.0% 68,359         0.0%
STATE GRANTS 34,944           -                 0.0% 34,944         0.0%
CHARGES FOR SERVICES 50,254           34,545           145.5% 50,254         45.5%
INTEREST INCOME 147                1,800             8.2% 147              -91.8%
MISCELLANEOUS                      991                18,500           5.4% 991              -94.6%

TOTAL REVENUES 154,694         54,845           282.1% 154,694       182.1%

TRANSFERS IN 166,421         400,000         41.6% 166,421       -58.4%
 

321,115         454,845         70.6% 321,115       -29.4%

Actuals % Actuals % Variance
thru 06/2011 to Budget to Budget

EXPENDITURES:
PUBLIC TRANSIT 390,833         402,320         97.1% 390,833       -2.9%

TOTAL EXPENDITURES 390,833         402,320         97.1% 390,833       -2.9%

TRANSFERS OUT 80,000           80,000           100.0% 80,000         0.0%

470,833         482,320         97.6% 470,833       -2.4%

CHANGE IN FUND BALANCE (149,718)        (27,475)          (149,718)     

 Year End 
Estimate 

Budget
 Year End 
Estimate 

Budget
FINANCING SOURCES

FINANCING USES

TOTAL FINANCING SOURCES

TOTAL FINANCING USES
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Town of Oro Valley

 Financial Dashboard

Historical Annual Totals 

ATTACHMENT F

Retail Sales Tax Collections
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ATTACHMENT F

State Shared Sales Tax Collections
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ATTACHMENT F

General Fund
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Town of Oro Valley

 Financial Dashboard
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ATTACHMENT F

Stormwater Fund
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Town of Oro Valley

Financial Dashboard

Month-By-Month History

FY 2008 - 2011

ATTACHMENT F

Retail Sales Tax Collections
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Town of Oro Valley

Financial Dashboard

Month-By-Month History

FY 2008 - 2011

ATTACHMENT F
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Town of Oro Valley

Financial Dashboard

Month-By-Month History

FY 2008 - 2011

ATTACHMENT F
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Town of Oro Valley

Financial Dashboard

Month-By-Month History

FY 2008 - 2011

ATTACHMENT F
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CONSOLIDATED YEAR-TO-DATE FINANCIAL REPORT THROUGH JUNE, 2011 (UNAUDITED) ATTACHMENT G

Actual FY 10/11 Capital Leases/ Left in Accounts
Begin Balance Transfer Out Thru June, 2011

General Fund 10,313,152         23,879,388         603,271          24,482,659        651,376              19,204,234        4,306,100         1,027,829          245,096              -                          25,434,635        9,361,177            
General Fund (Assigned Fund Balance) * 1,591,277           1,591,277            

Highway Fund 4,020,863           3,195,274           64,804            3,260,078          203,033              2,015,496          598,949            968,031             -                          -                          3,785,509          3,495,432            
Highway Fund (Assigned Fund Balance) * 175,105              175,105               

Assurance Fund 61,109                (11,123)               -                      (11,123)             49,986                -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          49,986               -                           

Seizure & Forfeiture - State 191,121              13,623                -                      13,623               -                          -                        36,153              -                        -                          -                          36,153               168,592               

Seizure & Forfeiture - Justice 281,061              315,561              -                      315,561             -                          3,792                 104,546            30,778               -                          -                          139,115             457,506               

Bed Tax Fund 989,545              222,168              -                      222,168             -                          6,624                 364,384            -                        -                          -                          371,007             840,705               

RTA Fund -                          1,256                  -                      1,256                 -                          -                        1,256                -                        -                          -                          1,256                 -                           

Public Transit Fund 132,960              154,694              166,421          321,115             80,000                354,172             22,842              13,819               -                          -                          470,833             (16,758)                
Public Transit Fund (Assigned Fund Balance) * 16,758                16,758                 

Capital Asset Replacement Fund 499,639              -                          -                      -                        178,056              -                        -                        321,583             -                          -                          499,639             -                           

Impound Fee Fund -                          41,260                -                      41,260               -                          41,260               -                        -                        -                          -                          41,260               -                           

Municipal Debt Service Fund 1,917,911           82,157                319                 82,476               -                          -                        10,350              -                        -                          488,954              499,304             1,501,084            

Oracle Road Debt Service Fund 11,724                365,811              -                      365,811             -                          -                        6,345                -                        -                          366,203              372,548             4,987                   

Alternative Water Resources Dev Impact Fee Fund 1,652,547           2,499,401           -                      2,499,401          -                          -                        413,509            20,610               -                          390,984              825,103             3,326,845            

Potable Water System Dev Impact Fee Fund 10,455,566         258,113              -                      258,113             -                          -                        -                        2,851,999          -                          164,960              3,016,959          7,696,720            

Townwide Roadway Development Impact Fee Fund 2,272,357           2,107,872           -                      2,107,872          -                          -                        -                        1,884,630          -                          -                          1,884,630          2,495,599            

Parks & Recreation Impact Fee Fund 205,942              117,901              -                      117,901             -                          -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          -                        323,843               

Library Impact Fee Fund 52,978                30,233                -                      30,233               -                          -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          -                        83,211                 

Police Impact Fee Fund 45,250                28,130                -                      28,130               -                          -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          -                        73,380                 

General Government Impact Fee Fund 62,975                42,612                -                      42,612               -                          -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          -                        105,587               

Steam Pump Ranch Fund 526,853              243,100              -                      243,100             367,000              -                        19,761              383,192             -                          -                          769,953             -                           

Naranja Park Fund 258,821              -                          -                      -                        -                          -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          -                        258,821               

Honey Bee Fund 8,229                  -                          -                      -                        8,229                  -                        -                        -                        -                          -                          8,229                 -                           

Solar Photovoltaic Fund -                          2,445,152           11,550            2,456,702          -                          -                        -                        2,443,635          -                          -                          2,443,635          13,067                 

Water Utility 9,321,018           12,804,342         -                      12,804,342        95,642                2,418,118          4,253,920         2,271,584          -                          1,548,968           10,588,232        11,537,128          

Stormwater Utility 444,025              1,798,803           -                      1,798,803          108,804              275,264             199,997            1,343,479          -                          -                          1,927,544          315,284               

Fleet Maintenance Fund -                          -                          874,968          874,968             -                          145,840             729,128            -                        -                          -                          874,968             -                           

Total 45,508,787    50,635,727    1,721,333  52,357,059   1,742,127      24,464,800   11,067,238   13,561,168   245,096         2,960,068      54,040,497   43,825,349     

* Assigned Fund Balance for compensated absences and unemployment

Fund Revenue Transfer In Total In Debt Service Total OutPersonnel O&M Capital Contingency

08/23/2011 G:\BUDGET ANALYST\Financial Reports 2010-2011\4Q\Year-End\June YTD Consolidated Fund Summary



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   C.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Brian Garrity Submitted By: Brian Garrity, Finance

Information
SUBJECT:
Procurement Division Quarterly Report - April 1, 2011 through June 30, 2011

Attachments
Q2 2011 Procurement Report



 ORO VALLEY  QUARTERLY PROCUREMENT REPORT -  July 2011 

 Awarded Contracts  
 Solicitation Title Department Awarded Contractor Award Date Amount Notes 
  Number 

 11 002 EL CONQUISTADOR C-D BOOSTER  WATER SMYTH STEEL MANUFACTURING 6 /28/2011 $616,452.51 OV20-02-10 
 STATION 

 11 020 10/11 PHASE II SURFACE  PUBLIC WORKS CACTUS ASPHALT 4 /27/2011 $300,561.52 OV 30 10/11 09 
 TREATMENTS ENG. ESTIMATE = $300,480 

 11 021 10/11 PHASE III SURFACE  PUBLIC WORKS SOUTHWEST SLURRY SEAL 4 /27/2011 $200,770.00 Phase III – OV 30 10/11 10 
 TREATMENTS ENG. ESTIMATE = $195,700 

 11 022 ENVELOPES AND FORMS WATER SPECTRUM PRINTING CO. 5 /6 /2011 $16,260.83 APPROX. $5,000 SAVINGS  
 OVER CURRENT COST 

 11 023 CALLE CONCORDIA BIKE LANES PUBLIC WORKS A&S PAVING, INC. 4 /25/2011 $224,990.39 OV 30 09/10 11 
 ENG. EST. = $212,640. 

 11 024 ANNUAL HVAC SERVICE  PUBLIC WORKS TRANE US, INC. 4 /13/2011 $27,711.00 TCPN COOPERATIVE  
 AGREEMENT CONTRACT #R5045 
 NEGOTIATED MORE  
 FAVORABLE Ts & Cs 

 Friday, July 22, 2011 Page 1 of 2 



 Solicitation Title Department Awarded Contractor Award Date Amount Notes 
  Number 

 11 025 RANCHO VISTOSO BRIDGE  STRUCTURAL GRACE 4 /20/2011 $3,900.00 
 CONCRETE BARRIER REPAIR 

 11 028 TOV FLEET SERVICES WASH RACK PUBLIC WORKS B.C. CONSTRUCTION, INC 6 /17/2011 $118,570.00 

 11 032 RAINWATER HARVESTING SYSTEM  WATER SOUTHERN ARIZONA RAIN GUTTERS 6 /16/2011 $13,771.77 
 AT TOWN CAMPUS 

 Friday, July 22, 2011 Page 2 of 2 



ORO VALLEY QUARTERLY PROCUREMENT REPORT July 2011 

Current Solicitations / Agreements 
Solicitation  Title Department Opening  Notes 
Number Date 

 11 029 LAMBERT LANE IMPROVEMENTS PUBLIC WORKS 6 /23/2011 OV 30 99/00 07 AND OV 21-02-10 

 11 030 SHAREPOINT TRAINING HUMAN RESOURCES 6 /10/2011 

 11 031 RV BLVD BIG WASH BRIDGE BARRIER WALL  PUBLIC WORKS 6 /29/2011 PROJECT NO. OV 30 10/11 11 
 REPLACEMENT 

 Friday, July 22, 2011 Page 1 of 1 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   D.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Amanda Jacobs Submitted By: Amanda Jacobs, Town
Manager's Office

Department: Town Manager's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Economic Development Division Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30, 2011

RECOMMENDATION:
This report is for information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Attached is the Economic Development Division quarterly report for the period April 1, 2011 – June 30,
2011.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
EcDev Quarterly Report April - June 2011

















   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   E.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Amanda Jacobs Submitted By: Amanda Jacobs, Town
Manager's Office

Department: Town Manager's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30, 2011

RECOMMENDATION:
N/A

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The 2010/11 Financial Participation Agreement (FPA) between the Town of Oro Valley and the
Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau (MTCVB) stipulates that a quarterly report be
compiled by MTCVB and submitted to the Economic Development Division and Mayor and Council. The
enclosed report satisfies the FPA requirement for the fourth quarter of FY 10/11.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
The FY 2010/11 FPA between the Town of Oro Valley and MTCVB is $71,800.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
N/A

Attachments
MTCVB 4th Quarter Report
MTCVB Back-Up Material
FY2010-11 MTCVB FPA





























































































































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   F.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Daniel G. Sharp Submitted By: Catherine Hendrix, Police
Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Police Department Statistics - June 2011

Attachments
June Statistics



2011 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Total Calls 8280 1389 1407 1498 1327 1391 1268

Commercial Veh Enforcement 139 23 27 2 22 25 40

Residential Burglaries**** 33 3 4 9 6 5 6

Non-Residential Burglaries**** 12 0 1 0 4 2 5

All Burglary Attempts**** 6 2 1 2 0 1 0

Thefts 292 69 37 50 41 52 43

Vehicle Thefts**** 15 4 4 2 3 1 1

Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 3 2 0 0 0 0 1

Attempted Vehicle Thefts**** 1 0 0 0 1 0 0

DUI 86 13 11 20 8 19 15

Liquor Laws 28 5 4 2 5 7 5

Drug Offenses 92 18 18 14 18 14 10

Homicides 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Robbery 5 0 0 1 1 1 2

Assault 70 6 13 16 16 8 11

Total Arrests*** 926 171 149 151 161 163 131

Assigned Cases 400 58 87 80 58 50 67

Alarms (Residential) 378 47 65 57 63 72 74

Alarms (Business) 187 38 30 33 23 35 28

K9 Searches 118 37 14 24 0 16 27

First Aid Calls 1275 189 235 230 230 218 173

Accidents 255 54 39 39 48 35 40

Citations (Traffic)** 1604 436 308 283 269 308 **

Warnings 2347 515 368 338 271 447 408

Repair Orders 391 60 103 27 77 73 51

Public Assists* 916 115 183 188 153 182 95

Reserve Man Hours 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Darkhouse Checks* 7496 1027 1460 1062 935 1565 1447

Drug Task Force Arrest 55 9 8 19 16 2 1

CVAP Darkhouse Checks 3331 176 683 291 410 945 826

CVAP Public Assists 362 52 83 62 52 82 31

CVAP Total Hours 7049.5 1010 1820 1245 1024.5 1095 855

*  Total Includes CVAP

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT POLICE ACTIVITY SUMMARY

**** As of August 2010, Burglary Attempts and Non‐Residential Burglaries/Vehicle Theft Attempts and Stolen Vehicle Recoveries have been separated from total counts.

*** As of 1/1/09 "Total Arrests" are compiled through the Spillman database and include all cite and release arrests along with all physical arrests.  Based on further investigation, 
actual classifications may change resulting in small variances of case counts.

**  Traffic data delayed 30 days due to data entry backlog

(Arrest stats updated for the year 7/19/10)



Jan-Jun Jan-Jun Jan-Jun June June June
2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011

Total Calls 8329 8553 8280 1294 1371 1268
Commercial Veh Enforcement ## 75 139 ## 1 40
Residential Burglaries 36 26 33 5 4 6
Non-Residential Burglaries**** 8 14 12 2 3 5
All Burglary Attempts**** 4 4 6 0 1 0
Thefts 258 288 292 53 38 43
Vehicle Thefts 10 12 15 3 0 1
Recovered Stolen Vehicles**** 5 3 3 0 0 1
Attempted Vehicle Theft**** 2 4 1 2 0 0
DUI 129 122 86 15 16 15
Liquor Laws 33 25 28 4 1 5
Drug Offenses 97 95 92 9 11 10
Homicides 0 0 0 0 0 0
Robbery 2 2 5 0 0 2
Assault 64 56 70 5 5 11
Total Arrests*** 1252 1071 926 193 144 131
Assigned Cases 405 363 400 52 53 67
Alarms (Residential) 479 427 378 101 104 74
Alarms (Business) 172 258 187 33 41 28
K9 Searches 123 129 118 17 24 27
First Aid Calls 1209 1185 1275 182 197 173
Accidents 279 253 255 43 38 40
Citations (Traffic)** 4391 3306 ** 703 477 **
Warnings 3577 3275 2347 684 492 408
Repair Orders 503 677 391 136 59 51
Public Assists* 1056 1159 916 236 95 95
Reserve Man Hours 1246.5 768.5 0 211.5 46 0
Darkhouse Checks* 5441 6112 7496 1343 1219 1447
Drug Task Force Arrests 247 76 55 27 11 1

CVAP Darkhouse Checks 2257 3650 3331 772 767 826
CVAP Public Assists 354 483 362 57 39 31
CVAP Total Hours 6915.5 8498.5 7049.5 1010.5 1186 855
* Totals include CVAP  

Note: Citation counts adjusted to the correct monthly stat column for months Feb‐Mar‐Apr
Note: Drug Task Force Arrests do not include Gang Task Force or JTTF arrests
## New Category as of 1/1/10
**** As of August 2010, Burglary Attempts and Non‐Residential Burglaries/Vehicle Theft Attempts and Stolen Vehicle Recoveries have been separated from total counts.

*** As of 1/1/09, "Total Arrests" are compiled through the Spillman database and include all cite and release arrests along with all physical arrests. The "Total Arrests" line has been 
updated through the Spillman database method for previous years for comparison.  

** Traffic data delayed 30 days due to data entry backlog



ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
MONTHLY BREAKDOWN OF CITATIONS BY VIOLATION

Citations 2011 TOTAL JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

TOWN CODE 125 57 14 19 4 31

TITLE 28 VIOLATIONS

SIZE, WEIGHT, LOAD 2 1 0 0 0 1

INSURANCE VIOLATION 332 96 69 51 47 69

REGISTRATION VIOLATION 208 68 41 30 37 32

DRIVERS LICENSE VIOLATION 176 48 36 34 25 33

DUI 71 13 11 20 8 19

RECKLESS / AGGRESSIVE DRIVING 6 1 2 1 0 2

SPEEDING 468 126 78 85 100 79

LANE VIOLATIONS 77 13 18 16 16 14

RED LIGHT 50 18 9 8 2 13

STOP SIGN 22 10 3 1 4 4

FAILURE TO YIELD 41 9 6 7 8 11

SEATBELT VIOLATION 34 9 9 6 5 5

CHILD RESTRAINT 3 0 0 2 0 1

EQUIPMENT VIOLATIONS 31 2 11 6 7 5

PARKING 8 6 0 1 0 1

LITTERING 9 1 3 1 1 3

ALL OTHER CITATIONS 66 15 12 14 9 16

Total Citations 1604 436 308 283 269 308

Based on further investigation and updating of information, actual classifications may change resulting in small variances in counts.

Citations 2011



# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 1 minute 20 100% Dispatch Time < 2 minute 60 97%
                      > 1 minute 0 0%                      > 2 minute 2 3%
Travel Time    < 4 minutes 16 80% Travel Time     < 6 minutes 55 89%
                    > 4 minutes 4 20%                     > 6 minutes 7 11%

17 85% 59 95%
3 15% 3 5%

Total Calls Total Calls

# of calls % # of calls %

Dispatch Time < 5 minute 267 98% Dispatch Time < 10 minute 716 98%
                     > 5 minute 6 2% > 10 minute 16 2%
Travel Time    <10 minutes 247 90% Travel Time    < 20 minutes 721 98%

>10 minutes 26 10%                     > 20 minutes 11 2%

266 97% 727 99%
7 3% 5 1%

Total Calls Total Calls

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT
JUNE 2011

> 30 minutes

Total Response Time

Priority 4

< 8 minutes
> 8 minutes

62

Total Response Time

Priority 1

273

< 15 minutes
> 15 minutes

< 5 minutes
> 5 minutes

Priority 3

Total Response Time

20

Priority 2

732

Total Response Time
< 30 minutes



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   G.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Submitted By: Roseanne Flores, Development
Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
DIS Permitting Division Reports - July 2011 

SUMMARY:
The report is for information purposes. 

DISCUSSION:
N/A 

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A 

Attachments
Activity Report
Customer Chart
Permit Activity Chart
Plan Review Chart
Inspection Activity Chart
Revenue chart



Development Infrastruture Services Department

Permitting Division

Building Permits Monthly Activity Report - July 2011

CURRENT MONTH

SAME MONTH ONE 

YEAR AGO

CUMULATIVE LAST 

FISCAL YEAR 2010/11

CUMULATIVE THIS FISCAL 

YEAR 2011/12

CLASS 
DESCRIPTION CODE PERMITS VALUATION REVENUES PERMITS REVENUES PERMITS REVENUES PERMITS REVENUES PERMITS REVENUES

SFR Detached 0101 4 $1,607,256 $23,011 15 $66,914 4 $32,118 4 $32,118 4 $23,011

SFR Attached 0102

Res Pools 0329 6 $64,003 $2,189 7 $1,921 7 $2,612 7 $2,612 6 $2,189

Revisions/Alter/Addit 0434 8 $394,016 $9,296 13 $7,034 7 $4,374 7 $4,374 8 $9,296

Res Walls 0434

Garage/Carport Encl 0438 1 $754

Misc Residential 48 $3,400 $1,546 64 $2,158 56 $1,833 56 $1,833 48 $1,546

Model Plans 5 $7,873

Multi-Family Res. 1 $1,071,000 $7,748 1 $7,748
Res Demo

Subtotal Residential 

Permits
67 $3,139,675 $43,790 105 $86,654 74 $40,937 74 $40,937 67 $43,790

Condos > 5 units 0105

Commercial Shell 1 $5,651

Hotels or Motels 0213

Social or Recreation 0318

Churches, Temples 0319

IndstPlnts/PublicWks 0320

Pkg/Grgs/Ramada/Maint 0321

Service Stations/Washes 0322

Hospitals/Clinics 0323

Offices/Banks/Proff/Rest 0324 1 $295,744 $4,931 1 $4,931

Schools 0326

Stores 0327 1 $926,405 $12,155 1 $12,155

Commercial Pools 0329

TI's & Comm Reno 0437 5 $77,100 $2,933 5 $23,004 4 $20,147 4 $20,147 5 $2,933

CommAlter/Revisions 0328 1 $553 1 $1,036 1 $1,036

Misc Commercial 4 $28,120 $890 10 $1,100 4 $664 4 $664 4 $890
CommerDemo

Subtotal Commercial 

Permits
11 $1,327,369 $20,909 17 $30,308 9 $21,847 9 $21,847 11 $20,909

Signs 14 $0 $1,481 13 $2,010 19 $3,469 19 $3,469 14 $1,481

Total Residential & 

Commercial Permits
92 $4,467,044 $66,180 135 $118,972 102 $66,253 102 $66,253 92 $66,180

Resid. Impact Fees $13,527 $91,171 $24,312 $24,312 $13,527
Comm. Impact Fees $29,247 $33,482 $0 $29,247

Total Dev Imp Fees $42,774 $124,653 $24,312 $24,312 0 $42,774

* Revenues / Fees represent the total cost of the permits issued, and is not a representation of actual revenues within a given month.

PREV MONTH

July-2011 June-2011 July-2010



Development Services Customers for July 2010 thru July 2011
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Development Services Permit Activity for July 2010 thru July 2011
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Development Services Plan Review Activity for July 2010 thru July 2011
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Development Services Inspection Activity for July 2010 thru July 2011
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Development Services Revenue for July 2010 thru July 2011
(Does not include Impact Fees, Engineering Fees, Zoning Fees, Books, Copies or APA Deposits)
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   H.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Aimee Ramsey Submitted By: Aimee Ramsey,
Development Infrastructure
Services

Information
SUBJECT:
DIS Transit Division Report - July 2011

SUMMARY:
This report is for information purposes. 

DISCUSSION:
N/A 

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A 

Attachments
DIS-Transit July 2011



Development Services Transit Passenger Trips for FY 2011 versus  FY 2012
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Development Services Transit Expenditures for FY 2011 versus FY 2012
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Farebox revenues are collected and deposited at time of pass sales not usage.  Passenger trips cannot be correlated with farebox (pass sales) revenues.

Development Services Transit Farebox Revenues for FY 2011 versus FY 2012
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   I.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Karen Berchtold Submitted By: Karen Berchtold,
Development
Infrastructure Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
Approval of a Final Plat Resubdivision of San Jose Plaza, Lot 4

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of a Final Plat Resubdivision of San Jose Plaza, Lot 4, subject to the
conditions in Attachment 1.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Gary and Amy Heinfeld, LLC, represented by Cypress Civil Development , request approval of a Final
Plat Resubdivision of Lot 4 at San Jose Plaza (Attachment 2). San Jose Plaza is a 7.91 acre subdivision
that is zoned C-2, Commercial District. Lot 4 is 1.59 acres and existing development on the site is
comprised of three buildings, one two-story and two one-story, and parking area. 

The Final Plat Resubdivision proposed for Lot 4 will provide for condominium ownership of the existing
buildings (units 1-17), limited common elements P1-P19 (parking, balcony, stairwell, elevator), and
common areas.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The Zoning Code states that Final Plats are subject to Town Council review and approval.  The Final Plat
review includes confirmation that:  Comments from Town departments and outside agencies are
addressed; Necessary easements are designated; Complete survey information is provided; and State
and local subdivision requirements are met.  

The Final Plat meets applicable Town requirements and all property owners within 300 feet of the plat
have been notified of tonight's Council meeting.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (approve, approve with conditions, or deny) the Final Plat Resubdivision of San Jose Plaza,
Lot 4, subject to the conditions in Attachment 1.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - Conditions of Approval
Attachment 2 - Final Plat



Attachment 2 - Final Plat



ATTACHMENT 1 
Conditions of Approval 

Final Plat for San Jose Plaza, Lot 4 
OV1297-14G 

 
Oro Valley Town Council 

September 7, 2011 

 

 

1. Make the following changes to Sheet 1: 
 

• Replace the existing water certification language with the following: 
“The Town of Oro Valley has been designated by the Arizona Department of Water 
Resources as having an assured water supply, pursuant to ARS § 45-576 and hereby 
certifies in writing to supply water to this subdivision.” 
 

• Add the following note: 
“Any construction to create condominiums shall be built in compliance with all applicable 
codes, including but not limited to, fire separation.” 

 

• Convert note #11 to include recording information for the Condominium Declaration, 
which must be filled in prior to submittal of the final mylar. 

 
2. Make the changes indicated on Planning redlines (typographical errors and other comments). 
 
3. Prior to submittal of final mylar, address the following: 

• Pima County Addressing comments dated June 28, 2011 letter. 

• Oro Valley Engineering comments dated July 8, 2011. 

• Pima County Wastewater comments dated July 21, 2011. 











   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   J.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Daniel G. Sharp Submitted By: Colleen Muhr, Police
Department

Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)11-55 Authorizing and approving a task force agreement between the Drug
Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley ("Town") for the participation of two Oro
Valley police officers in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA) Pima County/Tucson Metro
Counter Narcotics Alliance (CNA) Task Force and one police officer in the Pima
County HIDTA Investigative Task Force (PCHITF).

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Request is being made to enter into an agreement with the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) for
the participation of two Oro Valley police officers in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA)
Pima County/Tucson Metro Counter Narcotics Alliance (CNA) Task Force and one police officer in the
Pima County HIDTA Investigative Task Force (PCHITF).

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
If approved, this agreement will provide for continued participation in these cooperative efforts to disrupt
illicit drug traffic in the State of Arizona, gather and report intelligence data related to drug trafficking, and
conduct undercover operations to allow for effective prosecution.

Additionally, this agreement will enhance our ability to identify, target and investigate Consolidated and
Regional Priority Organization Targets, as well as target and investigate major drug trafficking and money
laundering organizations.

FISCAL IMPACT:
These positions are funded in the approved FY 2011-12 budget.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Resolution No. (R)11-55, Authorizing and approving a
task force agreement between the Drug Enforcement Administration ("DEA") and the Town of Oro Valley
("Town") for the participation of two Oro Valley police officers in the High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area
(HIDTA) Pima County/Tucson Metro Counter Narcotics Alliance (CNA) Task Force and one police officer
in the Pima County HIDTA Investigative Task Force (PCHITF).

Attachments
Reso 11-55



Exhibit 'A'



RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-55 
 
 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 
TASK FORCE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE DRUG 
ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION (“DEA”) AND THE TOWN 
OF ORO VALLEY (“TOWN”) FOR THE PARTICIPATION OF 
TWO ORO VALLEY POLICE OFFICERS IN THE TUCSON TASK 
FORCE AND ONE POLICE OFFICER IN THE PIMA COUNTY 
HIDTA INVESTIGATIVE TASK FORCE (PCHITF). 
 
 

WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona 
vested with all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities 
and exemptions granted municipalities and political subdivisions under the Constitution 
and laws of the State of Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952, the Town is authorized to enter into agreements 
for joint and cooperative action to include the Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A”, 
with the DEA; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town is authorized to establish and maintain the Oro Valley Police 
Department, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-240 (B)(12); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town wishes to enter into a Task Force Agreement with the DEA to 
assist the DEA in drug trafficking interdiction, gathering and reporting data relating to 
narcotics and dangerous drugs and undercover operations related illegal activity 
detrimental to the health and general welfare of the residents of the Town and the State of 
Arizona; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to enter into the Task Force Agreement, 
attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, in order to set 
forth the terms and conditions to provide for the health, safety and welfare of the 
residents of the Town of Oro Valley and the State of Arizona. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, that: 
 
SECTION 1. The Task Force Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and 
incorporated herein by this reference, between the Drug Enforcement Administration and 
the Town of Oro Valley for participation of two Oro Valley Police Officers in the Tucson 
Task Force and one Oro Valley Police Officer in the Pima County HIDTA Investigative 
Task Force (PCHITF) is hereby authorized and approved.   
 
SECTION 2. The Chief of Police and other administrative officials of the Town of Oro 
Valley are hereby authorized to take such steps as necessary to execute and implement 
the terms of the Agreement. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 7th day of September, 2011. 
   
 
 
       TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
 
 
             
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
             
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:        Date:       

 



 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT ‘A’ 



2012 Oro Valley Police Department Task Force Agreement 1 

TASK FORCE AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
AND 

ORO VALLEY POLICE DEPARTMENT 
 
 
This agreement is made this 1st day of October, 2011, between the United States Department of 
Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration (hereinafter “DEA”), and Oro Valley Police 
Department (hereinafter “OVPD”). 
 
WHEREAS there is evidence that trafficking in narcotics and dangerous drugs exists in the area 
and that such illegal activity has a substantial and detrimental effect on the health and general 
welfare of the people of the State of Arizona, the parties hereto agree to the following: 
 
1. The DEA Tucson Task Forces will perform the activities and duties described below: 
 

a. disrupt the illicit drug traffic in the State of Arizona by immobilizing targeted 
violators and trafficking organizations; 

 
b. gather and report intelligence data relating to trafficking in narcotics and 

dangerous drugs; and, 
 

c. conduct undercover operations where appropriate and engage in other traditional 
methods of investigation in order that the Task Force’s activities will result in 
effective prosecution before the courts of the United States and the State of 
Arizona. 

 
2. The Pima County HIDTA Investigative Task Force (PCHITF) will perform the activities 

and duties described above in additional to those duties listed below as designated in the 
PCHITF’s HIDTA Initiative: 

 
a. Identify, target and investigate Consolidated Priority Organization Targets and 

Regional Priority Organization Targets that operate on a national, and/or 
international scale, which have direct impact on Pima County, Arizona; and, 

 
b. Target and investigate major drug trafficking and money laundering 

organizations. 
 

3. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force and the PCHITF, the 
OVPD agrees to detail two (2) experienced officers to the Tucson Task Force, and one 
(1) experienced officer to the PCHITF, for a period of not less than two years.  During 
this period of assignment, the OVPD Officers will be under the direct supervision and 
control of DEA supervisory personnel assigned to the Task Forces. 
 

4. The OVPD Officers assigned to the Task Forces shall adhere to DEA policies and 
procedures.  Failure to adhere to DEA policies and procedures shall be grounds for 
dismissal from the Task Force. 



2012 Oro Valley Police Department Task Force Agreement 2 

5. The OVPD Officers assigned to the Task Forces shall be deputized as Task Force 
Officers of DEA pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 878. 

 
6. To accomplish the objectives of the DEA Tucson Task Force and the PCHITF, DEA will 

assign a significant number of Special Agents to the Tucson and PCHITF Task Forces.  
DEA will also, subject to the availability of annually appropriated DEA and HIDTA 
funds or any continuing resolution thereof, provide necessary funds and equipment to 
support the activities of the DEA Special Agents and the OVPD Officers assigned to 
these Task Forces.  This support will include:  office space, office supplies, travel funds, 
funds for the purchase of evidence and information, investigative equipment, training, 
and other support items. 

 
7. During the period of assignment to the DEA Tucson Task Force and the PCHITF, the 

OVPD will remain responsible for establishing the salary and benefits, including 
overtime, of the officer assigned to the DEA Task Force and the officers assigned to the 
PCHITF, and for making all payments due them.  DEA will, subject to availability of 
funds, reimburse the OVPD for overtime payments made by it to the two (2) OVPD 
Officers assigned to the DEA Tucson Task Force for overtime, up to a sum equivalent to 
25 percent of the salary of a GS-12, Step 1, (RUS) Federal employee (currently 
$17,202.25).  HIDTA will, subject to availability of funds, reimburse the OVPD for the 
overtime payments made by it to the OVPD Officer assigned to the PCHITF for 
overtime, up to a sum equivalent to 25 percent of the salary of a GS-12, Step (RUS) 
Federal employee (currently $17,202.25) per officer. 
 

8. In no event will the OVPD charge any indirect cost rate to DEA for the administration or 
implementation of this agreement. 

 
9. The OVPD shall maintain on a current basis complete and accurate records and accounts 

of all obligations and expenditures of funds under this agreement in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting principles and instructions provided by DEA to facilitate 
on-site inspection and auditing of such records and accounts. 

 
10. The OVPD shall permit and have readily available for examination and auditing by DEA, 

the United States Department of Justice, the Comptroller General of the United States, 
and any of their duly authorized agents and representatives, any and all records, 
documents, accounts, invoices, receipts or expenditures relating to this agreement.  The 
OVPD shall maintain all such reports and records until all audits and examinations are 
completed and resolved, or for a period of three years after termination of this agreement, 
whichever is sooner. 
 

11. The OVPD shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the 
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, and all 
requirements imposed by or pursuant to the regulations of the United States Department 
of Justice implementing those laws, 28 C.F.R. Part 42, Subparts C, F, G, H, and I. 
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12. The OVPD agrees that an authorized officer or employee will execute and return to DEA 

the attached OJP Form 4061/6, Certification Regarding Lobbying:  Debarment, 
Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters; and Drug-Free Workplace Requirements.  
The OVPD acknowledges that this agreement will not take effect and no Federal funds 
will be awarded to the OVPD by DEA until the completed certification is received. 
 

13. When issuing statements, press releases, requests for proposals, bid solicitations, and 
other documents describing projects or programs funded in whole or in part with Federal 
money, the OVPD shall clearly state:  (1) the percentage of the total cost of the program 
or project which will be financed with Federal money; and,  (2) the dollar amount of 
Federal funds for the program or project. 
 

14. The OVPD understands and agrees that HIDTA will provide the OVPD Officers with 
vehicles suitable for surveillance.  HIDTA, through DEA, will furnish mobile radios for 
installation in the HIDTA Task Force vehicles and HIDTA will assume the cost of 
installation and removal.  HIDTA will be financially responsible for the purchase of fuel 
for the leased vehicles and for providing routine maintenance; i.e., oil changes, lubes, and 
minor tune-ups, via the HIDTA lease contractor.  DEA and HIDTA procedures for 
reporting and investigating automobile accidents involving Official Government Vehicles 
(OGVs)-HIDTA lease vehicles shall apply to accidents involving the leased vehicles 
furnished to the OVPD personnel, in addition to whatever accident reporting 
requirements the OVPD may have. 
 

15. While on duty and acting on task force business, the OVPD Officers assigned to the 
HIDTA Task Force shall be subject to all DEA and federal government rules, regulations, 
and procedures governing the use of OGVs for home-to-work transportation and personal 
business.  The HIDTA Executive Committee acknowledges that the United States is 
liable for the actions of Task Force Officers while on duty and acting within the scope of 
their federal employment, to the extent permitted by the Federal Torts Claim Act, 28 
U.S.C. 2401 (b) 2671-2680. 
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16. The term of this agreement shall be effective from the date in paragraph number one (1) 

until September 30, 2012.  This agreement may be terminated by either party on thirty 
days’ advance written notice.  Billings for all outstanding obligations must be received by 
DEA within 90 days of the date of termination of this agreement.  DEA will be 
responsible only for obligations incurred by OVPD during the term of this agreement. 

 
 
For the Drug Enforcement Administration: 
 
_______________________________________________  Date ____________ 
DOUGLAS W. COLEMAN 
Acting Special Agent in Charge 
 
 
For the Oro Valley Police Department: 
 
 
_______________________________________   Date ____________ 
DANIEL G. SHARP 
Chief of Police 
 
 
PASSED and ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this ________ day of ___________, 2011. 
 
 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
_______________________________________   Date ____________ 
Mayor 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
_______________________________________   Date ____________ 
Attorney 
 
ATTEST: 
 
_______________________________________   Date ____________ 
Town Clerk 
 
 
Attachment 
 
 







   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   K.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Jose Rodriguez Submitted By: Jose Rodriguez,
Development Infrastructure
Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)11-56 Authorizing and approving a drainage easement acquisition agreement between
the Town of Oro Valley and Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes for a portion of Parcel 224-27-299B for
the Lambert Lane Project between La Canada Drive and Pusch View Lane

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
During the design of the Lambert Lane Project, it was determined that additional area outside of the
right-of-way would be required in order to construct a drainage channel and drop inlet structure. This
area is outside the right-of-way and identified as a Drainage Easement on property described as Pima
County Tax Parcel No. 224-27-299B and owned by Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes. In lieu of court
proceedings and pursuant to its power of eminent domain, Town staff and Owner were able to work
together on a Drainage Easement Acquisition Agreement.

The Town hired AXIA Real Estate Appraisers which appraised the Drainage Easement at Fourteen
Thousand and Nine Hundred Dollars ($14,900.00). Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes (Owners) are
willing to cooperate with the Town and grant the Drainage Easement at the appraised value (attached as
Exhibit Agreement). The easement will be paid from the Lambert Lane Project fund which has
appropriated funds for right-of-way acquisitions.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact. The cost of the Drainage Easement, ($14,900.00) will be paid from Lambert
Lane Project funds.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (approve or deny)  Resolution (R)11-56, Authorizing and approving a drainage easement
acquisition agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes.

Attachments
Reso 11-56



Exhibit A: Easement Acquisition Agreement



RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-56 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING A DRAINAGE EASEMENT ACQUISITION 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY AND 
DANNY J. AND DONNA LYNN HUGHES FOR A PORTION OF 
PARCEL 224-27-299B FOR THE LAMBERT LANE PROJECT 
BETWEEN LA CANADA DRIVE AND PUSCH VIEW LANE 

 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona 
vested with all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities 
and exemptions granted municipalities and political subdivisions under the Constitution 
and laws of the State of Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-276, the Town is authorized to lay out, maintain, 
control and manage public roads within its jurisdictional boundaries; and 
 
WHEREAS, Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes (“Owner”) own real property located at 
10408 N. Pecan Place, Oro Valley, Arizona 85737, Parcel Number 224-27-299B; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town requires an additional drainage easement outside the right-of-way 
on the Owner’s property for the Lambert Lane Project, OV 30 99/00 07, between La 
Cañada Drive and Pusch View Lane; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town and Owner desire to enter into an Easement Acquisition 
Agreement in order to set forth the terms and conditions of the Agreement; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to approve the Easement Acquisition 
Agreement between the Town and the Owner to allow the Town legal access for the 
Lambert Lane Project. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of 
Oro Valley that Easement Acquisition Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and 
Danny J. and Donna Lynn Hughes, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” 
and incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby authorized and approved. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 7th day of September, 2011. 
        

TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
 
   
             
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
             
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:        Date:       
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EXHIBIT “A’ 









































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   L.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Jose Rodriguez Submitted By: Jose Rodriguez,
Development Infrastructure
Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)11-57 Authorizing and approving a Slope Easement Acquisition Agreement between
the Town of Oro Valley and Frank and Sherry Greth for a portion of Parcel 224-27-2890 for the Lambert
Lane Project between La Canada Drive and Pusch View Lane

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
During the design of Lambert Lane Project, it was determined that additional area outside the
right-of-way would be required in order to tie the new road section into the adjacent property elevations.
This area is outside the right-of-way and identified as a Slope Easement on property described as Pima
County Tax Parcel No. 224-27-2890 and owned by Frank and Sherry Greth. In lieu of court proceedings
and pursuant to its power of eminent domain, Town staff and Owner were able to work together on a
Slope Easement Acquisition Agreement.

The Town hired AXIA Real Estate Appraisers which appraised the Slope Easement at Six Thousand
Nine Hundred Ninety Nine Dollars ($6,999.00) . Frank and Sherry Greth (Owner) are willing to cooperate
with the Town and grant the Slope Easement at the appraised value (attached as Exhibit Agreement).
The easement will be paid from the Lambert Lane Project fund which has appropriated funds for
right-of-way acquisitions.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
There is no fiscal impact. The cost of the Slope Easement,($6,999.00) will be paid from Lambert Lane
Project funds.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (approve or deny) Resolution No. (R)11-57, Authorizing and approving a Slope Easement
Acquisition Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and Frank and Sherry Greth.

Attachments
Reso 11-57



Exhibit A - Easement Acquisition Agreement



RESOLUTION NO. (R) 11-57 
 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND 
APPROVING A SLOPE EASEMENT ACQUISITION 
AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY AND 
FRANK AND SHERRY GRETH FOR A PORTION OF PARCEL 
224-27-2890 FOR THE LAMBERT LANE PROJECT BETWEEN 
LA CANADA DRIVE AND PUSCH VIEW LANE 

 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona 
vested with all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities 
and exemptions granted municipalities and political subdivisions under the Constitution 
and laws of the State of Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to A.R.S. § 9-276, the Town is authorized to lay out, maintain, 
control and manage public roads within its jurisdictional boundaries; and 
 
WHEREAS, Frank and Sherry Greth (“Owner”) own real property located at 10400 N. 
Pecan Place, Oro Valley, Arizona 85737, Parcel Number 224-27-2890; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town requires a slope easement outside the right-of-way on the 
Owner’s property for the Lambert Lane Project, OV 30 99/00 07, between La Cañada 
Drive and Pusch View Lane; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town and Owner desire to enter into an Easement Acquisition 
Agreement in order to set forth the terms and conditions of the Agreement; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to approve the Easement Acquisition 
Agreement between the Town and the Owner to allow the Town legal access for the 
Lambert Lane Project. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of 
Oro Valley that Easement Acquisition Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and 
Frank and Sherry Greth, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” 
and incorporated herein by this reference, is hereby authorized and approved. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 7th day of September, 2011. 
 

 
 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 

 
 
   
             
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
             
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:        Date:       
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EXHIBIT “A’ 







































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   M.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Submitted By: Colleen Muhr, Police Department
Department: Police Department

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)11-58 Authorizing and approving a license agreement between the Town of Oro Valley
and Evergreen-Steam Pump, L.L.C. for the National Night Out Event

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The "28th Annual National Night Out" (NNO), a unique crime/drug prevention event sponsored by the
National Association of Town Watch (NATW), is scheduled to take place Tuesday, October 4, 2011.

NATIONAL NIGHT OUT is designed to:

•Heighten crime and drug prevention awareness;
•Generate support for, and participation in, local anti-crime programs;
•Strengthen neighborhood spirit and police-community partnerships; and
•Send a message to criminals letting them know that neighborhoods are organized and fighting back.

Last year was the first time that Oro Valley has participated in the National Night Out campaign. NNO
involves citizens, law enforcement agencies, civic groups, businesses, neighborhood organizations and
local officials in over 15,000 communities from all 50 states, U.S. territories, Canadian cities and military
bases worldwide.  In all, over 37 million people participated in National Night Out 2010.

The 2010 Annual National Night Out was held at Target, a national sponsor of this event; therefore there
was not a need for a use agreement. 

The 2010 event was so well attended, it was deemed necessary to relocate the 2011 event to a larger
venue. Evergreen Real Estate Development offered the use of the Steam Pump Village area for this
event at no cost to the Town. Understandably, they did want to formalize an agreement, for the use of
their property, to establish guidelines and to set levels of liability insurance for the Town to provide.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The following information was obtained from the website for National Night Out:

The National Association of Town Watch (NATW) is a nonprofit, crime prevention organization which
works in cooperation with thousands of crime watch groups and law enforcement agencies throughout
the country. Since 1981, NATW has been dedicated to the development, growth and maintenance of
organized crime and drug prevention programs nationwide. NATW's network has grown to include over
6,500 crime, drug and violence prevention organizations.



National Night Out, 'America's Night Out Against Crime,' was introduced by the Association in 1984. The
program was the brainchild of NATW Executive Director Matt A. Peskin.

In an effort to heighten awareness and strengthen participation in local anticrime efforts, Peskin felt that a
high-profile, high-impact type of crime prevention event was needed nationally. At that time, he noted
that in a typical ‘crime watch community’, only 5 to 7% of the residents were participating actively. Due to
the growth and success of these programs, he felt this percentage was too low. Subsequently, he
proposed a national program which would be coordinated by local crime prevention agencies and
organizations - but that would involve entire communities at one time.

That first year, 400 communities in 23 states participated in National Night Out. Nationwide, 2.5 million
Americans took part in 1984. The seed had been planted. In subsequent years, participation has grown
steadily. The 27th Annual National Night Out last August involved 37.0 million people in 15,110
communities from all 50 states, U.S. territories, Canadian cities, and military bases worldwide. National
Night Out 2011 will culminate on August 2nd. Over 15,500 communities are expected to take part.
(Texas and Arizona will celebrate on October 4th.)

Peskin said, "It's a wonderful opportunity for communities nationwide to promote police-community
partnerships, crime prevention, and neighborhood camaraderie. While the one night is certainly not an
answer to crime, drugs and violence, National Night Out does represent the kind of spirit, energy and
determination that is helping to make many neighborhoods safer places throughout the year. It [NNO] is
a night to celebrate safety and crime prevention successes - and to expand and strengthen programs for
the next 364 days."

FISCAL IMPACT:
The cost to the Town will be minimal, with the Police Department furnishing sanitary facilities.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Resolution No. (R)11-58, Authorizing and approving a
license agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and Evergreen-Steam Pump, L.L.C. for the National
Night Out Event.

Attachments
Reso 11-58
NNO Evergreen Agreement
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RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-58  

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING A 
LICENSE AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
AND EVERGREEN-STEAM PUMP, LLC FOR THE NATIONAL NIGHT 
OUT EVENT 

 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona vested 
with all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities and 
exemptions granted municipalities and political subdivisions under the Constitution and laws of 
the State of Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town desires to hold a National Night Out Event (“Event”) on October 4, 2011 
on a portion of the common areas of Steam Pump Village owned by Evergreen-Steam Pump, 
LLC; and  
 
WHEREAS, Evergreen-Steam Pump, LLC agrees to allow the Town to hold the Event on a 
portion of its common areas located in Steam Pump Village under the terms and conditions of 
the attached License; and  
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to authorize and execute the License 
Agreement for the National Night Out Event. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that the License Agreement between the Town of Oro Valley and Evergreen-
Steam Pump, LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, is 
hereby authorized and approved. 
 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Mayor and any other administrative officials of the 
Town of Oro Valley are hereby authorized to take such steps as are necessary to execute and 
implement the terms of the Agreement. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 7th day of September, 2011. 
 
       TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
              
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
              
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:        Date:       



 
 

EXHIBIT “A” 















   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   N.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Stacey Lemos Submitted By: Stacey Lemos, Finance
Department: Finance

Information
SUBJECT:
Resolution No. (R)11-59 Authorizing and approving an amendment to the Town Financial and Budgetary
Policies, adding a new Section C.5, authorizing signatures on checks

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
During a recent review of Town policies and procedures, staff identified the need for a policy designating
authorized check signers for the Town.  The last known document that included this information was a
Town of Oro Valley Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) issued in 1991 relating to Procurement of
Materials.  Town SOPs were replaced with Administrative Directives (ADs) in 2007.  Also, the Town
Code relating to Procurement was revised and adopted by Town Council in 2008, and neither the ADs
nor the Town Code currently identify the authorized check signers for the Town.

Staff recommends that this designation of authorized check signers be more appropriately included in the
Town's adopted Financial and Budgetary Policies that are approved by Council via resolution.  

The Town Financial and Budgetary Policies are attached as "Exhibit A". The policies have been
amended to add a new paragraph Section C.5 Signatures on Checks, C.5.1 All checks for expenditures
of Town funds shall bear two signatures consisting of the Town Manager and the Finance Director.  In the
event of the absence of either the Town Manager or Finance Director, the Town Clerk may act as an
authorized alternate signer.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Current Practice

Currently, all electronically produced Town checks for payroll and accounts payable, regardless of their
amount, bear the signatures of the Finance Director and Town Clerk, per the guidance issued from the
former SOP on Procurement of Materials mentioned above, which stated the following:  

"All checks for expenditures of Town monies for an amount of less than $1,000 shall bear one signature
of either the Town Manager, Town Clerk or Finance Director.  All checks for expenditures of Town
monies for an amount equal to or greater than $1,000 shall bear two signatures of the Town Manager,
Town Clerk or Finance Director.  The Mayor and Vice-Mayor may serve as a signator for any
expenditure in the absence of the Town Manager, Town Clerk or Finance Director."

In researching check signature policies from other jurisdictions, a dual signature format with both the
Town Manager and the Finance Director was very common as these two positions hold the
administrative fiduciary responsibilities overseeing the assets of the Town.  It is also recommended that



administrative fiduciary responsibilities overseeing the assets of the Town.  It is also recommended that
the Town Clerk be designated as an alternate signer in the absence of either the Town Manager or
Finance Director.  Upon approval of the proposed resolution, staff will update the electronic signature
stamp used in accounts payable and payroll check processing to include the signatures of the Town
Manager and the Finance Director.

FISCAL IMPACT:
An update of the electronic signature stamp with the signatures of the Town Manager and Finance
Director will cost approximately $300.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to approve Resolution No. (R)11-59, Authorizing and approving an amendment to the Town
Financial and Budgetary Policies, adding a new Section C.5, authorizing signatures on checks.

Attachments
Reso 11-59



 
 

RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-59 
 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF 
ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING AND APPROVING AN 
AMENDMENT TO THE TOWN FINANCIAL AND BUDGETARY 
POLICIES, ADDING A NEW SECTION C.5,  AUTHORIZING 
SIGNATURES ON CHECKS 

 
WHEREAS, the Town of Oro Valley is a political subdivision of the State of Arizona vested 
with all associated rights, privileges and benefits and is entitled to the immunities and 
exemptions granted municipalities and political subdivision under the Constitution and laws of 
the State of Arizona and the United States; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Town adopted the Financial and Budgetary Policies for the administration of 
the financial operations of the Town; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Town desires to amend the Town of Oro Valley Financial and Budgetary 
Policies adding a new Section C.5, Signatures on Checks, designating the Town Manager and 
Finance Director as the authorized check signers and designating the Town Clerk as the alternate 
check signer in the absence of either the Town Manager or the Finance Director; and 
 
WHEREAS, it is in the best interest of the Town to amend the Town Financial and Budgetary 
Policies, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference, adding a new 
Section C.5, Signatures on Checks. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that: 
 
SECTION 1. The amendment to the Town Financial and Budgetary Policies adding Section 
C.5, Signatures on Checks, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this 
reference, designating the Town Manager and Finance Director as authorized check signers over 
the assets of the Town and designating the Town Clerk as the alternate check signer in the 
absence of either the Town Manager or Finance Director is hereby authorized and approved. 
 
SECTION 2. If any portion of the Town of Oro Valley Financial Policies is found to not be 
enforceable by a court of competent jurisdiction, that portion shall be declared severable, and the 
remainder of the policies will remain in full force and effect. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 7th day of September, 2011. 
 
 
       TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
 
        
             
       Dr. Satish I. Hiremath, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
             
Julie K. Bower, Town Clerk    Tobin Rosen, Town Attorney 
 
Date:        Date:       
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 

Town of Oro Valley 
Financial and Budgetary Policies 

 
The Town of Oro Valley has an important responsibility to its residents to carefully account for 
public funds, manage its finances prudently, and to plan for the adequate funding of services 
desired by the public.  Sound financial policies will help to ensure the Town’s capability to 
adequately fund and provide the government services desired by the community.  Following 
these policies will enhance the Town’s financial health as well as its image and reputation with 
residents, the general public, bond and credit rating agencies and investors.  The policies will 
serve as guidelines for the Town’s overall fiscal planning and management.  In addition, the 
Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA), as well as the National Advisory Council on 
State and Local Budgeting (NACSLB) recommends formal adoption of financial policies by the 
jurisdiction’s governing board.  The policies contained herein are designed to foster and support 
the continued financial strength and stability of the Town of Oro Valley. 
 
A.  Financial Planning Policies: 
 
A.1 Balanced Budgeting and Fiscal Planning Policies 
 
Fiscal planning is the process of identifying resources and allocating those resources among 
multiple and competing needs.  The primary vehicle for this planning is the preparation, 
monitoring and analysis of the Town’s budget. 
 
A.1.1  The Town shall develop an annual budget whereby recurring Town revenues shall be 

sufficient to support recurring operating expenditures with no use of General Fund 
contingency to support ongoing operational expenses. 

 
A.1.2  The Town’s annual budget will include contingency appropriation to provide for 

unanticipated increases in service delivery costs, emergencies, and needs that may arise 
through the fiscal year.  The contingency appropriation may only be expended upon 
Council approval. 

 
A.1.3  Budget development will use strategic multi-year fiscal planning; conservative revenue 

forecasts and a program/performance based budgeting method.  This method requires 
each department to establish fiscal year goals and objectives that will be evaluated to 
determine the effectiveness and efficiency of both department and Town resources.  
Utilization of a program/performance budget format will provide a basis for evaluation 
of service and other impacts of potential increases or decreases in funding. 

 
A.1.4   Monthly budget-to-actual revenue and expenditure reports will be prepared for all Town 

funds by the Finance Department and presented to the Town Council.  The reports will 
also include revenue and expenditure projections through the end of the fiscal year. 
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A.1.5  The Town will not use one-time (non-recurring) revenues to fund continuing 

(recurring) uses, or use external borrowing for operational requirements.  The budget 
will incorporate the best available estimates of revenues and expenditures. 

 
A.1.6  All budgetary appropriations that have not been expended or lawfully encumbered shall 

lapse at the end of the fiscal year, June 30th.  Appropriations for capital projects in 
progress at fiscal year end shall be made for the subsequent fiscal year. 

 
A.1.7  The Town shall minimize the financial burden on its taxpayers by routinely evaluating 

both its administrative and direct service delivery systems in terms of efficiency, 
effectiveness and responsiveness.  Technology shall be utilized when feasible to 
increase efficiency and cost-effectiveness. 

 
A.1.8  Any fiscal year-end special revenue fund balance amounts in other special revenue 

funds of the Town shall be maintained, preserved separately, and carried forward 
within those funds and not considered as part of the contingency reserve requirement 
for the Town’s General Fund. 

 
A.1.9  The Town’s annual budget shall be legally adopted by the Town Council at the fund 

level, except in the General Fund, where it shall be adopted at the department level.  To 
provide sufficient control and accountability, budgets shall be prepared and monitored 
by major expenditure categories (personnel, operations and maintenance, capital outlay, 
debt service). 

 
A.1.10 The Town shall promote the understanding that its employees are its most valuable 

resource and shall employ sound management practices when planning for service 
delivery.  The Town shall be committed to maintaining and improving the productivity 
of staff through a pleasant working environment, appropriate equipment, including 
office automation and computer applications, necessary training and adequate supplies 
and materials as resources and adopted policies permit. 

 
A.2 Long Range Planning 
 
A.2.1  As part of the annual Town budget preparation cycle, the Finance Department shall 

prepare a minimum 5-year financial forecast of projected revenues and expenditures to 
measure the financial sustainability of the Town’s operations and service levels. 

 
A.3 Cash Management and Investment Policy  
 
A.3.1   Cash and investment programs will be maintained in accordance with the Town’s 

adopted Investment Policy and will ensure that proper controls and safeguards are 
maintained.  Town funds will be managed with an emphasis on safety of principal, 
liquidity and financial yield, in that order. 
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A.3.2  Bond funds will be segregated from all other funds for arbitrage and accounting 
purposes. 

 
A.3.3  Ownership of the Town’s investment securities will be protected through third party 

custodial safekeeping. 
 
A.3.4  All Town bank accounts shall be reconciled and reviewed on a monthly basis. 
 
A.3.5  The Town will consolidate cash balances from various funds for investment purposes, 

and will allocate investment earnings to each participating fund.  This will allow the 
Town to maximize yields from its overall portfolio. 

 
A.3.6  Investment performance will be reviewed and reported on as outlined in the current 

adopted investment policy. 
 
A.3.7  All treasury activities with financial institutions will be conducted based upon written 

contracts between the Town and the respective financial institution(s). 
 
A.4 Asset Inventory 
 
A.4.1  Capital assets are assets with an acquisition cost of $5,000 or more and an estimated 

useful life of two or more years.  Such assets shall be depreciated in the Town’s 
financial statements over their estimated useful lives. 

 
A.4.2 Minor assets are assets with an acquisition cost of $1,000 or more but less than $5,000 

and an estimated useful life of two or more years.  Such assets will not be depreciated 
in the Town’s financial statements. 

 
A.4.3  Expendable items are machinery and equipment purchases whose cost is less than 

$1,000.  These items will not be depreciated. 
 
A.4.4  The Town will depreciate capital assets using the straight line depreciation method. 
 
A.4.5  The Town will project equipment and vehicle replacement needs for the next five years 

and will update this projection each year.  Based on the availability of funding, Town 
departments will be charged an annual contribution amount to accumulate funds for this 
purpose based on a portion of their annual asset depreciation. 

 
A.4.6  The Finance Department shall be responsible for verifying the actual physical existence 

of capital and minor assets and the accuracy of the Town’s asset database.  These 
responsibilities will be accomplished through asset audits of Town departments and 
divisions.  Any significant irregularities must be reported to the Town Manager. 

 
A.4.7  The Town will maintain capital assets and infrastructure at a sufficient level to protect 

the Town’s investment, to minimize future replacement and maintenance costs, and to 
continue service levels. 
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B.  Revenue Policies: 
 
B.1 Revenue Diversification 
 
B.1.1  The Town will strive for a General Fund revenue base consisting of a balance of sales 

taxes, state shared revenues, user fees and other revenue sources. 
 
B.1.2  The Town will maintain a diversified and stable revenue base to protect against short 

term fluctuations in any single revenue source and economic changes locally and 
nationally. 

 
B.1.3  The Town will estimate revenues in a realistic and conservative manner in order to 

minimize the risk of a revenue shortfall. 
 
B.2 Fees and Charges 
 
B.2.1  All non-enterprise fund user fees and charges shall be examined annually to determine 

the cost recovery rate.  The acceptable recovery rate and any associated changes to user 
fees and charges will be approved by Town Council or as specified in Town code. 

 
B.2.2  Development impact fees for capital expenses attributable to new development will be 

reviewed periodically to ensure the fees recover all direct and indirect development 
related expenses and be approved by Town Council. 

 
 
 
B.2.3  For enterprise fund operations, the Town will establish rates and fees at levels to fully 

cover the total direct and indirect costs, including operations, capital outlay, debt 
service, debt coverage requirements and unrestricted cash reserve balances.  Enterprise 
funds will not be used to subsidize the operations of other funds.  Interfund charges will 
be assessed for the administrative support of the enterprise activity. 

 
B.3 Use of One-time Revenues 

 
B.3.1  The Town will utilize one-time (non-recurring) revenues to fund one-time operating 

expenditures, prepay existing debt, or supplement “pay as you go” capital outlay.  One-
time revenues shall not be used to fund recurring expenditures. 

 
B.4 Use of Unpredictable Revenues 
 
B.4.1  If the Town should receive unpredictable revenues from sales tax audits, unbudgeted 

grant funding, gifts or donations, the Town shall account for these revenues as one-time 
revenues.  They shall not be used to fund recurring expenditures. 

 
C.  Expenditure Policies: 
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C.1 Debt Capacity, Issuance and Management: 
 
C.1.1  The Town will seek to maintain and, if possible, improve its current bond rating in 

order to minimize borrowing costs and preserve access to credit.  The Town will 
encourage and maintain good relations with financial bond rating agencies and will 
follow a policy of full and open disclosure. 

 
C.1.2  Future bond issue proposals will be accompanied by an analysis showing how the new 

issue, combined with current debt, impacts the Town’s debt capacity and conformance 
with Town debt policies. 

 
C.1.3  The general policy of the Town is to fund capital projects with new, dedicated streams 

of revenue or voter-approved debt.  Non voter- approved debt may be utilized when a 
dedicated revenue source or sufficient general revenue can be identified to pay debt 
service expenditures. 

 
C.1.4  Financing shall not exceed the useful life of the acquired asset. 
 
C.1.5  The Town shall not use long term debt to finance current operations. 
 
 
C.1.6  The Town will establish debt repayment schedules with fixed annual principal and 

interest payments. 
 

C.1.7  Proceeds from bonded debt will be used in accordance with the purpose of the issuance.  
Funds remaining after the project is completed will be used in accordance with the 
provisions stated in the bond ordinance that authorized the issuance of the debt. 

 
C.1.8  The Town shall comply with the Internal Revenue Service arbitrage rebate 

requirements for bonded indebtedness. 
 
C.1.9  Interest earnings on bond proceeds will be limited to 1) funding or acquiring the 

improvement(s) or asset(s) or 2) payment of debt service on the bonds. 
 
C.1.10  All projects funded with bonded debt must be included in the Town’s Capital 

Improvement Plan. 
 
C.1.11  When considering refunding any outstanding bonded debt, the Town will perform a 

cost benefit analysis to determine if the cost savings of refunding will be greater than 
the cost to refund.  Considerations will be made with regard to the existing bond 
covenants when refunding any bonded debt. 

 
C.1.12  When utility revenues are pledged as debt service payments, the Town will strive to 

maintain a 1.3 times debt service coverage ratio to ensure debt coverage in times of 
revenue fluctuation.  This will be in addition to the required ratio in the bond indenture. 
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C.1.13  The Town will communicate, and where appropriate, coordinate with all jurisdictions 

with which we share a common tax base concerning our collective plans for future debt 
issues. 

 
C.1.14 The Arizona Constitution limits the Town’s bonded debt capacity (outstanding principal) 

to a certain percentage of the Town’s secondary assessed valuation by the type of 
project to be constructed.  The limit for general purpose municipal projects is 6%.  For 
water, light, sewer, open space, public safety, park, law enforcement, fire and 
emergency services, and streets and transportation facilities projects, the limit is 20%. 

 
C.2 Capital Improvement Plan Policies 
The purpose of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) is to systematically identify, plan, schedule, 
finance, track and monitor capital projects to ensure cost-effectiveness as well as conformance to 
established policies. 
 
C.2.1  A five year Capital Improvement Plan will be developed and updated annually, 

including anticipated funding sources.  Capital improvement projects are defined as 
infrastructure, equipment purchases or construction which results in or makes 
improvements to a capitalized asset costing more than $50,000 and having a useful life 
of five or more years. 

 
C.2.2  The Capital Improvement Plan will include, in addition to estimated operating and 

maintenance expenditures, adequate funding to support repair and replacement of 
deteriorating infrastructure and avoidance of a significant unfunded liability. 

 
C.2.3  Proposed capital projects will be reviewed and prioritized by a cross-departmental team 

regarding accurate costing (design, capital and operating) and overall consistency with 
the Town’s goals and objectives.  Financing sources will then be identified for the 
projects ranking the highest based on the established ranking systems and limited 
monies. 

 
C.2.4  Capital improvement lifecycle costs will be coordinated with the development of the 

operating budget.  Future operating, maintenance and replacement costs associated with 
new capital improvements will be forecast, matched to available revenue sources and 
included in the operating budget. 

 
C.2.5  The current year of the Capital Improvement Plan will become the capital budget. 
 
C.2.6  Staff will monitor projects in progress to ensure their timely completion or the 

adjustment of the Capital Improvement Plan as approved by Council.  A quarterly 
status report will be presented to the Town Council to monitor each project’s progress 
and to identify any significant issues. 

 
C.3 Fund Balance Reserve Policies 
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C.3.1   Fund balance reserves will be established to offset difficult economic times, stabilize 
fluctuations in cash flow requirements, provide for emergency situations threatening the 
public health or safety, provide for unanticipated increases in service delivery costs, 
unanticipated declines in revenue, unforeseen opportunities and contingencies.  Use of 
reserves should be utilized only after all budget sources have been examined for 
available funds, and subject to Town Council approval. 

 
C.3.2  In accordance with Governmental Accounting Standards Board Statement No. 54, fund 

balances will be classified in the following components: 
 

o Nonspendable Fund Balance: That portion of a fund balance that includes 
amounts that cannot be spent because they are either (a) not in spendable form, 
such as prepaid items, supplies inventory, or loans receivable; or (b) legally or 
contractually required to be maintained intact, such as the principal portion of an 
endowment.  This category was traditionally reported as a “reserved” fund 
balance under the old standard. 

 
o Restricted Fund Balance: That portion of a fund balance that reflects constraints 

placed on the use of resources (other than nonspendable items) that are either (a) 
externally imposed by creditors, such as debt covenants, grantors, contributors, or 
laws or regulations of other governments; or (b) imposed by law through 
constitutional provisions or enabling legislation.  This category was traditionally 
reported as a “reserved” fund balance under the old standard 

 
o Committed Fund Balance: That portion of a fund balance that includes amounts 

that can only be used for specific purposes pursuant to constraints imposed by 
formal action of the government’s highest level of decision making authority, and 
remain binding unless remove din the same manner.  This category was 
traditionally reported as a “designated” fund balance under the old standard. 

 
o Assigned Fund Balance: That portion of a fund balance that includes amounts that 

are constrained by the government’s intent to be used for specific purposes, but 
that are neither restricted nor committed.  Such intent needs to be established at 
either the highest level of decision making, or by an official designated for that 
purpose.  This category was traditionally reported as a “designated” fund balance 
under the old standard. 

 
o Unassigned Fund Balance: That portion of a fund balance that includes amounts 

that do not fall into one of the above four categories.  The General Fund is the 
only fund that should report this category of fund balance.  This category was 
traditionally reported as an “undesignated” fund balance under the old standard. 

 
 
 
C.3.3  The Town shall maintain, at a minimum, a fund balance contingency reserve in the 

General Fund which represents 25% of the General Fund’s annual expenditures with no 
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use of the General Fund contingency to support ongoing operational expenses.  This 
minimum reserve amount will be incorporated into the General Fund budget adopted by 
formal action taken by the Town Council.  Accordingly, these reserves will be 
classified as committed fund balances. 

 
C.3.4  Fund balance reserves may only be appropriated by authorization of the Town Council.  

A plan will be developed to adequately replenish reserves when appropriations are 
projected to reduce reserves below the required minimum levels. 

 
C.3.5  When multiple categories of fund balance reserves are available for expenditure (for 

example, a construction project is being funded partly by a grant, funds set aside by the 
Town Council and unassigned fund balance), the Town will start with the most 
restricted category – spending those funds first – before moving down to the next 
category with available funds. 

 
C.3.6  Contingency reserves will be maintained at 5% of the operating budget expenditures for 

the Water Enterprise Fund.  
 
C.3.7  All Town budgetary fund designations and reserves will be evaluated annually for long-

term adequacy and use requirements in conjunction with development of the Town’s 
long-term financial forecast. 

 
C.4 Operating Expenditure Accountability 
 
C.4.1   Expenditures will be controlled as outlined in the approved budget.  

 
C.4.2  Department heads are responsible for monitoring expenditures to prevent exceeding 

their total departmental expenditure budget.  It is the responsibility of these department 
heads to immediately notify the Finance Director and Town Manager of any 
circumstances that could result in a departmental budget being exceeded. 

 
C.4.3  The Arizona Constitution sets a limit on the expenditures of local jurisdictions.  The 

Town will comply with these expenditure limitations and will submit an audited 
expenditure limitation report, audited financial statements, and audited reconciliation 
report as defined by the Uniform Expenditure Reporting System to the State Auditor 
General within prescribed timelines. 

 
C.4.4  Monthly budget-to-actual revenue and expenditure reports will be prepared for all 

Town funds by the Finance Department and presented to the Town Council.  The 
reports will also include revenue and expenditure projections through the end of the 
fiscal year. 

 
C.4.5  To provide flexibility in the management of departmental budgets for major 

expenditures (personnel, operations and maintenance, capital outlay and debt service) 
the following budget amendment and transfer provisions shall apply: 
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o Transfers between funds shall require the recommendation of the Town Manager 
and formal action by the Town Council. 

 
o Transfers between the line items within each major expenditure category shall be 

permitted upon recommendation of the Department Head and approval by the 
Town Manager. 

 
o Transfers between the line items or major expenditure categories to fund 

additional personnel or increased expenditures as a result of personnel 
reclassifications shall require the recommendation of the Town Manager and 
formal action by the Town Council. 

 
o Transfers between the operations and maintenance and capital outlay major 

expenditure categories shall be permitted upon recommendation of the 
Department Head and approval by the Town Manager. 

 
o Transfers that would reduce or eliminate funding for items designated in the 

adopted Capital Improvement Plan shall require the recommendation of the Town 
Manager and approval of the Town Council. 

 
o Transfers that would reduce or eliminate funding for debt service shall require the 

recommendation of the Town Manager and approval by the Town Council. 
 
C.5  SIGNATURES ON CHECKS 
 
C.5.1    ALL CHECKS FOR EXPENDITURES OF TOWN FUNDS SHALL BEAR TWO 
SIGNATURES CONSISTING OF THE TOWN MANAGER AND THE FINANCE 
DIRECTOR.  IN THE EVENT OF THE ABSENCE OF EITHER THE TOWN MANAGER OR 
FINANCE DIRECTOR, THE TOWN CLERK MAY ACT AS AN AUTHORIZED 
ALTERNATE SIGNER. 
 
D.  Financial Reporting Policies 
 
D.1.1  The Town’s accounting and financial reporting systems will be maintained in 

conformance with all state and federal laws, generally accepted accounting principles 
(GAAP) and standards of the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) and 
the Government Finance Officers Association (GFOA). 

 
D.1.2  An annual audit of the Town’s financial statements will be performed by an independent 

certified public accounting firm; with an audit opinion to be included with the Town’s 
published Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR). 

 
D.1.3  The Town’s CAFR will be submitted to the GFOA Certification of Achievement for 

Excellence in Financial Reporting Program.  The financial report should be in conformity 
with GAAP, demonstrate compliance with finance related legal and contractual 
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provisions, disclose thoroughness and detail sufficiency, and minimize ambiguities and 
potential for misleading inference. 

 
D.1.4  The Town’s budget will be submitted annually to the GFOA for the Distinguished 

Budget Presentation Award.  The budget should satisfy criteria as a financial and 
programmatic policy document, as a comprehensive financial plan, as an operations 
guide for all organizational units and as a communications device for all significant 
budgetary issues, trends and resource choices. 

 
D.1.5  Financial systems will maintain internal controls to monitor revenues, expenditures and 

program performance on an ongoing basis. 
 
 
 

 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
SERIES 10 (BEER & WINE STORE) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR QUIKTRIP #1475 LOCATED AT 11045 N.
ORACLE ROAD

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this liquor license to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses &
Control for the following reasons:

1.  No protests to this license have been received.

2.  The necessary background investigation was conducted by the Police Department.

3.  The Police Department has no objections to the approval of the Series 10 Liquor License.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
An application has been submitted by Mr. Troy DeVos for a Series 10 (Beer & Wine Store) Liquor
License for QuikTrip #1475 located at 11045 N. Oracle Road.  Agent/owner Mr. Troy DeVos has
submitted all necessary paperwork to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control and to the
Town of Oro Valley and has paid all related fees associated with applying for the liquor license.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
In accordance with Section 4-201 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the application was posted for 20
days on the premises of the applicant's property, ending July 12, 2011.  No protests were received
during this time period.  Police Chief Daniel Sharp completed a standard background check on QuikTrip
#1475 and Owner/Agent Troy DeVos and has no objection to the approval of the Series 10 (Beer and
Wine Store) Liquor License.

Series 10 Liquor License Description: Allows a retail store to sell beer and wine (no other spirituous
liquors), only in the original unbroken package, to be taken away from the premises of the retailer and
consumed off the premises. A retailer with off-sale privileges may deliver spirituous liquor off of the
licensed premises in connection with a retail sale.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 10 Liquor License to the Arizona



I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 10 Liquor License to the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for Mr. Troy DeVos for QuikTrip #1475 located at 11045 N.
Oracle Road, Oro Valley, AZ, 85737.

Attachments
QuikTrip #1475 Liquor License









   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
SERIES 10 (BEER AND WINE STORE) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR GIANT #617 LOCATED AT 8080 N.
ORACLE ROAD

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this liquor license to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control for the following reasons:

1.  No protests to this license have been received.

2.  The necessary background investigation was conducted by the Police Department.

3.  The Police Department has no objections to the approval of the Series 10 Liquor License.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
An application has been submitted by Mr. Roger Burton for a Series 10 (Beer and Wine Store) Liquor
License for Giant #617 located at 8080 N. Oracle Road.  Agent/owner Mr. Roger Burton has submitted
all necessary paperwork to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control and to the Town of
Oro Valley and has paid all related fees associated with applying for the liquor license.

A Series 10 liquor license was originally applied for and approved by the Town Council on January 7,
2004 for the Catalina Mart Oracle/McGee located at 8080 N. Oracle Road.  This interim/new liquor
license was submitted due to a change in ownership to Western Refining Southwest, Inc.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
In accordance with Section 4-201 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the application was posted for 20
days on the premises of the applicant's property, ending July 14, 2011.  No protests were received
during this time period.  Police Chief Daniel Sharp completed a standard background check on Giant
#617 and Owner/Agent Roger Burton and has no objection to the approval of the Series 10 (Beer and
Wine Store) Liquor License.

Series 10 Liquor License Description: Allows a retail store to sell beer and wine (no other spirituous
liquors), only in the original unbroken package, to be taken away from the premises of the retailer and
consumed off the premises. A retailer with off-sale privileges may deliver spirituous liquor off of the
licensed premises in connection with a retail sale.

FISCAL IMPACT:



N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 10 Liquor License to the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for Mr. Roger Burton for Giant #617 located at 8080 N.
Oracle Road, Oro Valley, AZ, 85737.

Attachments
Giant #617 Liquor License









   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
SERIES 12 (RESTAURANT) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR AMARSI RISTORANTE LOCATED AT 12152 N.
RANCHO VISTOSO BLVD. #170

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this liquor license to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control for the following reasons:

1.  No protests to this license have been received.

2.  The necessary background investigation was conducted by the Police Department.

3.  The Police Department has no objections to the approval of the Series 12 Liquor License.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
An application has been submitted by Mr. Karim Hamdan for a Series 12 (Restaurant) Liquor License
for Amarsi Ristorante located at 12152 N. Rancho Vistoso Blvd. #170.  Agent/owner Mr. Karim
Hamdan has submitted all necessary paperwork to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control and to the Town of Oro Valley and has paid all related fees associated with applying for the liquor
license.

A Series 12 liquor license was originally applied for and approved by the Town Council on February 17,
2010 for Amarsi Ristorante located at 12152 N. Rancho Vistoso Blvd. #170. This interim/new liquor
license was submitted due to a change in ownership from Amarsi, LLC to Marlie Group, LLC.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
In accordance with Section 4-201 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the application was posted for 20
days on the premises of the applicant's property, ending August 3, 2011.  No protests were received
during this time period.  Police Chief Daniel Sharp completed a standard background check on Amarsi
Ristorante and Owner/Agent Karim Hamdan and has no objection to the approval of the Series 12
(Restaurant) Liquor License.

Series 12 Liquor License Description: Allows the holder of a restaurant license to sell and serve
spirituous liquor solely for consumption on the premises of an establishment which derives at least forty
percent (40%) of its gross revenue from the sale of food.

FISCAL IMPACT:



N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 12 Liquor License to the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for Mr. Karim Hamdan for Amarsi Ristorante located at
12152 N. Rancho Vistoso Blvd. #170, Oro Valley, AZ, 85755.

Attachments
Amarsi Ristorante Liquor License









   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   4.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING - DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
SERIES 12 (RESTAURANT) LIQUOR LICENSE FOR CARLOTA'S AUTHENTIC MEXICAN CUISINE
LOCATED AT 10420 N. LA CANADA DR. #170

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval of this liquor license to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control for the following reasons:

1.  No protests to this license have been received.

2.  The necessary background investigation was conducted by the Police Department.

3.  The Police Department has no objections to the approval of the Series 12 Liquor License.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
An application has been submitted by Ms. Ana Perez for a Series 12 (Restaurant) Liquor License for
Carlota's Authentic Mexican Cuisine located at 10420 N. La Canada Dr. #170.  Agent/owner Ms. Ana
Perez has submitted all necessary paperwork to the Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and
Control and to the Town of Oro Valley and has paid all related fees associated with applying for the liquor
license.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
In accordance with Section 4-201 of the Arizona Revised Statutes, the application was posted for 20
days on the premises of the applicant's property, ending August 5, 2011.  No protests were received
during this time period.  Police Chief Daniel Sharp completed a standard background check on Carlota's
Authentic Mexican Cuisine and Owner/Agent Ana Perez and has no objection to the approval of the
Series 12 (Restaurant) Liquor License.

Series 12 Liquor License Description: Allows the holder of a restaurant license to sell and serve
spirituous liquor solely for consumption on the premises of an establishment which derives at least forty
percent (40%) of its gross revenue from the sale of food.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 12 Liquor License to the Arizona



I MOVE to (recommend, deny) approval of the issuance of the Series 12 Liquor License to the Arizona
Department of Liquor Licenses and Control for Ms. Ana Perez for Carlota's Authentic Mexican Cuisine
located at 10420 N. La Canada Dr. #170, Oro Valley, Arizona, 85737.

Attachments
Carlota's Liquor License









   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   5.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: Matt Michels Submitted By: Tracey Gransie, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN AMENDMENT TO THE STEAM PUMP
VILLAGE MASTER SIGN PROGRAM

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning and Zoning Commission voted 8-0, recommending approval of the Steam Pump Village
Master Sign Program amendment, subject to the conditions in Exhibit "A."

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Steam Pump Village development has received previous approval of a Master Sign Program for this
site. The applicant is requesting an amendment to the Master Sign Program to incorporate fuel and wall
signage standards for future development, including the Quik Trip gas station and convenience store.
Please see the attached amended Master Sign Program (Attachment #2) for specific details of the
request. 

The Amendment to the Master Sign Program contains proposed fuel sign and wall sign standards that
deviate somewhat from the Town’s Zoning Code standards in terms of sign area, height, and quantity. A
comparison of the proposed standards to Town sign code standards is contained on page 2 of the
attached July 26, 2011 Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) report (Attachment #3), Oro Valley
Zoning Code Compliance.  

The Conceptual Design Review Board is required to review amendments to Master Sign Programs and
make a recommendation to the Town Council. 

On July 26, 2011, the Conceptual Design Review Board recommended approval of the proposed
amendments, subject to the conditions in Attachment #1.  Issues discussed included the proposed 8' fuel
sign and the proposed allowance for wall signs on all four elevations of multi-tenant building. Please refer
to the July 26, 2011, CDRB report for additional details regarding the applications (Attachment #3) and
the draft meeting minutes (Attachment #4) for information regarding the CDRB meeting.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Zoning Conformance

Please refer to the attached July 26, 2011, CDRB report (Attachment #3) for a table comparing the
applicant's request to Town Zoning Code Standards.

Site Conditions

• Property is 41 acres



• Property is 41 acres
• Zoning is Steam Pump Village Planned Area Development (PAD), Commercial
• Commercial uses (retail, restaurant, hotel, and proposed Quik Trip gas station and convenience store)
are located in the PAD

Approvals to Date

• August, 2005: Master Sign Program for Steam Pump Village approved by Council on August 3, 2005
(OV3-05-04)
• April, 2011: PAD Amendment for Steam Pump Village approved by Town Council
• July, 2011: Quik Trip Development Plan approved by Town Council

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to [approve, approve with conditions, or deny] the Amendment to the Steam Pump Village
Master Sign Program, subject to the conditions in Exhibit "A."

Attachments
Attachment #1-Conditions of Approval
Attachment #2-Revised Master Sign Program
Attachment #3-July 26, 2011 CDRB Report
Attachment #4-Draft July 26, 2011, CDRB Minutes



Exhibit “A”  
Conditions of Approval 

Steam Pump Village Master Sign Program Amendment 
OV311-004 

 
 

1. Section VI.A.14.b, Colors, shall indicate that various Plexiglas letters and logo colors may 
utilize the approved Master Sign Program (MSP) colors as well as corporate sign or logo 
colors as defined by the MSP.  No fluorescent or iridescent colors shall be permitted. 

 
2. Section IV, Prohibited Signs, shall include a provision that “A-frame” signs are prohibited 

unless expressly permitted by Chapter 28 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code. 
 



MASTER SIGN PACKAGE

FOR

Steam Pump Village

BY

EVERGREEN DEVCO, INC.

2390 East Camelback Road, Suite 410
Phoenix, Arizona 85016

Adopted by Mayor and Council
August 3, 2005

OV3-05-04
0V3-08-07

As Amended: , 20092011

Revised: 03-08-07OVO3-11-004



I. General Requirements

All signs that are intended to be placed in or on the Shopping Center will be reviewed by
Evergreen Devco, Inc. or its Assignee (“Evergreen”) for compatibility with these
guidelines. Each building Owner/Occupant will receive a copy of these guidelines before
designing signs. Plans must be approved in writing by Evergreen prior to installation.
Evergreen’s approval of such plans does not constitute a representation or warranty that
such plans are in compliance with applicable governmental requirements. Compliance
with all governmental requirements is the sole responsibility of each Owner/Occupant.
The Town of Oro Valley is not responsible for ensuring that each Owner/Occupant
obtains approval from Evergreen prior to the fabrication and installation of signs and the
Town shall not be held responsible for its approval of any signage that has not been
approved by Evergreen.

1. Each Owner/Occupant must submit to Evergreen 2 sets of detailed drawings of all
signs at least 15 days prior to submitting for permits.

2. After the proposal is reviewed, Evergreen will return one set of drawings marked
either “Approved,” “Approved as Noted,” or “Revise and Resubmit.”

1. Approved – Owner/Occupant is allowed to proceed with sign
permitting/construction/installation.

2. Approved as Noted – Owner/Occupant must make any revisions noted on plans
before proceeding with sign permitting/construction/installation.

3. Revise and Resubmit – Drawings will be returned with comments and should be
revised accordingly. Owner/Occupant must then resubmit for another review.

3. Sign content shall be restricted to the identification of business or service located
on a Parcel.



II. Sign Criteria

This Master Sign Package is established for the purpose of assuring that Steam Pump
Village (the “Shopping Center”) will be an outstanding commercial development with
distinctive and compatible signs for the benefit of all owners and occupants. All signs
must be integrated with the Shopping Center’s architectural character and designed in a
manner that will not create a nuisance or diminish the visibility and/or value of other
Parcels. Endeavors have been made to work within the requirements of the Town of Oro
Valley sign ordinances while creating unique designs that are architecturally compatible
with the Shopping Center and make a strong identity statement. All Shopping Center
sign regulations shall be governed by this Master Sign Package.

All signs within the Shopping Center must conform to the standards outlined in this
Master Sign Package. Conformance will be strictly enforced and nonconforming
installation or unapproved signage must be brought into conformance at the expense of
the violating party.

III. Standards and Requirements

A. Sign content shall be restricted to the identification of business or service located on a
Parcel.

B. All signs shall be made of durable and long-lasting materials.
C. No exposed neon tubing, ballasts, crossovers, raceways, conduits, conductors or

transformers are permitted, except conduit at any under-canopy signs (which must be
painted to match the canopy).

D. All screws, nails and fasteners shall be made of non-corrosive materials.
E. Any damage to a building’s fascia, canopy, structure, roof or flashing which is caused

by the sign contractor or Owner/Occupant must be repaired and/or paid for by the
sign contractor or Owner/Occupant. All penetrations of the building structure
required for sign installation shall be neatly sealed in a watertight condition. No
penetrations of the roof of any building are permitted.

F. No labels shall be permitted on the exposed surface of signs, except those required by
local ordinance. Those required shall be applied in an inconspicuous location.

G. All neon shall have P-K housing.
H. All electrical signs shall bear the UL label and shall conform to local building code,

electrical code and zoning standards.



IV. Prohibited Signs

No sign shall be painted on the surface of any building or structure. No sign shall be
placed or located on the roof or extend above the roof of any building. No sign shall be
located or constructed in a manner that materially impairs the visibility of or access to
any other parcel or the buildings located thereon without the prior written consent of the
Owner(s) of the adversely affected parcel(s). No animated, flashing, blinking, audible,
placard, poster, playbill, posting, painting, change-panel, flag, fixed balloon, rotating
light, “A-frame,” moving or rotating signs are permitted. Signs cannot be installed
within the public right-of-way. No sign shall be placed on or attached to any vehicle
except for signs painted directly on the surface of the vehicle and meeting all applicable
governmental requirements. The primary use of such vehicles shall be in connection with
the operation of a business on a Parcel and not advertising or identifying the business
premises. No sign shall be permitted which is structurally unsafe or constitutes a hazard
to safety or health. Prohibited signs are further regulated by the Oro Valley Zoning Code
Revised, Chapter 28, Signs.

V. Freestanding, Fuel and Entryway Signs

The design of all Freestanding, Fuel and Entryway signs and panels to be placed thereon
is subject to the review and approval of Evergreen. All freestanding signs shall be
“monument” style and must be compatible with the architecture of the Shopping Center.
The maximum area of all Freestanding and Entryway signs shall be measured as the
smallest geometric shape to fit around each tenant panel, letters (if individual letters
attached directly to wall or sign), or logo.

A. Entryway Signs

1. For purposes of this Master Sign Program, Entryway Sign shall mean a
permanent sign identifying the name of the Shopping Center.

2. Evergreen will have the option to install five (5) Entryway Signs. This
signage shall consist of reverse pan channel or push thru letters or other
graphics identifying the Shopping Center as shown on Exhibit B.

3. The maximum area of the sign is 32 square feet.
4. The maximum height is not to exceed the height of the entryway wall in

which the sign is placed.
5. There shall be no required setback for the Entryway Signs.
6. All Entryway Signs will be designed to match the materials, color and style of

the approved building elevations. The Entryway Signs will be internally
illuminated with fluorescent lighting.

B. Freestanding Signs

1. For purposes of this Master Sign Program, a Freestanding Sign is a
permanent, freestanding style sign, supported by structures, supports,
columns, uprights, and/or braces, that are placed on, or anchored in the ground



and is independent of the building or business. The sign may be single or
double-faced. The sign may contain the name or logo of the development and
a maximum of six (6) tenants, along with the address of the property.

2. Freestanding Signs will be located along Oracle Road and will be used for
anchor tenants, major retailers and in-line shops at Evergreen’s sole
discretion.

3. Evergreen will have the option to install five (5) Freestanding Signs, as shown
on Exhibit A.

4. The maximum area of each sign is 50 square feet.
5. The maximum height of is 8’ above adjacent grade.
6. There will be a maximum of six businesses identified on each sign.
7. The tenant panels will be routed copy with push through white acrylic.letters.
8. All Freestanding Signs will be designed to match the materials, color and style

of the approved building elevations. The tenant panels are routed aluminum
with back up white acrylic.push through letters. The Freestanding Signs will
be internally illuminated with fluorescent lighting.. There shall be no required
setback for the Freestanding Signs.

C. Fuel Sign

1. For purposes of this Master Sign Program, a Fuel Sign is a permanent,
freestanding monument style sign, supported by structures, supports, columns,
uprights, and/or braces, that are placed on, or anchored in the ground. The
sign may be single or double-faced. The sign may contain the name and/or
logo of the business selling fuel and changeable copy displaying the fuel
pricing as required by the State of Arizona regulations.

2. The Fuel Sign will be located along Oracle Road on the property owned by
the business selling fuel.

3. Evergreen will have the option to install one (1) Fuel Sign, as shown on
Exhibit A.

4. The maximum area of the sign is 50 square feet.
5. The maximum height of is 8’ above grade
6. The Fuel Sign base will be designed to match the materials, color and style of

the approved building elevations. The Pricer and Logo cabinet materials are
routed aluminum with and Lexan as shown on Exhibit F. The Fuel Sign will
be internally illuminated. Fuel prices and fuel type may be displayed as
changeable copy or LED shall be allowed. There shall be no required setback
for the Fuel Sign.

VI. Building Mounted Wall Signs

A. Design
1. The design of all wall signs is subject to the review and approval of

Evergreen.
2. All Storefront signs mustmay be fabricated from individual reverse pan

channel letters, regular pan channel letters with Plexiglas faces, or cabinet
signs for Corporate Signage or Corporate Logos as defined below.



3. Individual pan channel letter and logos must be constructed of aluminum with
a minimum of 3” returns.

4. Letter faces and metal returns, as applicable are to be painted the same color
and to be from the approved color palette unless the color and typestyle of the
sign is a federally registered trademark or signature mark. Letters and/or
logos with corporate colors, or protected by federal law, may be used with
proof of registration at time of application. Unprotected letters and/or logos
shall be restricted to colors provided herein Corporate Signage or Corporate
Logos, as defined below.

5. Individual letters and logos that cannot beare not reverse halo lit must have a
minimum 1/8” Plexiglas face.

6. Reverse pan channel logos with optional routed graphics must have a
minimum 1/8” back up acrylic face and can be decorated with 1st surface
vinyl. All logos require approval of Evergreen Devco.

7. Wall signs must be centered vertically and horizontally on the fascia, or as
otherwise approved by Evergreen.

8. No wall signage may be placed on any of the west elevations of buildings
adjacent to the CDO Wash.

9. No wall signage may be placed on the south elevation of Phase I building 1
(Carpet One) and Phase II building 2 (building located just north of detention
park).

10. Building Frontage/Location: Building Frontage and/or Location are defined as
set forth in the Oro Valley Sign Code.

11. Fasteners: All signs, bolts, fastenings, sleeves, and clips must be of hot-dipped
galvanized iron, stainless steel, aluminum, brass, or bronze.

12. Connection Devises: Exposed connection devises are not permitted.

13. Electrical Parts: Exposed electrical devises are not permitted.

14. Colors: The following color palette has been established for this development.
Each Owner/Occupant shall utilize only those colors approved within this
criterion unless otherwise allowed.

a. Reverse pan channel signs are restricted to the following colors:
i. Medium Bronze 41-312

ii. Aztec Copper 46-402
iii. Tucson Gold 46-258
iv. Black anodic 41-335 (match Matthews)
v. White acrylic 015

vi. Dark Bronze 41-313 (match Matthews)

b. Plexiglas letters and logos may be any color.



15. Letter Style: Letter style is to be per the Owner/Occupant’s corporate
standards, subject to Evergreen's approval.

16. Illumination: Illumination is to be halo backlit, using 4500 white neonHalo or
internal illumination are both permitted.

17. Maximum size of logos shall be limited to 25% of the sign area maximum.
Illumination shall be halo 4500 white neon.

17. Corporate Signage and Corporate Logos, as defined below, may be cabinet
signs, as approved by Evergreen.

18. Corporate Signage and Corporate Logos are defined as letters and/or logos
with corporate colors, or state or federally registered trademarks or signature
marks.

B. Major Tenant Wall Signs (Over 10,000 s.f.) less than 300’ from east property
line.

Size:
1. Minimum sign area shall not exceed one (1) square foot per each lineal foot of

Building Frontage, not to exceed an aggregate of one hundred fifty (150)
square feet in area. Major Tenant wall signs for buildings over one hundred
sixty (160) feet from the east property line, but less than 300 feet from the east
property line shall have a maximum sign area not to exceed one and a half
(1.5) per each lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an aggregate of
two hundred (200) square feet in area. Sign area calculation for letters not
encompassed by a frame or boundary, shall be measured by the sum of the
smallest rectangular shape needed to enclose each letter or symbol. Logos
will be calculated by measuring the overall height by the overall length.
Logos cannot exceed 25% of the total allowed sign area.

2. Signage is allowed on a maximum of two (2)all building elevations for multi-
tenant buildings and on three (3) elevations for single tenant buildings, subject
to the restrictions in VI.A.8 and VI.A.9. All permitted elevations may have
illuminated wall signs.

3. The overall height of primary identification letters is 48”. The maximum
height of secondary copy is 30”.

4. The overall length of any sign may not exceed 80% of any Building Frontage.

C. Major Tenant Wall Signs (Over 10,000 s.f.) more than 300’ from the east
property line.

Size:
1. Maximum sign area shall not exceed one and a half (1.5) square feet per each

lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an aggregate of two hundred (200)
square feet in area. Sign area calculation for letters not encompassed by a frame
or boundary, shall be measured by the sum of the smallest rectangular shape



needed to enclose each letter or symbol. Logos will be calculated by measuring
the overall height by the overall length.

2. Logos cannot exceed 25% of the total allowed sign area.
3.2.Signage is allowed on a maximum of two (2)all building elevations for multi-

tenant buildings and on three (3) elevations for single tenant buildings, subject to
the restrictions in VI.A.8 and VI.A.9. All permitted elevations may have
illuminated wall signs.

4.3.The overall height of primary identification letters is 60”. The maximum height
of secondary copy is 36”.

5.4.The overall length of any sign may not exceed 80% of any Building Frontage.

D. Single Tenant Pad Building Wall Signs (Less than 10,000 s.f.)

Size:
1. If within 300 feet of the east property line, maximum sign area shall not exceed

one (1) square foot per each lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an
aggregate of one hundred fifty (150) square feet in area. If over 300 feet from the
east property line, maximum sign area shall not exceed one and a half (1.5) square
feet per each lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an aggregate of two
hundred (200) square feet in area.

2. Signage is allowed on a maximum of two (2three (3) elevations, subject to the
restrictions in VI.A.8 and VI.A.9. All three (3) elevations may have illuminated
signs.

3. The overall height of primary identification letters is 48”. The maximum height
of secondary copy is 30”.

4. Sign area calculation for Letters and Logos shall be calculated by measuring the
overall height of the tallest letter by the overall length of the sign.

5. Logos cannot exceed 25% of the total allowed sign area.
6.5.The overall length of any sign may not exceed 80% of any Building Frontage.

E. In Line Retail Shop Tenant Wall Signs (less than 10,000 s.f.)

Size:
1. If within 300 feet of East property line, maximum sign area shall not exceed one

(1) square feet per each lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an
aggregate of one hundred fifty (150) square feet in area. If over 300 feet from the
east property line, maximum sign area shall not exceed one and a half (1.5) square
feet per each lineal foot of Building Frontage, not to exceed an aggregate of two
hundred (200) square feet in area.

2. If a business is not identified on a separate freestanding identification sign then
the total wall sign area on up to two building walls may be increased by 10%, but
may not exceed a maximum of one hundred fifty (150) square feet per Building
Frontage.

3. Signage is allowed on a maximum of two (2)all building elevations. , subject to
the restrictions in VI.A.8 and VI.A.9. All elevations may have illuminated wall
signs.



4. Sign area calculation for Letters and Logos shall be calculated by measuring the
overall height of the tallest letter by the overall length of the sign.

5. Logos cannot exceed 25% of the total allowed sign area
6.5.The overall length of any sign may not exceed 80% of any Building Frontage.
7.6.The overall height of any single letter or logo shall be restricted as follows:

Leased area up to 2,000 s.f.: 24” maximum letter height
Leased area 2,001 s.f.-6,000 s.f.: 36” maximum letter height
Leased area 6,001 s.f. 9,999 s.f: 48” maximum letter height
Double lines of copy are permitted but shall not exceed a total combined
height of 48”.

VII. Window Signs or Graphics

Glass areas of storefronts and offices may contain graphics indicating business name,
address or suite number, hours of operation, emergency phone numbers, logos, etc.;
subject to compliance with the Oro Valley Sign Code.

VIII. Directional Signs

As shown on Exhibit C.

No more than two (2) Directional Signs shall be permitted per phase.
The locations of Directional Signs shall be subject to review and approval by the Town of
Oro Valley Public Works staff. Specific sign locations shall be indicated on the
construction plans for Phases II-IV.

IX. Directory Signs

As shown on Exhibit D.

No more than two (2) Directory Signs shall be permitted per phase.
The locations of Directory Signs shall be subject to review and approval by the Town of
Oro Valley Public Works staff. Specific sign locations shall be indicated on the
construction plans for Phases II-IV

X. Under Canopy Signs

Occupants of in-line shops space must identify their main entrance with an under canopy
sign as shown on Exhibit E.

Location:
1. Over entrance, oriented perpendicular to store front.



Size:
2. The maximum area of each under canopy sign is as set forth in the Oro Valley

Sign Code. Refer to Exhibit E.

Guidelines:
3. One under canopy sign allowed per entrance.
4. Building occupants may display their own graphics with their corporate identity,

on a standard double-sided panel provided by Evergreen.

XII. Other Additional Sign Types Allowed

All other sign types, including permanent and/or temporary signs shall follow the rules
and regulations set forth in the Town of Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised, Chapter 1228,
Signs. All permanent signs typestype shall be reviewed by the management company
prior to applying for permits with the municipality and shall be restricted to using only
those colors available within the approved color palette unless protected by federal law.
All logos are restricted to 25% as specified herein.
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A1 SCALE 3/8”=1’-0”
1 BARRIGE "COPPER COAT"  STANDING SEAM ROOF.

4" x 8" ALUMINUM I-BEAM SIMULATED RIDGE RAFTER. 
PAINT DARK BRONZE #41-313 (MATTHEWS).

FASCIA PANEL, PAINT TO MATCH RED-BROWN #1807 
(PMS).

ALUMINUM CABINET. PAINT DARK BRONZE #41-313 
(MATTHEWS). DOUBLE BANK T-12 INTERNAL 
ILLUMINATION.

REVERSE PAN ALUMINUM TENANT PANEL. PAINT 
MEDIUM BRONZE #41-312 (MATTHEWS). ROUTED FACES 
WITH WHITE ACRYLIC PUSH THRU GRAPHICS.

CONCRETE CAP.

LEDGE STONE TO MATCH THE ARCHITECTURE.

ROUTED BACKGROUND WITH WHITE PUSH THRU 
GRAPHICS.

ACCENT STRIPE. PAINT MEDIUM BRONZE #41-312 
(MATTHEWS).

TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE = 50.0

S P E C I F I C AT I O N  K E YD/F ILLUMINATED FREESTANDING SIGN

STREET END CENTER END

2'-8"

4'-3 "

1'
-9

 "
4'

-2
 1

/2
"

2'
-7

"

2'-6 "

2

3

4

5

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9 6

7

8

9

4'
-1

1 
"

1'
-0

 "



50010-R9dr

A 2
 ALTERNATE
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A2 SCALE 3/8”=1’-0”
1 BARRIGE "COPPER COAT"  STANDING SEAM ROOF.

4" x 8" ALUMINUM I-BEAM SIMULATED RIDGE RAFTER. 
PAINT DARK BRONZE #41-313 (MATTHEWS).

FASCIA PANEL, PAINT TO MATCH RED-BROWN #1807 
(PMS).

ALUMINUM CABINET. PAINT DARK BRONZE #41-313 
(MATTHEWS). DOUBLE BANK T-12 INTERNAL 
ILLUMINATION.

REVERSE PAN ALUMINUM TENANT PANEL. PAINT 
MEDIUM BRONZE #41-312 (MATTHEWS). ROUTED FACES 
WITH WHITE ACRYLIC PUSH THRU GRAPHICS.

CONCRETE CAP.

LEDGE STONE TO MATCH THE ARCHITECTURE.

ACCENT STRIPE. PAINT MEDIUM BRONZE #41-312 
(MATTHEWS).

TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE = 50.0
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FINISH GRADE

 B1
WALL

ENTRYWAY SIGN

TYPICAL HALO ILLUMINATED ENTRYWAY SIGN
B1

S P E C I F I C AT I O N K E Y

1 CEDAR DRY STACK LEDGE STONE BASE.

CMU WALL W/ STUCCO FINISH PAINTED  DUNN-
EDWARDS #DEC 721 “SLOPES”.

CLEAR PUSH THRU LETTERS WITH ALUMINUM FACES. 
PAINT THE FACES "RUST IRON PATINA".

RACEWAY PAINTED TO MATCH WALL (SEE "B1 WALL 
ENTRY DISPLAY - PLAN VIEW").

2

3

4

1

2

3
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PLAN VIEW -  TYPICAL ENTRYWAY SIGN
SCALE 1/4'=1'-0"
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SCALE 1/4”=1’-0”

FINISH GRADE
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Flat Solar grade, Clear Lexan Face, .177 thickness, painted on 2nd surface to match 3M Cardinal Red Translucent #3632-53,  Akzo Nobel, no

embossment.
Pricer

Flat Solar grade, Clear Lexan Face, .177 thickness, painted on 2nd surface, Akzo Noble Black, manual Font Numerals, Clear Helvetica Condensed

font.  Product Panels, Lexan, Clear text area, painted 2nd surface Akzo Nobel Opaque Black, Diesel Product Panel painted 2nd surface to match

PMS 7481C Translucent Green, Akzo Noble.

LOGO Cabinet/Pricer Cabinet/Base

Aluminum Construction, Internally illuminated with GE Tetra PowerStrip DS65/GE PS24 Power Supplies.  LOGO Cabinet painted Akzo Noble, QT

Red SIGN9141 Low Gloss.  Pricer Cabinet and Base painted Akzo Noble Black Low Gloss. Accent Trim section painted 1st surface Akzo Noble

Silver-Low Gloss.
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NOTE:  THIS IS A DEPICTION OF WHAT IS LIKELY TO BE CONSTRUCTED INITIALLY.  OTHER COLORS AND SIGN FACES CONSISTENT WITH THE MASTER SIGN PACKAGE SHALL BE ALLOWED.




TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD     MEETING DATE: July 26, 2011 

 
TO: CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
FROM:   Matt Michels, Senior Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  Amendment to Steam Pump Village Master Sign Program for the Quik Trip Gas Station 

and Convenience Store, located in proximity to the NW corner of Oracle Road and Hanley 
Boulevard, (OV311-004). 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) is required to review amendments to Master Sign Programs 
and make a recommendation to the Town Council.   
 
The Steam Pump Village Development has received previous approval of a Master Sign Program for this 
site.  The applicant is requesting an amendment to the Master Sign Program to incorporate fuel and wall 
signage standards for the Quik Trip gas station and convenience store.  Please see the attached amended 
Master Sign Program (Attachment #1) for specific details of the request.   
 
The Amendment to the Master Sign Program contains proposed fuel sign and wall sign standards that 
deviate somewhat from the Town’s Zoning Code standards in terms of sign area, height, and quantity.  A 
comparison of the proposed Quik Trip standards to Town sign code standards is contained on Page 2, Oro 
Valley Zoning Code Compliance.  
 
Staff recommends several conditions of approval to ensure the Quik Trip sign package is substantially 
consistent with Town Zoning Code standards as well as existing businesses in Steam Pump Village.  These 
proposed conditions are contained in Exhibit “A” (attached). 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Site Conditions 
 

• Property is 2 acres 

• Zoning is Steam Pump Village Planned Area Development (PAD), Commercial  

• Commercial uses (retail, restaurant and hotel) are located in proximity to this building 
 
Proposed Quik Trip Convenience Store and Gas Station 
 

• 5,668 square foot single story building – 22’ in height 

• 9,106 gas station canopy – 20’ in height 
 
Approvals to Date 
 

• August, 2005: Master Sign Program for Steam Pump Village approved by Council on August 3, 2005 
(OV3-05-04) 

• July, 2011: Quik Trip Development Plan approved by Town Council  
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DISCUSSION: 
 
Oro Valley Zoning Code Compliance 
 

Sign Type Standard Zoning Code Standard Proposed 

Size 32 sq ft 50 sq ft        (56% increase) 

Height Not to exceed 6’ from grade 8’                 (33% increase) 

Illumination Halo, internal, LED, or combo Internal 

Quantity One per street frontage One 

Service 
Station/Fuel 

Color Various colors may be permitted Red, white, blue and black 

 

Sign Type Standard Zoning Code Standard Proposed 

Size 1 sq ft of sign for every 1 linear ft of 
building frontage or 150 sq ft. max 

Approx 130 sq ft  
 

Height Not to extend beyond roof line Sign entirely on wall 

Illumination Halo or internal  Halo or internal 

Quantity Three elevations (2 illuminated) All elevations  
(QT proposes 2 canopy & 3 bldg 
wall signs) 

Wall Signs 
(Building and 
Fuel Canopy) 

Color Various colors may be permitted Match approved building 

 
Conceptual Site Design Principles 
 
The following Design Principle is notable for this application: 
 

• Signs: sign colors, design and placement shall be complementary and integral to the project’s 
architectural and site design themes. 
The design and placement of the signs are generally integral to the project’s architecture and site 
design themes.  The signs will utilize Quik Trip’s corporate colors-specifically white letters with black 
shadowing on a red (“Cardinal Red Translucent”) background. 

 
Addendum A Design Standards 
 
The following Design Standard is notable for this application: 
 

• Section 2.1.F.1, Project identification and sign elements shall incorporate architectural treatment and 
project unifying elements which are integrated with the overall design of the project in terms of style, 
materials, color and theme. 
The service station/fuel sign base utilizes a design and cultured stone veneer that is consistent with 
the convenience store building, gas canopy, and other signage in Steam Pump Village. 

 
CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The applicant proposes two (2) fuel canopy signs, to be mounted on the sides of the canopy, as well a one 
(1) freestanding service station/fuel sign and three (3) signs to be mounted to the front of the convenience 
store.  The proposed amendment to the master sign program is in substantial conformance with the Design 
Principles and applicable Design Standards and is compatible with other tenants in Steam Pump Village 
Staff recommends approval subject to the conditions specified in Exhibit “A”. 
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SUGGESTED MOTION: 
 

The CDRB may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions: 
 
I move to recommend [approval, approval with conditions, OR denial] Amendment to Master Sign Program 
for the Steam Pump Village Development, located in proximity to the NW corner of Oracle Road and Hanley 
Boulevard, subject to the conditions in Exhibit “A”. 
 
Attachments: 

1. Amended Master Sign Program 
2. Building Wall Sign and Fuel Canopy Sign Details (3 sheets) 
3. Exhibit “A” Conditions of Approval  
  

cc:   Allison Reis, Evergreen Devco, Allison.reis@evergreendev.com 
 
 
S:\PERMPLUS\DOCS\OV311-004\P_CDRB report 7-26-11.doc 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Exhibit “A”  

Conditions of Approval 
Steam Pump Village Master Sign Program Amendment 

OV311-004 
 

 
1. Five (5) wall signs may be illuminated, including three (3) on the QuikTrip building and two (2) on 

the fuel canopy. 
 
2. Wall signs shall be restricted to three elevations only.   

 
3.  Section VI.14.b. Colors, shall indicate that Plexiglas letters and logos shall conform to the     

approved color palette established for the development unless the color is an approved 
corporate color, such as Cardinal Red Translucent.  
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 MINUTES  
AMENDED AGENDA 7/20/11 @ 11:00 AM 

REGULAR SESSION  
ORO VALLEY CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 

July 26, 2011  

   
CALL TO ORDER AT OR AFTER 6:00 P.M.  
 
Acting Chair Sakellar called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. 
 
ROLL CALL  
 
PRESENT:  Chairman Dino Sakellar  

Vice Chair Richard Luckett  
Member Gil Alexander  
Member Nathan Basken  
Member Rachel Childers  
Member Kit Donley  
Member Richard Eggerding 
Member Harold Linton  

  
ABSENT:  None.  
  
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 
Acting Chair Sakellar led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
CALL TO THE AUDIENCE (Non Agenda Items Only)  
 
Open and closed without comment. 
 
1. Election of Officers
 
a. Chair
 
Member Alexander nominated Acting Chair Sakellar. 
Town Attorney Joe Andrews commented that since there were no other nominations, Dino 
Sakellar is now the Chair Sakellar by acclamation. 
 
b. Vice Chair
 
Member Donley nominated Member Luckett for Vice Chair. 
Mr. Andrews commented that since there were no other nominations, Richard Luckett is now 
the Vice Chair by acclamation. 
 
2. Amendment to Master Sign Program for the Steam Pump Village Development, located in 

proximity to the NW corner of Oracle Road and Hanley Boulevard,OV311-004.  
 
Senior Planner Matt Michels presented the following: 
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- Background 
- Sign Code Master Sign Program (MSP) Amendment 
- Location Map 
- Steam Pump Village PAD Map 
- Proposed MSP vs. OV Zoning Code 
- Quik Trip Fuel Sign 
- Summary 
- Amended Exhibit "A" to amend condition three to read, "Section VI.A.14.b. Colors, Shall 
indicate that various plexiglas letters and logo colors may utilize the approved Master Sign 
Program (MSP) colors as well as corporate sign or logo colors as defined by the MSP.  No 
fluorescent or iridescent colors shall be permitted".  The new number two should read, "Section 
IV. Prohibited Signs, Shall include a provision that "A-frame" signs are prohibited, unless 
expressly permitted by the Zoning Code".  Staff is recommending deletion of conditions one and 
two.  
 
Keri Silvyn with Lewis and Roca, representing the owners of Steam Pump, presented the 
following: 
 
- Brief History  
- 4 phases of project 
- Quik Trip Fuel Sign 
- Fuel Sign Location "F" 
- Steam Pump Village Existing Wall Signs 
- Summary  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Member Gil Alexander and seconded by Member Richard 
Eggerding to recommend approval of the Master Sign Program amendment for the Steam 
Pump Village Development, located in proximity to the NW corner of Oracle Road and Hanley 
Boulevard, subject to the conditions in Amended Exhibit "A", including the changes 
recommended by staff.  
 
Discussion ensued amongst the Board regarding the Master Sign Program. 
 
MOTION carried, 8-0. 
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   6.           
Meeting Date: 09/07/2011  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Chad Daines,
Development Infrastructure
Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING AN AMENDMENT TO THE SHOPS AT ORO
VISTA MASTER SIGN PROGRAM

RECOMMENDATION:
The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) voted 9-0, recommending approval of The Shops at Oro
Vista Master Sign Program amendment, subject to the condition in Attachment 2.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Shops at Oro Vista development has received previous approval of a Master Sign Program for this
site. The Master Sign Program covers the retail development at this intersection and the surrounding
apartment complex to the south and east. The applicant is requesting an amendment to the Master Sign
Program to add two additional wall sign colors for the retail portion of the development. The proposed
amended Master Sign Program (Attachment 1) identifies the existing approved wall sign color (Mission
Patina) for the retail portion of the development, and the proposed additional colors shown on Page 7 of
7.  Please refer to the August 9th CDRB report for additional details regarding the application
(Attachment 3).

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Site Conditions

• Property is 15 acres
• Zoning is El Conquistador Planned Area Development (PAD) 
• The development consists of retail commercial uses and the surrounding apartment complex.

Approvals to Date

• August, 2003: Development Plan approved by Town Council for retail shops and apartments.
• September, 2007: Master Sign program approved by Town Council (OV3-07-002)

Oro Valley Zoning Code Compliance 

The property is zoned El Conquistador Planned Area Development (PAD). The PAD provides that all
signage shall conform to the Oro Valley Zoning Code. The Zoning Code permits an applicant to establish
flexibility and design controls through an adopted Master Sign Program (MSP). In terms of color, the
Zoning Code permits any color for wall sign, except fluorescent or iridescent colors. The proposed
amendment complies with this zoning code requirement.



1999 Design Guidelines 

As this application was filed prior to adoption of the Design Principles and Design Standards, it has been
reviewed against the 1999 Design Guidelines. Please refer to the attached CDRB report for application
guidelines.

The proposed sign design and colors are consistent and compatible with the approved project color
palette for the center and compatible with other signs within the project and surrounding area. The
recommended condition requires the background color of the wall sign to utilize the approved beige
building wall color.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to [approve, approve with conditions, or deny] The Shops at Oro Vista Master Sign Program
amendment, subject to the condition in Attachment 2.

Attachments
Attachment #1 Master Sign Program Amendment
Attachment #2 Condition of Approval
Attachment # 3 CDRB Report



















 
 
 
 
 

Attachment 2  
Condition of Approval 

The Shops at Oro Vista Master Sign Program Amendment 
OV307-002A 

 
 

1. The background color to wall signs utilizing colors PMS 410C and PMS 439C shall be identical 
to the main building wall color of the retail center. 

 



TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 
CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD    MEETING DATE: August 9, 2011 

 
TO: CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
FROM:   Chad Daines, Principal Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  Amendment to The Shops at Oro Vista Master Sign Program to allow additional wall sign 

colors, located at the southeast corner of Lambert Lane and La Canada (OV3-07-002A). 
 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) is required to review amendments to Master Sign Programs 
and make a recommendation to the Town Council.  A Master Sign Program is a set of proposed sign 
standards for a development that proposes alternatives to the provisions of the Town Sign Code and is 
intended to provide latitude for sign users. 
 
The Shops at Oro Vista development has received previous approval of a Master Sign Program for this site.  
The Master Sign Program covers the retail development at this intersection and the surrounding apartment 
complex to the south and east.  The applicant is requesting an amendment to the Master Sign Program to 
add two additional wall sign colors.  The proposed amended Master Sign Program (Attachment #1) 
identifies the existing approved wall sign color (Mission Patina) for the retail portion of the development, and 
the proposed additional colors shown on Page 4 of 5.  
 
Staff is recommending a condition of approval requiring the background color for future wall signs to match the 
existing building wall color.  The proposed condition is contained on Attachment 2. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Site Conditions 
 

• Property is 15 acres 
• Zoning is El Conquistador Planned Area Development (PAD)  
• The development consists of retail commercial uses and the surrounding apartment complex. 

 
Approvals to Date 
 

• August, 2003: Development Plan approved by Town Council for retail shops and apartments. 
• September, 2007: Master Sign program approved by Town Council (OV3-07-002) 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Oro Valley Zoning Code Compliance  The property is zoned El Conquistador Planned Area Development 
(PAD).  The PAD provides that all signage shall conform to the Oro Valley Zoning Code.  As previously 
indicated, the Zoning Code permits an applicant to establish flexibility and design controls through an 
adopted Master Sign Program (MSP).  In terms of color, the Zoning Code permits any color for wall sign, 
except fluorescent or iridescent colors. The proposed amendment is compliant with this zoning code 
requirement. 
 
1999 Design Guidelines  As this application was filed prior to adoption of the Design Principles and Design 
Standards, it has been reviewed against the 1999 Design Guidelines.  The following Design Guidelines are 
notable for this application: 
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• That each sign is related to all other signs maintained on the site by the incorporation of similar or 
identical elements, such as materials, sign copy, letter styles, color, illumination, method of 
attachment and overall presentation. 

  
 The proposed additional wall sign colors are dark grey (PMS 410C) and dark brown (PMS 439C) as 

shown on Attachment 1, Page 4 of 7.  The proposed additional colors are compatible and 
complementary with the building colors within the center and the dark brown color approved for the 
entryway and monument signs for the retail center.   

 
 The applicant proposed a light pink color to serve as a background for future wall signs in the 

commercial complex.  In staff’s opinion, this light pink background color would not be 
complementary to the existing colors within the center and recommend that the color be modified to 
the existing beige building wall color within the retail center.  The applicant concurs with this 
requested change and a condition is included on Attachment 2 to address this issue. 

 
 In terms of letter styles, a variety of letter styles exists within the retail center and therefore the 

proposed letter style would not be unique in its variation. 
 

• Promote the effectiveness of signs by utilizing materials that appear natural to the surroundings, 
colors that correspond with the buildings, ensure that the size, number and location is aesthetically 
pleasing and compatible as it relates to other signs and the surrounding neighborhoods.  

 
The proposed sign colors are consistent and compatible with the approved project color palette for 
the center and compatible with other signs within the project and surrounding area.  The 
recommended condition requires the background color of the wall sign utilize the approved beige 
building wall color. 

 
CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The proposed amendment to the Master Sign Program is in substantial conformance with the 1999 Design 
Guidelines and is compatible with the design and color palette for the retail center. Staff recommends 
approval subject to the condition specified on Attachment 2. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 

 
The CDRB may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions: 
 
I move to recommend [approval, approval with conditions, OR denial] of the Amendment to Master Sign 
Program for The Shops at Oro Vista, located at the southeast corner of Lambert Lane and La Canada, 
subject to the conditions on Attachment 2. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 

1. Amended Master Sign Program 
2. Condition of Approval  

        
 
       __________________________________________ 
       David A. Williams, AICP Planning Division Manager 
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