
           

  AGENDA 
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL

REGULAR SESSION
October 5, 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. Town Council Trip Report
 

2. Library Customer Feedback Forms
 

3. Police Department Appreciation Letters
 

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.

 

CONSENT AGENDA 
(Consideration and/or possible action)

 

A. Minutes - May 11, 2011
 

B. Tucson Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30, 2011
 

C. Appointments to the Corrections Officers Retirement Plan (CORP) Local Board
 



REGULAR AGENDA
 

1. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-24, AMENDING CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, SECTION
28.6, TEMPORARY SIGNS, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, TO INCREASE
ON-SITE REAL ESTATE SIGNS TO A MAXIMUM OF SIX FEET IN HEIGHT

 

2. REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURE FOR
CASA DE LA LUZ, A PROPOSED MEDICAL OFFICE USE LOCATED AT 7740 AND 7750 N.
ORACLE ROAD

 

3. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-25, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING
CODE REVISED TO INCLUDE NEW PUBLIC ART CRITERIA BY AMENDING CHAPTER 22,
REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9, DESIGN REVIEW AND
CHAPTER 27, GENERAL DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 27.3, PUBLIC
ARTWORK PROVISIONS

 

4. DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING THE PLACEMENT OF A-FRAME
SIGNS IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

 

5. AMENDMENT OF ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA
DEVELOPMENT

 

a. RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-66, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN
DOCUMENT ENTITLED ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED
AREA DEVELOPMENT, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” AND FILED WITH THE TOWN
CLERK

 

b. PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-26, AMENDMENT OF ORO VALLEY TOWN
CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT

 

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:   9/28/11 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 Chair.

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: 10/05/2011  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Town Council Trip Report

Attachments
Town Council Trip Report







   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Submitted By: Arinda Asper, Town Manager's
Office

Information
Subject
Library Customer Feedback Forms

Attachments
Library Feedback Forms







   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Submitted By: Catherine Hendrix, Police
Department

Information
Subject
Police Department Appreciation Letters

Attachments
Apprecation Letters 092011
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   A.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: Julie Bower, Town Clerk Submitted By: Tracey Gransie, Town
Clerk's Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Minutes - May 11, 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 May 11, 2011 minutes.

Attachments
5 11 11



 

MINUTES 
ORO VALLEY TOWN COUNCIL 

REGULAR SESSION 
May 11, 2011 

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE 

   
STUDY SESSION  
 
CALL TO ORDER - 6:00 PM 
 
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 

 
Coucilmember Gillaspie arrived after roll was called. 
 
Mayor Hiremath announced that the Council would not be accepting blue 
speaker cards as it was a study session only. 
 
1. Presentation and Discussion Regarding FY 2011/12 Town Manager’s

Recommended Budget 
 
Finance Director Stacey Lemos gave an overview of the recommended budget 
for the FY 2011/12. 
 
Ms. Lemos stated that the budget was balanced at $94.1M which reflected a 
19% or $22.1M decrease from the previous year.  She also presented slides that 
broke down each fund by allocation.  The largest was the General Fund at 
$34.7M which included the contingency reserves. 
 
Ms. Lemos stated that there were a number of measures that were taken to 
balance the budget which included: 
 
General Fund 

- Eliminated funding for Coyote Run 
- Personnel reductions 
- Summer recreation program reductions 
- No employee pay raises for the third year 
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- No health insurance increases 
- Deferred capital asset replacement of vehicles and phone system 
- Use of Bed Taxes 
- Increased cost recovery from utility funds 
- Utility tax increase 
 

Highway Fund 
- Lowered pavement preservation budget from $1.2M to $800K 
- No employee pay raises or health insurance increases 
- Use of Bed Tax contingency reserves which offset the additional 

State sweep of HURF taxes 
 

Ms. Lemos reviewed the General Fund revenues and expenditures by category 
which equaled $25.7M.  The largest revenue category was local sales tax at 51% 
and the Police Department produced the largest expenditure at 47%. 
 
The Finance Director reported that Bed Tax Fund revenues were budgeted at 
$900K and represented a 5% increase from the previous budget.  Ms. Lemos 
stated that $675K were projected to be transferred to the General Fund and the 
remaining funds were for economic development marketing and agencies. 
 
Ms. Lemos affirmed that the Water Utility Fund budget was at $13.9M, a 
reduction of $1.1M from the previous year that included debt service, Operations 
& Maintenance, and capital outlay savings. 
 
Ms. Lemos provided a pie chart of the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP) 
expenditures that totaled $14.3M and showed that the largest category was road 
expansion at $7.9M which included the Lambert Lane widening project.  She 
reviewed the $1.2M of inter-fund transfers that were included within the budget 
and explained what funds were impacted. 
 
Ms. Lemos articulated the recommended changes before Council approved the 
Tentative/Final Budget which included: 

- Bed Tax Fund - amended to show TOTAL incoming bed tax 
revenues and related transfers out to General Fund 

- Consolidated Capital Asset Replacement Fund (CARF) and Steam 
Pump Ranch Fund with the General Fund to comply with GASB 54 
compliance 

- Added $25K grant capacity for Parks, Recreation, Library, and 
Cultural Resources from Keg Steakhouse for playground 
equipment 

 
Ms. Lemos related some final notes to the Council regarding budget approval 
and adoption dates.  She reminded the Council that the Tentative Budget set the 
maximum spending limits for the town, but that changes could be made that did 
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not exceed the limit and that the budget could be amended throughout the fiscal 
year. 
 
The Finance Director requested direction from Council regarding: 

- Continued use of Bed Tax Fund reserves for the Highway Fund in 
the amount of $385K 

- Discussion of .25% sales tax increase on June 15, 2011 agenda 
- Confirmation of Tentative Budget adoption on May 18, 2011 

agenda 
- Staff direction in any other areas 

 
Vice Mayor Snider asked what the impact would be of using the $385K cash 
reserves in the Highway Fund instead of the General Fund. 
 
Ms. Lemos responded that the cash reserves in the Highway Fund were slated to 
be used for pavement preservation purposes and roadway maintenance and if 
those funds were used the balance would be drawn down to $3M.  She also 
explained that internal cash reserves would be used to pay up front for the 
Lambert Lane widening project to bridge-gap the annual funding from the Pima 
Association of Governments, and that the Highway Fund was one of the 
contingency amounts that would be borrowed from. 
 
Councilmember Solomon commented that the Council had reviewed the street 
maintenance analysis in a previous study session and inquired as to how the 
town could only fund it at $800K.  He stated that the item needed to be funded at 
$1.2M and that the difference should be taken from the Highway Fund reserves 
or from the Bed Tax Fund. 
 
Town Engineer Craig Civalier explained that the budget was based on state 
revenues and that the state had cut the town’s Highway User Revenue Funds 
(HURF) share by $360K. 
 
Councilmember Hornat questioned whether the entire $800K came from HURF 
funds and Ms. Lemos explained that the total included $400K from the HURF 
Fund and approximately $385K from the Bed Tax Fund. 
 
Councilmember Hornat commented that whatever amount the Council decided to 
spend should be taken out of the Highway Fund and not the Bed Tax Fund, and 
that alternate sources could be looked at. 
 
Councilmember Garner agreed that the money should not be taken from the Bed 
Tax Fund because those funds were for economic development purposes and 
questioned Ms. Lemos on why the town was in the business of loaning money 
through the Water Utility Fund. 
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The Finance Director confirmed that the Highway Fund provided the inter-fund 
loan to the Roadway Development Impact Fee Fund of $400K with cash 
reserves, and would be reimbursed with interest from the Pima Association of 
Government’s (PAG) annual payment. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked how funding at $1.2M would affect pavement 
preservation, and Mr. Civalier replied that funding in that amount would keep the 
town’s Overall Condition Index (OCI) at a stable rating.  He also explained that all 
of the money received from the PAG for the Lambert Lane widening would go 
into the Impact Fee Fund and that reserves were needed so that the town did not 
have to borrow additional money. 
 
Councilmember Solomon said that the Council was in agreement with the $1.2M 
figure and asked if a motion was needed to change the line item to that amount.  
Ms. Lemos stated that a general consensus from the Council would suffice. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that it was also general consensus to keep Bed Tax 
Funds intact and to seek Highway funding elsewhere. 
 
Councilmember Garner suggested that the amount should be taken directly from 
the General Fund contingency reserves rather than taking a loan from the 
Enterprise Fund and paying additional interest. 
 
Councilmember Hornat commented on the consolidation of the CARF and Steam 
Pump Ranch Fund into the General Fund, and asked if the Council would see 
those as separate items on their reports. 
 
Ms. Lemos responded that the activity for those items could be reported 
separately within the General Fund on Council reports. 
 
Councilmember Hornat asked if the $7.9M in road expansion was all town money 
and Ms. Lemos explained that the town spent it out of their budget and then the 
PAG reimbursed the town in full. 
 
Councilmember Garner inquired about the General Administration budget, and 
asked about an item under outside professional services in the amount of $35K. 
 
Ms. Lemos replied that those items consisted of $20K for recycling services from 
the PPEP (Portable, Practical, Educational, Preparation) Inc. crew; $5K for the 
State of the Town address; $7K for costs associated with an intergovernmental 
liaison; and $2.5K for a management retreat; as well as credit card fees. 
 
Councilmember Garner questioned what services the PPEP crew provided, and 
Ms. Lemos answered that the PPEP crew came to town hall twice a week and 
emptied all garbage containers and recycling bins on town campus as well as the 
town’s trash receptacles along the multi-use paths. 
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Procurement Administrator Brian Garrity added that in addition to recycling and 
garbage services the PPEP crew set up facilities for meetings, and that there 
was a significant cost savings compared to having the janitorial crew perform 
those services. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked what the Council expenditure regarding 
memberships and subscriptions entailed, and the Finance Director explained that 
it included $3.5K for the Conference of Mayors membership; $24K for the 
Arizona League of Cities and Towns membership; $31.5K for the Pima 
Association of Governments membership; $2K in dues for the National League of 
Cities; and $1K for Arizona Town Hall attendance. 
 
Councilmember Solomon expressed that each individual Councilmember’s travel 
and training budget had been reduced from $5K to $4K and that he would like to 
see it reduced further. 
 
Councilmember Garner asked for an explanation of the fleet costs in the amount 
of $94K as he understood that fleet maintenance had been consolidated. 
 
Ms. Lemos answered that the amount represented what the General Fund was 
transferring to the Fleet Maintenance Fund to cover maintenance costs 
associated with all town vehicles except for the Police Department’s. 
 
Councilmember Waters asked for an explanation of the increase in Human 
Resources personnel costs and Ms. Lemos replied that HR staff had been 
reallocated to programs in the past and budgeted to those areas. 
 
Councilmember Hornat questioned an $80K line item in the Cultural Resources 
budget and the Parks, Recreation, Library, and Cultural Resources Director 
explained that it was a split allocation between departments of staff time toward 
tasks for the Historic Preservation Commission and Steam Pump Ranch. 
 
Per Councilmember Solomon’s request, Ms. Lemos stated that the town 
projected 35 single-family residential building permits in the budget and that the 
Construction Sales Tax was estimated at $2.2M, mainly due to the construction 
of the Oro Valley Retirement Center. 
 
Councilmember Solomon asked how many single-family residential permits were 
pulled the previous year and Ms. Lemos answered that in FY2010/11 the town 
was trending at 30 for year-end. 
 
The Development and Infrastructure Services Director explained that the grading 
and building permits for the Oro Valley Retirement Center had already been 
issued and the town would realize the $2M in construction sales tax in 
FY2011/12 since the project had already started. 
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Councilmember Garner referred to a memo dated 5/10/11 regarding a capital 
outlay purchase and stated that he did not believe that it fit the model of an 
emergency item.  He also proposed to have Council bring back emergency items 
to make a decision on those purchases. 
 
Town Manager Watson explained that it was the intent of the town Code to allow 
up to $50K per expenditure within each department and with the judgment 
of management, and that the amount had been lowered from $100K in the past 
year. 
 
Councilmember Hornat communicated that as a matter of policy, emergency 
expenditures should be taken out of the contingency funds. 
 
Councilmember Solomon cited the Economic Development budget and stated 
that the Metropolitan Tucson Convention and Visitors Bureau (MTCVB) and the 
Hilton El Conquistador had met with the town and had requested a larger 
contribution from the town because of the large amount of referrals and sales tax 
they had generated. 
 
Mayor Hiremath stated that he had spoken with the Hilton and that they wanted 
to talk about a higher level of commitment from the town, but that a decision did 
not need to be made yet. 
 
Vice Mayor Snider stated that the Hilton understood the town’s economic 
situation and was agreeable to waiting until the real bed tax revenues were in. 
 
Councilmember Garner commented that the Hilton El Conquistador was a 
member of the MTCVB and contributed money to that organization.  He stated 
that the bed tax revenues could be used on areas that benefitted Oro Valley 
directly, on future hotels and attractions, and for joint marketing efforts with 
Marana. 
 
Councilmember Hornat stated that the Council would continue to work with staff 
on additional budget reduction opportunities throughout the year. 
 
Mayor Hiremath remarked that the budget was balanced and that he did not see 
a necessity for the .25% sales tax increase. 
 
Councilmember Solomon questioned the Magistrate Court costs and whether the 
town had ever increased fees to recoup those costs. 
 
Court Administrator, Judy Thompson-Ng, affirmed that the court regularly 
adjusted their costs and mentioned that in the previous year, the Council had 
approved a security fee as an additional funding measure.  She also stated that 
Pima County and the State set base limits on violations and only a portion of that 
went to the town. 
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Councilmember Garner asked if the $190K for citation collections was the 
amount the court collected from the state and Ms. Thompson-Ng explained that 
the state received 49% of all court fines and that the majority were law 
enforcement violations. 
 
FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  
 
Councilmember Solomon requested that Council look at general development 
expectations and guidelines along Tangerine Road, seconded by 
Councilmember Hornat with additional discussion at the agenda committee 
meeting. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  
 
MOTION: A motion was made by Vice Mayor Snider and seconded by 
Councilmember Solomon to adjourn the meeting at 7:06 p.m.  
 
MOTION carried, 7-0.  
 
 

  Prepared by: 
 
 
 
      Tracey L. Gransie 
      Assistant to the Town Clerk 
 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing minutes are a true and correct copy of the 
minutes of the study session of the Town of Oro Valley Council of Oro Valley, 
Arizona held on the 11th 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 
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Town Council Regular Session Item #   B.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

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

Department: Town Manager's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Tucson Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. Quarterly Report: April 1, 2011 - June 30, 2011

RECOMMENDATION:
This report is for information only.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The 2010/11 Financial Participation Agreement (FPA) between the Town of Oro Valley and Tucson
Regional Economic Opportunities, Inc. (TREO) stipulates that a quarterly report be compiled by TREO
and submitted to the Economic Development division and the Town Council. The enclosed reports satisfy
the FPA requirement for the fourth quarter of FY 10/11.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
N/A

FISCAL IMPACT:
The FY 10/11 FPA between the Town of Oro Valley and TREO is in the amount of $43,521.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
This report is for information only.

Attachments
TREO 4th Quarter Report
4th Quarter Back-Up Material
FY2010-11 TREO Financial Participation Agreement



Oro Valley Report 

Activity for the Period 

April 2011-June, 2011 

 
1) Retention, expansion and attraction of primary employers 

Strategies: 

• Support local company formation as a method to create jobs and capital 

investment as well as showcase the Tucson region’s innovative strengths.   

• Conduct 3 Economic Development missions/trips to showcase the Tucson 

region’s competitive strengths. 

 

Activity:   

• TREO lead a sales mission to Huntsville, AL in conjunction with the 

TREO leadership exchange trip. Huntsville has attracted a critical 

mass of Aerospace & Defense companies, due to the concentration of 

the industry’s customer base in one location, development of physical 

infrastructure and high level of corporation among policy makers. 

TREO met with site selectors. 

 

• Publish/sponsor 15 media articles showcasing the Tucson region’s 

competitive strengths. 

 

Activity:  (Articles attached) 

• AZ Star Net: “S. AZ consensus: We need science-based jobs” 

• Business Expansion Journal: “Bioscience: Can you see your 

business here?” 

• AZ Public Media: “Bringing Healthy Business to Tucson” 

• AZ Star Net: “300-acre solar farm west of Tucson Mtns. Is OK’d” 

• Inside Tucson Business: “CyraCom meets goals, now employs 400 

interpreters” 

• AZ Star Net: “Panel shares incentives for revenue, job growth” 

 

• Conduct 4 outreach meetings with regional primary employers to discuss 

current and future issues associated with operations, workforce, sales, local 

government, and other important matters. These meetings will focus on 

businesses within the four targeted industries and primary employers which 

produce goods and services in excess of what can be consumed by the local 

market.  

 

Activity: 

• TREO staff met Sanofi Aventis to discuss expansion plans.  

• TREO staff visited CAID Industry to tour the facilities 

• TREO staff met with Schletter to assist with expansion plans 

• TREO conducted a survey with over 150 primary employers in the 

region to update hiring trends in the area.   



 

 

• Attract and assist businesses outside of our community to relocate into the 

region and create new jobs. TREO shall focus on companies within the four 

targeted industries.  Host 2 site selectors in Oro Valley. 

 

Activity: 

• TREO hosted UGL Services and toured Oro Valley with focus on 

commercial and residential real estate in May 2010.  

• See Project Highlights in the attached Quarterly Report   

• Pipeline Prospects Include: 

• 34 Prospects & Clients Total 

• 3 Aerospace/Defense 

• 7 Alternative Energy 

• 2 Bioscience 

• 8 Call Center 

• 14 Other 

 

2) Economic Development Policy and Tools development and pursuit 

Strategies: 

• Pursue reinstatement of State Job incentive grant funds. 

• Enhance and standardize the State enterprise zone program for use in 

relocation of primary employers. 

 

Activity: 

 

• TREO continued its advocacy for legislative and policy tools to 

improve regional and state competitiveness. Specific activities 

included:  

 

• Arizona Competitiveness was signed by Governor Brewer 

early in the session. It includes the establishment of the ACA, 

protection for the Arizona Job Training Funds program, and 

several new tax credits and expansion in the state 

• Revenue Allocation Authority creates an important economic 

development tool consistent with the Arizona Constitution to 

capture incremental local property tax revenues and/or local 

sales tax revenues.  

 

• For details, see the Policy and Government Affairs section of the 

attached Quarterly Report. 

 

• Development of the Aerospace and Defense Cluster Strategy including 

actions to take in support of this sector in the region.  

 

 



 

 

3) Marketing and promotion of the Tucson Region as a Business Center 

Strategies:  

• Continue national public relations outreach to position TREO as a business 

center by conducting 2 press trips, one out-bound and one in-bound. 

 

Activity: 

 

• TREO led a marketing mission of Tucson healthcare executives on a 

high profile, two – day tour of Washington, DC, that resulted in 

interviews with leading national news services, magazines and 

newspapers including Reuters, the Los Angeles Times, USA Today 

and other industry media. The group stressed the importance of 

healthcare as an economic driver for Tucson and its surrounding 

communities.  

 

• Generate positive local media coverage in business publication, TV and 

radio regarding the Tucson region’s key strengths. Working with local 

media partners to highlight at least 2 positive stories that demonstrate the 

region’s support of the business community and job creation. 

 

Activity: 

• Coordinated and managed announcement of Sargent Aerospace & 

Defense expansion, including media/story placement and responding to 

national and regional media inquiries. 

 

• In partnership with BizTucson magazine, hosted a CEO Leadership 

Summit luncheon (01/13/2011) to provide an opportunity for regional 

CEO’s to address economic issues of concern within their industries. 

Panel format was moderated by Joe Snell.  

 

• Launched CEO Interview Series in February on the new Bill 

Buckmaster radio show (KVOI Radio) to continue building local 

awareness of economic development activities, the need for a diversified 

economy, and the importance of TREO’s targeted industries and local 

economic drivers.  

 

 

 























































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   C.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: Mayor Satish I. Hiremath Submitted By: Julie Bower, Town Clerk's
Office

Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
Appointments to the Corrections Officers Retirement Plan (CORP) Local Board

RECOMMENDATION:
Carlene Kron and Mary Ramirez are recommended for appointment to the CORP Board.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
Police Department dispatchers are members of the State of Arizona Corrections Officers Retirement Plan
(CORP). Pursuant to ARS 38-893, each municipality that offers CORP must also form a local board to
administer various aspects of the program to its members.  The local board must be comprised of the
following:

The Mayor or his designee who serves as chairperson
Two citizens appointed by the Mayor with the approval of Council to four-year terms
Two members (employees) elected by secret ballot by members employed by the Town of Oro
Valley to four-year terms

Mayor Hiremath recommends the appointment of Carlene Kron as chairperson and Mary Ramirez as a
member of the Corrections Officers Retirement Plan Local Board for four-year terms ending 8/31/2015.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Town employee Nancy Anderson was re-elected by the CORP members for a four-year term expiring
6/30/2015. The other members of the local board are Dan Rhoads and Human Resources Director Betty
Dickens.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to make the following appointments to the Corrections Officers Retirement Plan Local
Board:  Carlene Kron as chairperson for a term ending August 31, 2015 and Mary Ramirez as a member
for a term ending August 31, 2015.



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   1.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Matt Michels, Development
Infrastructure Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-24, AMENDING CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, SECTION 28.6,
TEMPORARY SIGNS, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, TO INCREASE ON-SITE
REAL ESTATE SIGNS TO A MAXIMUM OF SIX FEET IN HEIGHT

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning & Zoning Commission voted to recommend approval of the proposed amendment as
shown in Attachment 2.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
At the request of local real estate industry representatives, the proposed Zoning Code amendment would
increase the maximum allowable real estate sign height from 5 feet to 6 feet. Please refer to the attached
letters from Coldwell Banker and the Tucson Association of Realtors asserting that the six foot sign post
is a local and national standard (see Attachments 3 & 4).

The Planning & Zoning Commission held a public hearing September 6, 2011.  Questions focused on
why the industry needs a six foot sign standard and how the proposed standard compares to other
jurisdictions.  

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
On March 16, 2011, the Town Council approved a comprehensive update to Chapter 28: Signs, of the
Zoning Code. While taller heights were considered, the code update included a provision allowing a
maximum height of 5 feet for on-site real estate, lease, rent, and for sale signs. The sign code includes a
provision that the Planning & Zoning Administrator can approve heights up to 10 feet, if warranted due to
conditions on the property.

Staff has reviewed the on-site real estate sign standards for several other local jurisdictions with similar
demographics and community character, as shown in Attachment 5.  

While the communities surveyed have a maximum height ranging from 5 to 10 feet, 6 feet is the most
typical maximum on-site real estate sign height.  As discussed, several real estate companies assert that
6 feet is their local and national standard.

The one foot increase in height is not viewed as significant by staff. We have noted concerns from at
least one resident over real estate sign height and enforcement policies.  Please refer to the attached
September 6, 2011, P&Z staff report for additional information (Attachment 5).

FISCAL IMPACT:



N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Ordinance No. (O)11-24, AMENDING CHAPTER 28,
SIGNS, SECTION 28.6, TEMPORARY SIGNS, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, TO
INCREASE ON-SITE REAL ESTATE SIGNS TO A MAXIMUM OF SIX FEET IN HEIGHT.

Attachments
Ord 11-24
Attachment #2-Exhibit A
Attachment #3-Coldwell Banker Letter
Attachment #4-Tucson Association of Realtors Letter
Attachment #5-Real Estate Sign Heights Table
Attachment #6-9-6-11 PZC Report
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-24 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, 
AMENDING CHAPTER 28, SIGNS, SECTION 28.6, TEMPORARY 
SIGNS, OF THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, TO 
INCREASE ON-SITE REAL ESTATE SIGNS TO A MAXIMUM OF SIX 
FEET IN HEIGHT; REPEALING ALL RESOLUTIONS, ORDINANCES 
AND RULES OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY IN CONFLICT 
THEREWITH; PRESERVING THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES THAT HAVE 
ALREADY MATURED AND PROCEEDINGS THAT HAVE ALREADY 
BEGUN THEREUNDER 
 
 

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, on March 13, 1981, the Mayor and Council approved Ordinance (O)81-58, which 
adopted that certain document entitled “Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised (OVZCR); and 
 
WHEREAS, local real estate professionals have requested the Town to allow six (6) foot on-site 
real estate signs to reflect the changing industry standard; and  
 
WHEREAS, Town staff reviewed on-site real estate sign standards for several local jurisdictions 
and found that six (6) feet is a typical standard sign height; and  
 
WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 28.6(C)(6)(a)(iv) of the OVZCR, the current maximum height 
for on-site real estates signs is five (5) feet; and  
 
WHEREAS, the proposed amendment to Section 28.6(C)(6)(a)(iv) of the OVZCR would allow 
the maximum height for the signs to be increased to six (6) feet; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission reviewed the proposed amendment at a duly 
noticed public hearing on September 6, 2011, in accordance with State Statutes and the OVZCR, 
and recommended approval of the proposed amendment to the Town Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council have considered the proposed amendment permitting the 
height of on-site real estates signs to be increased to six (6) feet and finds that it is consistent with 
the Town's General Plan and other Town ordinances and is in the best interest of the Town. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of 
Oro Valley that: 
 
SECTION 1.  Section 28.6(C)(6)(a)(iv) of the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised is hereby 
amended with additions in ALL CAPS and deletions in strikethough text: 
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Section 28.6(C) Temporary Signs in a Residential Zoning District 
 

. . . 
 
 

6. Real Estate, Lease, Rent and For Sale Signs 
 

a. On-Site Signs 
 

. . . 
 

iv. Height:  Maximum of five (5) SIX (6) feet from grade.  The Planning 
and Zoning Administrator may approve heights up to ten (10) feet, if 
warranted. 

 
. . . 

 
SECTION 2. All Oro Valley ordinances, resolutions or motions and parts of ordinances, 

resolutions or motions of the Council in conflict with the provision of this 
Ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 
SECTION 3. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is 

for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court 
of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining portions thereof. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona this 5th 
day of October, 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”-DRAFT Zoning Code Amendment 
 
Language to be added is in BOLD AND ALL CAPS 
Language to be deleted has been struck 
 
 
Section 28.6.C Temporary Signs in a Residential Zoning District 
 
# 

6.    Real Estate, Lease, Rent, and For Sale Signs 

a.    On-Site Signs " 

iv.    Height: Maximum of five (5) SIX (6) feet from grade. The Planning 
and Zoning Administrator may approve heights up to ten (10) feet, if 
warranted. 

 







Attachment #5: Real Estate Sign Heights 
 
 

Jurisdiction      Maximum Height 

Marana 6’ 

Sahuarita 8’ 

Tucson 10’ 

Pima County 6’ 

Gilbert, AZ 6’ 

Chandler, AZ 6’ 

Scottsdale, AZ 10’ 

Sedona, AZ 6’ 

Durango, CO 5’ 
 



 TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING DATE: September 6, 2011 
                

 

TO: PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
 

FROM:   David A. Williams, AICP, Planning Division Manager 

 

SUBJECT:  Public Hearing: Ordinance (O) 11-__, Amendment to height standard for on-site real 

estate, lease, rent, and for sale signs, to increase the maximum allowable height from 5 

feet to 6 feet, in Section 28.6.C.6 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code, OV711-007 

 

SUMMARY 

 
At the request of local real estate industry representatives, the proposed Zoning Code amendment would 
increase the maximum allowable real estate sign height from 5 feet from grade to 6 feet from grade.  Please 
refer to the attached letters from Coldwell Banker and the Tucson Association of Realtors asserting that the 
six foot sign post is a local and national standard (see Attachments #2-4). 
 

BACKGROUND 
 
Amendment History 
 
On March 16, 2011, the Town Council approved a comprehensive update to Chapter 28: Signs, of the Zoning 
Code.  While taller heights were considered, the code update included a provision allowing a maximum height 
of 5 feet for on-site real estate, lease, rent, and for sale signs.  The sign code includes a provision that the 
Planning and Zoning Administrator can approve heights up to 10 feet if warranted.   
 
Approvals to Date 
 

• Sign code update approved by Town Council on March 16, 2011  
 

DISCUSSION 

 
Other Jurisdictions’ Standards 
 
Staff has reviewed the on-site real estate sign standards for several other local jurisdictions and jurisdictions 
with similar demographics and community character, as shown below.   
 

Table 1:  Real Estate Sign Heights 
 

Jurisdiction Maximum Height 

Marana 6’ 

Sahuarita 8’ 

Tucson 10’ 

Pima County 6’ 

Gilbert, AZ 6’ 

Chandler, AZ 6’ 

Scottsdale, AZ 10’ 

Sedona, AZ 6’ 

Durango, CO 5’ 



TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
 

PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION STAFF REPORT, OV710-001 Page 2 of 2 

 

While the communities surveyed have a maximum height ranging from 5 to 10 feet, 6 feet is the most 
typical maximum on-site real estate sign height. 

PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT 
 
This project has been noticed in accordance with Town procedures, which includes the following: 
 

• Notice in The Daily Territorial 

• Post at Town Hall and on website 

• Homeowners Association mailing 
 
No comments have been received from the public to date. 

SUMMARY/RECOMMENDATION 
 
Staff has reviewed the on-site real estate sign standards of other jurisdictions and finds that 6 feet is a typical 
standard.  As discussed, several real estate companies assert that 6 feet is their local and national standard and 
that the PVC sign posts are more aesthetically pleasing and offer other benefits over metal posts, including 
reduced noise from “clanging” in the wind. 
 
The one foot increase in height is not viewed as significant by staff.  We have noted concerns among a few 
residents over real estate sign height and enforcement policies. 
 
Staff has no objection to the proposed Zoning Code amendment as depicted in Attachment #1. 
 

SUGGESTED MOTIONS 

 
The Planning and Zoning Commission may wish to consider one of the following motions: 
 
I move to recommend that the Town Council [approve, approve with conditions, continue, or deny] an 
amendment to height standards for on-site real estate, lease, rent, and for sale signs, to increase the 
maximum allowable height from 5 feet to 6 feet, in Section 28.6.C.6 of the Oro Valley Zoning Code, OV711-
007. 

ATTACHMENTS 
1. Draft Zoning Code Amendment 
2. Coldwell Banker letter 
3. Tucson Association of Realtors letter 

 
S:\PERMPLUS\DOCS\OV711-007\P_PZC Report 9-6-11.doc 

 
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   2.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

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

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
REQUEST FOR APPROVAL OF CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN AND ARCHITECTURE FOR CASA DE LA
LUZ, A PROPOSED MEDICAL OFFICE USE LOCATED AT 7740 AND 7750 N. ORACLE ROAD

RECOMMENDATION:
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN:

At the September 13, 2011 meeting, the Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) voted to recommend
approval, subject to the conditions shown in Attachment 1.

CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE:

At the September 13, 2011 meeting, the CDRB voted to recommend approval, subject to the conditions
shown in Attachment 1.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The applicant requests approval of a Conceptual Site Plan (Attachments 2 & 3) and Conceptual
Architecture (Attachments 4, 5, 6, 7 & 8). This project entails development on two adjacent parcels to
develop a medical office facility for Casa de la Luz, a hospice service provider. Two new buildings are
proposed on the northern lot, and an existing building on the southern lot will be renovated. Access is
provided from an existing driveway on N. Oracle Road. Public art is not included in this review, and will be
reviewed at an upcoming CDRB meeting.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
Under the new Conceptual Design Review process, the Conceptual Design Principles (Zoning Code
Section 22.9.D.5.) are utilized as primary guidance, and the new Addendum A Design Standards provide
secondary guidance, as appropriate. (See Attachment 2, CDRB Staff Report).

SITE CONDITIONS:

• Zoning is R-S Residential Service District
• Site is two acres: 1.1 acre northern parcel and .9 acre southern parcel
• Proposed use is Medical Office 
• Northern parcel is currently vacant and undeveloped
• Southern parcel was developed under Pima County standards with a 10,392 square foot building,
parking, and landscaping.

PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS:



PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS:

• Two medical office buildings: 2,723 and 4,677 square feet
• Maximum building height is twenty-five (25’) feet or two stories. Proposed height is eighteen feet, six
inches (18’-6”) and one story.
• 34 parking spaces
• Landscape concept includes:
- Five foot high screen wall at rear property line
- Landscaped courtyard area
• Rainwater harvesting basins

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN:

The CDRB finds that with the incorporation of the conditions in Attachment 1, the Conceptual Site Plan
will be in substantial conformance with Design Principles and applicable Design Standards.

CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE:

The CDRB finds that with the incorporation of the conditions in Attachment 1, the Conceptual
Architecture will be in substantial conformance with the Design Principles and Design Standards.

PUBLIC NOTIFICATION AND COMMENT:

Notice has been provided to nearby property owners.

A neighborhood meeting was held May 9, 2011. The neighbors did not express significant concern
regarding the proposal. At the CDRB meeting, a neighbor expressed concern about the location of the
refuse container and that covered pedestrian walkways should be provided. Two neighbors, including the
one who spoke at the meeting, have expressed support for the project.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN:

I MOVE to (approve, approve with conditions, or deny) the Conceptual Site Plan for Casa de la Luz at
7750 N. Oracle Road, subject to the conditions in Attachment 1.

CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE:

I MOVE to (approve, approve with conditions, or deny) the Conceptual Architecture for Casa de la Luz at
7750 N. Oracle Road, subject to the conditions in Attachment 1.

Attachments
Attachment 1 - Conditions of Approval
Attachment 2 - CDRB Staff Report
Attachment 3 - Site Plan Narrative
Attachment 4 - Conceptual Site Plan
Attachment 5 - Materials Palette
Attachment 6 - Color Renderings and Elevations



Attachment 7 - Site Sections Plan
Attachment 8 - Vignettes
Attachment 9 - Site Photos, Existing Buildings



 

Attachment 1 
Conditions of Approval 

Casa de la Luz 
 
 
CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: OV1211-02 
 

Engineering: 

1. Address all redlined comments within the Conceptual Site Plan and Water Harvesting Plan. 

2. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 2:  The access drive along the north side of the site has been 
modified as a one-way access lane from the previous submittal.  This creates a dead-end 
parking lot on the west end of the site for motorists entering from the south.  As a result, 
please provide a turn-around area for motorists. This can be accomplished by striping out 
the last parking space. 

3. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 2:  Indicate that “ONE-WAY, DO NOT ENTER” signage will be 
provided at the west end of the one-way access drive.  Furthermore, it is recommended that 
the drive be narrowed to 20’-wide at this location to make it more obvious to motorists that 
the drive is for exiting one-way traffic only. 

4. Rainwater Harvesting Plan:  Verify the total volume of rainwater harvesting provided for this 
project.  Sheet one indicates 536 cubic feet of volume will be provided but sheet 2 and the 
Drainage Report indicate that 500 cubic feet will be provided.  Revise as necessary. 

 
Planning: 

 
1. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 2, must be revised to show: 

a. Final location of public artwork; a portion of public artwork shall be located in a high 
visibility and use area such as the courtyard (Design Standard 2.1.G.1.) 

b. Graphically define and label the required 959 square foot courtyard area. 
c. Two benches and an architecturally integrated shade structure in the courtyard. 

2. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 1: Revise parking information to reflect the loss of one parking 
space in the front lot. 

3. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 1: Revise to indicate 40 foot building setback and 30 foot 
parking shade structure setback at rear; 30 foot building setback at front; and delete 10 foot 
side yard setback. Add that a minimum 10 foot distance is required between buildings. 

4. Any lighting proposed along the eastern edge of the parking area of northern parcel will be 
lowered to prevent light trespass onto to residential properties to the east. 

5. The comments in Pima County Addressing letter dated June 22, 2011 must be addressed. 
6. Conceptual Site Plan must be revised to include changes indicated on Planning redlines 

(minor comments). 
 

CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE: OV1311-13 
 

1. Revise S.1 Site Sections to indicate building heights so that parapet height of new buildings 
is varied, while also allowing for adequate parapet height to screen mechanical. 

 
2. Clearly indicate proposed building heights around roofline on the elevations and sections. 
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3. Revise the architectural plans and site sections so that the building height information is 
consistent. 

 
4. Provide scaled section drawings that show the sight line from residences to east and Oracle 

Road. Include mechanical equipment and show that the parapet height is sufficient to 
conceal the mechanical equipment and appurtenances from public streets and neighbors. 

 
5. The final architectural plans shall include details for screening for refuse areas with a 6-foot 

opaque screen of materials and colors that match the buildings.  
 
6. Revise the columns of the new buildings to match the columns on existing building. 
 
7. Architectural elements such as piers or archways shall be added to help direct visitors 

toward the project entry ways, and massing elements shall be used enhance the public 
entryways of the new buildings. 

 
8. Massing elements and a third substantially different material shall be added to the western 

elevation of Building #1. 
 
9. Color specifications must indicate light reflectivity value of rooftop material or color. 
 
10. Final architectural plans shall indicate that each element of the architectural elevations has 

been identified with the colors and materials that are used. 
 

11. In lieu of covered walkways as discussed by the CDRB, provide an architecturally 
integrated shaded structure at the project entries and the courtyard area (shade structure in 
courtyard area required under Conceptual Site Plan, Condition #1.c.) 

 
12. Shade devices shall be incorporated above the windows on the western and southern 

elevations, and are recommended on the eastern elevations, of both buildings. 
 
 
 

 



TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 

CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD                          MEETING DATE: September 13, 2011 
_______________________________________________________________________________________  

  

 
TO: CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
FROM: David A. Williams, AICP, Planning Division Manager  
 
SUBJECT:  Conceptual Design Review for Casa de la Luz consisting of a Conceptual Site Plan 

(OV1211-02) and Conceptual Architecture (OV1311-13). Property is located at 7740 and 7750 
N. Oracle Road, north of Suffolk Hills Drive. 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
This project entails development on two adjacent parcels. Two new buildings are proposed on a northern lot, 
and an existing building on the southern lot will be renovated. All three buildings will be occupied by Casa de la 
Luz, a hospice service provider. Access to the site is from an existing driveway on N. Oracle Road. This is a 
“transitional project”; the plans include more detail than is required for a Conceptual Site Plan. Substantial 
detailed design effort has been expended, so a Final Site Plan submittal is not required. 
 
This review entails both the site plan and conceptual architecture. Public art is not included in this review, 
and will be reviewed at an upcoming CDRB meeting. The CDRB review is focused on the fundamental 
elements of the design, including: site layout; circulation; parking; landscape concept; and conceptual 
grading and drainage information. The information must be sufficient to demonstrate that the design 
concept is achievable and to ensure community fit. 
 
This report contains staff analysis and proposed conditions of approval and suggested motions for the site 
plan and conceptual architecture.  The Conceptual Design Principles in Section 22.9.D.5 of the Zoning 
Code are utilized as primary guidance for Staff and CDRB evaluation of the applications.  The Addendum A 
Design Standards are used as secondary guidance, as appropriate.  
 
 
SECTION I:  BACKGROUND 
 
Site Conditions 
 

• Zoning is R-S Residential Service District 

• Site is two acres: northern parcel is  1.1 acres and southern parcel is .9 acres 

• Proposed use is Medical Office  

• Northern parcel is currently vacant and undeveloped 

• Southern parcel was developed under Pima County standards and includes a 10,392 square foot 
building, parking, and landscaping. 

• The site slopes at approximately 4% from the northeast down to the southwest corner, resulting in a 
fifteen (15’) foot grade change. 
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Proposed Improvements 
 

• Two medical office buildings (2,723 and 4,677 square feet) 

• Maximum building height is twenty-five (25’) feet or two stories.  The proposed height is eighteen feet, 
six inches (18’-6”) and one story. 

• 34 parking spaces 

• Landscape concept includes: 
o Native plants salvaged from the site, including two saguaros 
o Required buffer plantings for front, side, and rear of property 
o Five foot high screen wall at rear property line 
o Landscaped courtyard area 

• Rainwater harvesting basins located in front and rear buffers and landscape island 
 
 Approvals to Date 
 

• April 2003: Property was annexed and R-S Residential Service District Zoning was applied. 
 
Surrounding Land Uses 
 

Direction Zoning Land Use 

North: R-S Residential Service District Veterinary office 

South: R-S Residential Service District Day Care center 

East: 
R1-36 Single Family Residential 
District 

Single family homes 

West: C-2 Commercial Oracle Crossing shopping center 
 
 
SECTION II: CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN 
 
A.  Oro Valley Zoning Code Conceptual Site Design Principles, Section 22.9.D.5.a. 
 
The Conceptual Site Plan is in substantial conformance with all applicable Zoning Code requirements, 
including the following Conceptual Site Design Principles.  Following are key Design Principles (in italics), 
followed by staff evaluation of how the site design addresses the principles: 
 

1. Building orientation: the location, orientation and size of structures shall promote a complementary 
relationship of structures to one another. 

 
 The new buildings have been placed and oriented on the site to relate to each other. The site is long 

and narrow, and does not provide much flexibility for site layout. The angles on the new buildings 
create interest and serve to frame the courtyard space. It is preferable to have the two smaller 
buildings, rather than a single large one, because the interior space frames the courtyard area. There 
will be a public entryway to the existing building from the courtyard. 

 
2. Drainage/grading: site grading shall minimize impacts on natural grade and landforms and provide for 

subtle transitions of architectural elements to grade. Significant cuts and fills in relation to natural grade 
shall be avoided or minimized to the extent practical given property constraints. 

 
 The site slopes from east to west and is lower than the adjacent neighborhood to the east. The grading 

concept places the buildings on a lower finished grade similar to the existing building. View impacts to 
adjacent homes to the east are minimal.  The 4% slope is minor, and no major cuts or fills will be 
required. 
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3. Connectivity: strengthen the usability and connectivity of the pedestrian environment internally and 
externally by enhancing access to the public street system, transit, adjoining development and 
pedestrian and bicycle transportation routes. Where appropriate, buildings and uses should provide 
access to adjacent open space and recreational areas. 

 
The internal pedestrian facilities for this project are intended to bring visitors and employees from the 
parking areas to the main entry ways located in the central courtyard area. There is no perimeter 
walkway around the complex. There are no existing public sidewalk facilities along Oracle Road, and 
no future plans for such facilities using private property. For this reason, Staff did not request that public 
sidewalks be provided. There are existing transit stops to the north and south of this development. 
There are no adjacent open space or recreational resources in the vicinity of the site. 

 
B.    Addendum A Design Standards 

 
The following Design Standards are relevant to this project: 
 

• Section 2.1.B,e. Building orientation, Massing, and View Preservation: Building to create protected 
outdoor dining or public gathering spaces between buildings. 

 
Two new structures are proposed, so the facility will be comprised of three structures. The arrangement 
of the two new buildings creates a central courtyard in between the three buildings, and also creates a 
small, campus–style setting. 

 

• Section 2.1.C.1., Developments shall provide well defined major entrances to enhance circulation, 
establish unified project identity and create a sense of arrival.  

 
These buildings are arranged to create a central courtyard. There are no entryway features that might 
help to direct visitors to the public entry ways located in the central courtyard. Additional architectural 
design features should be used to direct visitors to this preferred entry area. A condition has been 
added to Part II of Exhibit “A” to address this standard. 
 

• Section 2.3.B. Landscape Themes and Character. Landscaping shall enhance visual character and 
provide amenities for pedestrians. 

 
The Landscape Plan meets this standard by the following: utilizing salvaged native specimen plants; 
accentuating building and project entrances with landscaping; and using trees and plant materials to 
create shade for pedestrians. 
 

• Section 2.2.G. Public art shall be integrated into the overall design of the project and shall be located in 
areas of high visibility and use. 

 
The public art is located at the front of the buildings adjacent to the sidewalk and parking areas, and 
staff concludes this does not meet the standard. The public art could be located in other areas where it 
would be better integrated with the building and landscape. 
 
Section 2.2.D.b. Parking shall be placed to the rear and side of the buildings to the greatest extent 
possible. 
 
This standard is generally met. There is a small amount of parking (7 spaces) at the front of the site, 
and the remainder (27 spaces) is located at the rear. 
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D. Engineering Division Comments 
 
Drainage: 

Existing runoff is conveyed through the site in a northeast to southwest direction, mostly by natural drainage 
swales and overland sheet flow. The northern parcel is currently undeveloped with natural desert landscape 
and drains to an existing channel adjacent to Oracle Road. 

Post-developed runoff will be released from the proposed development in a way that mimics existing 
conditions. The conveyance of runoff through the site will be accomplished by surface flow towards a 
combination of catch basins and curb openings. A portion of the runoff will be collected within rainwater 
harvesting basins located throughout the site. Runoff will also be collected within a new detention basin 
located along the west boundary of the project. The detention basin will attenuate the stormwater discharge 
so that there is no increase in peak flow or negative impacts to the downstream areas. The detention basin 
will release stormwater into the existing channel located within the Oracle Road right-of-way. 

First flush treatment is provided with this project and consists of filter inserts placed within catch basins and 
curb openings to treat urban runoff. First flush filters are designed to capture sediment, debris, trash, oils, 
and grease within runoff discharging from parking areas and access drives. 

 
Grading: 

A Type 2 Grading Permit will be required for construction of building pads, drainage structures, utilities, 
parking areas, and all other elements requiring grading on the project site. The grading represented within 
the Conceptual Site Plan conforms to the requirements of the Town Zoning Code (Section 27.9, Grading) 
and the Town Subdivision Street Standards and Policies Manual. 

 
Traffic: 

A shared use and cross access agreement will allow access to the project site from Oracle Road by means 
of a single ingress/egress driveway that exists on the adjacent southern parcel. Furthermore, the parking lot 
layout has been designed to provide vehicular connections with the existing southern parcel along the east 
and west boundaries. The proposed development provides a one-way drive along the northern boundary, 
matching the circulation direction of the one-way drive that exists within the southern parcel. The generated 
traffic resulting from this development will have a minimal impact on Oracle Road. All constructed 
improvements within the Oracle Road right-of-way will require a separate permit issued from the Arizona 
Department of Transportation. 

 
CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION: 
 
Site layout options are limited for this small parcel. Based on this review of relevant standards, staff finds that 
the Conceptual Site Plan is in relative conformance with the Design Principles and applicable Design 
Standards. The proposed development is adequately screened from the homes to the east by a wall and 
landscaping, and will be generally compatible with the existing area. Staff recommends approval of the 
Conceptual Site Plan subject to the attached Conditions. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 

 
The CDRB may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions: 
 
I move to recommend [approval, approval with conditions, OR denial] Conceptual Site Plan for Casa de la Luz, 
subject to the conditions of Part I of Exhibit “A”. 
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SECTION III: CONCEPTUAL ARCHITECTURE 
 
A.  Oro Valley Zoning Code Conceptual Architectural Design Principles, Section 22.9.D.5.b. 
 
The Conceptual Architecture is not in conformance with some of the following Conceptual Architectural Design 
Principles.  Staff have proposed conditions to meet Conceptual Architectural Design Principles and Standards. 
Following are the Design Principles (in italics) followed by staff evaluation of how the architecture conforms 
and responds to the principles: 
 
1. Design: building architectural design shall be appropriate for the climate and characteristics of the 

Sonoran Desert, including indigenous and traditional textures, colors, and shapes found in and around 
Oro Valley. All development shall maintain and strengthen the high quality of design exemplified in Oro 
Valley through project creativity and design excellence. 
 
The proposed architectural design for the two new buildings must blend with the existing structure. The 
design incorporates the Territorial and Spanish Colonial features of the existing building, both 
appropriate Sonoran Desert styles. Some aspects of the design could be improved. The new buildings 
incorporate some features from the existing structure to the south. Additional architectural elements 
should be added to enhance and strengthen compatibility as well as overall design, including 
articulation of facades and highlighting of public entryways. The design is consistent with other 
commercial and residential design in the area. 
 

2.   Scale, height and mass: building scale, height and mass shall be consistent with the town-approved 
intensity of the site, designated scenic corridors, and valued mountain views.  Buildings shall be 
designed to respect the scale of adjoining areas and should mitigate the negative and functional 
impacts that arise from scale, bulk and mass. 
 
The project area includes single-family and neighborhood scale commercial and service development. 
The scale, height, and mass of the proposed buildings is appropriate to the site and area, and meets 
Zoning Code requirements. It is difficult to confirm the precise height of the new buildings; height must 
be clearly indicated on the elevations and sections. As viewed from Oracle Road, there should be some 
areas of consistency in roof height between the new and existing buildings. Conditions have been 
added to address these requirements. 

 
3. Façade articulation: all building facades shall be fully articulated, including variation in building massing, 

roof planes, wall planes, and surface articulation. Architectural elements including, but not limited to; 
overhangs, trellises, projections, awnings, insets, material, and texture shall be used to create visual 
interest that contribute to a building’s character.  

 
 Additional architectural features would enhance the building articulation. This is discussed in more 

depth under Design Standards. 
 

The renderings provided do not show varied rooflines (parapets), but the building sections do. Variation 
in the roofline would help meet this Standard. The building sections should be revised to be consistent 
with the renderings. A condition has been added to address this requirement. 

 
4. Screening: building design and screening strategies shall be implemented to conceal the view of 

loading areas, refuse enclosures, mechanical equipment, appurtenances, and utilities from adjacent 
public streets and neighborhoods. 

  
The homes to the east are at a higher elevation than the project site. The parapet height of the 
proposed buildings must be sufficient to conceal mechanical equipment and appurtenances as viewed 
from public streets and by neighbors. A condition has been added to confirm that this requirement has 
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been met. A landscaped, five foot high screen wall is included to screen parking from neighbors to the 
east. 
 
Refuse areas must be screened with a 6-foot opaque screen painted to match the buildings. The 
design does not include details for this screening.  A condition has been added to address this 
requirement. 
 

B. Addendum A Design Standards 
 
The following Design Standards are relevant to this project: 
 

• Section 2.2.A.1.a.1. and 2., Buildings shall be designed at the ground or pedestrian level to provide 
human scale. This may be achieved by using the appropriate sizing and locations of openings, level of 
architectural detail, articulation and use of textures. 

 
Building design shall reflect consideration of superior and desirable design elements of adjacent 
development when applicable and appropriate. 

 
The existing building has a massed brick archway feature at the front entrance. The location of the 
public entry ways to the new buildings (through the courtyard) are not enhanced or called out by the 
architectural design. In addition, the architectural design at the existing building utilizes solid brick as a 
massing element, rather than wainscoting. Applying such features to the new buildings would enhance 
the design. Staff added a condition to require that architectural elements be added to enhance the entry 
points to the courtyard and new buildings, and that some brick massing elements be included. 

 

• Section 2.2.A.1.b. Project design shall consider and integrate all elements by: (1) Provide consistent 
architectural treatments, articulation, and fenestration to present a coherent design theme for all sides 
of a building. 
 
The features of the new building should be consistent with those of the existing building. For instance, 
the column proportions of the new buildings appear narrower than the existing ones. Also, Sheet M.2. 
reads “windows to match existing,” but the window indicated in the new buildings elevations has 
substantially more detail. Additional detail is beneficial if the styles are consistent. Staff added a 
condition to require that these be addressed. 

 

• Section 2.2.B.3, Rooftop mechanical equipment shall be screened or installed in a manner to fully 
conceal and to prevent obstruction or distraction of other views. Screening shall be consistent with 
building design. Materials and color shall be of low reflectivity. 
 
The conceptual elevations do not indicate where rooftop mechanical equipment will be installed and 
how it will be screened. A rooftop parapet is provided, and must be sufficient to conceal the mechanical 
equipment from view from residences and public streets. Staff added a condition to require that this be 
added. 
 

• Section 2.2.E12, At least three (3) substantially different materials shall be utilized on all facades of the 
building. 
 
Only two (2) materials are proposed: painted stucco and brick.  Additional materials will add interest to 
the design. Staff added a condition to Part II of Exhibit “A” to require that a third substantially different 
material is used. 
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CONCLUSION/RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Conceptual Architecture is not in substantial conformance with the Design Standards. Any 
recommendation for approval should be subject to the attached conditions. 
 
SUGGESTED MOTION: 

 
The CDRB may wish to consider one of the following suggested motions: 
 
I move to recommend [approval, approval with conditions, OR denial] Conceptual Architecture for Casa de la 
Luz, subject to the attached conditions. 
 
SECTION IV:  PUBLIC NOTIFICATION AND COMMENT: 
 
Notice to the public was provided consistent with Town-adopted noticing procedures, which includes the 
following: 
 

• Notification of residents within 600 feet 

• Posting on property 

• Notice in Daily Territorial newspaper 

• Posting at Town Hall 

• All registered HOA’s 
 
A neighborhood meeting was held on May 9, 2011.  Two residents attended the meeting. The neighbors did 
not express significant concerns regarding the proposal.  To date, no additional comments have been 
received. 
 
Attachments: 

1.   Conditions of Approval 
2. Conceptual Site Plan 
3.   Conceptual Architecture 

 
 
cc:   Rob Caylor, Caylor Construction 
 
 
 
      _____________________________________ 
 David Williams, AICP, Planning Division Manager 



Attachment 1 
Conditions of Approval 

Casa de la Luz 
 

 
Part I: Conceptual Site Plan (OV1211-02) 

 

Engineering: 

1. Address all redlined comments within the Conceptual Site Plan and Water Harvesting Plan. 

2. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 2:  The access drive along the north side of the site has been modified as 
a one-way access lane from the previous submittal.  This creates a dead-end parking lot on the west 
end of the site for motorists entering from the south.  As a result, please provide a turn-around area for 
motorists. This can be accomplished by striping out the last parking space. 

3. Conceptual Site Plan, Sheet 2:  Indicate that “ONE-WAY, DO NOT ENTER” signage will be provided at 
the west end of the one-way access drive.  Furthermore, it is recommended that the drive be narrowed 
to 20’-wide at this location to make it more obvious to motorists that the drive is for exiting one-way 
traffic only. 

4. Rainwater Harvesting Plan:  Verify the total volume of rainwater harvesting provided for this project.  
Sheet one indicates 536 cubic feet of volume will be provided but sheet 2 and the Drainage Report 
indicate that 500 cubic feet will be provided.  Revise as necessary. 

 
Planning: 
 
1. Conceptual Site Plan must be revised to show final location of public artwork. 
2. Conceptual Site Plan must adequately address staff comments in August 23, 2011 letter. 
3.  Parking must be updated to reflect loss on one space at front of building. 
 



 
 
Part II: Conceptual Architecture (OV1311-13)  

 
 
1. Revise S.1 Site Sections and provide building heights so that parapet height of new buildings 

is varied, while also allowing for adequate parapet height to screen mechanical. 
 
2. Clearly indicate proposed building heights around roofline on the elevations and sections. 

 
3. The building rooftop design should be revised to be consistent in all plans. 
 
4. Provide scaled section drawings that show the sight line from residences to east and Oracle 

Road. Include mechanical equipment and show that the parapet height is sufficient to conceal 
the mechanical equipment and appurtenances from public streets and neighbors. 

 
5. The final architectural plans shall include details for screening for refuse areas with a 6-foot 

opaque screen of materials and colors that match the buildings.  
 
6. Revise the column of the new buildings to match the columns on existing building. 
 
7. Architectural elements that will help direct visitors to the courtyard and public entryways, such 

as piers or archways, should be added. 
 
8. Massing elements should be added to enhance building articulation. 
 
9. Color specifications must indicate light reflectivity value of rooftop material. 
 
10. Final architectural plans shall indicate that each element of the architectural elevations has 

been identified with the colors and materials that are used. 
 

11.  A third substantially different material must be incorporated into the architectural design. 
 



















































   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   3.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Chad Daines,
Development Infrastructure
Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-25, AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE
REVISED TO INCLUDE NEW PUBLIC ART CRITERIA BY AMENDING CHAPTER 22, REVIEW AND
APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9, DESIGN REVIEW AND CHAPTER 27, GENERAL
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS, SECTION 27.3, PUBLIC ARTWORK PROVISIONS

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning & Zoning Commission voted to recommending approval of the amendment as provided in
Attachment 1.

In addition to the Planning and Zoning Commission recommendation, staff has prepared an updated
draft with revisions intended to clarify the intent of the principles.  The Ordinance is provided as
Attachment 2 and incorporates the Planning and Zoning Commission recommendation as further
modified by staff.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
On May 18th, 2011, Mayor and Council adopted Zoning and Town Code amendments which established
the new Design Review process, established the new Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB), and
adopted a new set of Design Principles related to Site Design, Architecture and Public Art.  Several
sections of the amendments were continued to the June 1st Town Council meeting for further
consideration relative to Public Art and the composition of the CDRB.  On June 1st, Mayor and Council
modified the composition of the new CDRB to add two new members with art background and directed
staff to amend the Conceptual Art Design Principles to add new principles regarding the design of art and
its relation to the proposed project and the larger context of the neighborhood and community.

At the July 5, 2011, Planning & Zoning Commission public hearing, the Commission voted to recommend
approval of the amendments as provided in Attachment 1.   Draft Commission minutes from the July 5th
meeting are provided in Attachment 3. 

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The purpose of the amendments is to expand the existing Conceptual Art Design Principles beyond
safety and location to address the design of public art and its relation to the proposed project and larger
community context. In developing the proposed amendments, staff received valuable input and
recommendations from Dick Eggerding and Councilmember Lou Waters. The amendments as
recommended by the Planning & Zoning Commission and further refined by staff expand the Public Art
preamble and add four new Design Principles relative to Public Art.  They are summarized as follows:

The preamble statement has been expanded to better define the over-arching purpose of public art to



The preamble statement has been expanded to better define the over-arching purpose of public art to
enhance quality of life and contribute to a sense of place and community identity.

The first new principle states that public art should serve as a distinctive and integral element in project
design.  Often, public art is not planned as an integral element to the project, but rather is designed
separately simply to meet the Town's 1% public art requirement.  This new principle will ensure that
public art is an integrated element within the overall project design.

The second new principle states that public art should relate to the context and character of the project
and where appropriate, utilize themes associated with activities within the development.  This new
principle will promote art designs which complement the context and character of the project.  Examples
of complementary art utilizing themes associated with the development include the Tree of Knowledge
and Solar Cats artworks which relate respectively to the function of the library and the Town's
commitment to renewable energy.

The third new principle states that public art should relate to the historical, cultural or natural context of
the project area, neighborhood or the Town.  The intent of this principle is to establish a connection
between public art and the larger community context.

The fourth new principle disallows corporate advertising elements as public art.  This principle is
intended to prevent art being designed as an extension of corporate identity through the use of symbols,
logos, graphics or colors.

An existing principle relative to viewing area for public art was removed, as it was duplicative of an
existing Design Standard.

The draft amendment was distributed to the CDRB Council Work Group for review and no additional
comments have been received.

In summary, the new art principles expand the review criteria utilized by the CDRB to address the design
and composition of public art and its relation to the project and larger community context area.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Ordinance No. (O)11-25, AMENDING THE ORO
VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED TO INCLUDE NEW PUBLIC ART CRITERIA, as shown in Exhibit
"A."

Attachments
Attachment 1 - Commission Recommendation
Ord 11-25
Attachment 3 - PZC Minutes
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AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 27.3.H, PUBLIC ART REVIEW CRITERIA  
 
Amendments to original text as recommended by the Planning and Zoning 
Commission are shown in upper case and strike through.   

  
H.    REVIEW CRITERIA  
 
PUBLIC ART IS AN INTEGRAL ELEMENT OF PROJECT DESIGN AND  
CONTRIBUTES TO THE OVERALL QUALITY OF LIFE FOR ORO VALLEY  
RESIDENTS AND VISITORS.  ART ALSO CONTRIBUTES TO A SENSE OF 
PLACE AND COMMUNITY, DEFINES AND REINFORCES COMMUNITY 
IDENTITY AND REFLECTS THE UNIQUE CHARACTER OF THE TOWN.     
  
APPROPRIATELY DESIGNED AND DISPLAYED PUBLIC ART CAN AND  
SHOULD SERVE AS A UNIFYING ELEMENT IN THE OVERALL DESIGN OF A  
PROJECT OR DEVELOPMENT. THE FOLLOWING PUBLIC ART PRINCIPLES  
ARE INTENDED TO PROVIDE DIRECTION AND DESIGN GUIDANCE FOR  
PUBLIC ART AND ITS INTEGRATION INTO THE OVERALL DEVELOPMENT  
CONTEXT.  
  
In reviewing applications for conceptual public artwork, the Conceptual Design 
Review Board shall consider, but is not limited to the criteria described below and 
the Design Principles and Design Standards established in Section 22.9 of this 
code and the adopted design standards in Addendum A of the Zoning Code. The 
Board shall determine acceptability of individual applications based on their 
interpretation and judgment of fulfillment of these criteria.  
  
1.   PUBLIC ART SHALL  REFLECT THE CONTEXT AND CHARACTER OF 
 THE PROJECT.  WHERE APPROPRIATE, ART AND ARTISTIC 
 ELEMENTS SHOULD UTILIZE THEMES ASSOCIATED WITH THE 
 FUNCTIONS OF THE BUSINESS.  
  
2.   PUBLIC ART SHOULD MORE GENERALLY REFLECT THE 
 HISTORICAL, AND CULTURAL CONTEXT OF THE PROJECT AREA, 
 THE NEIGHBORHOOD, AND THE TOWN.  
  
3.   PUBLIC ART SHALL NOT REFLECT  CORPORATE ADVERTISING 
 ELEMENTS OF A BUSINESS INCLUDING COLORS, GRAPHICS, 
 SYMBOLS OR OTHER REPRESENTATIONS OF CORPORATE 
 IDENTITY.  
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4.  Location:  Public artwork locations shall be integrated with the layout and  
 hardscape components of the site.  To the extent feasible, public artwork 
 shall be placed in a highly visible and publicly accessible location.  
  
5.   Material and Safety:  Proposed artworks shall be designed to prevent 
 hazards to the public.  Durability and safety of materials shall be 
 considered including potential areas of excessive wear or damage, which 
 shall be mitigated.  
  
6.  Obstructions:  Potential future obstructions, including landscape materials 
 at maturity or future construction, shall be considered when locating public 
 art.  
  
7.   Viewing Area:  Locations for artwork should include nearby accessible 
 seating, when appropriate, from which the artwork can be easily viewed.  
  
8.  Original Work:  The artwork shall be original and not duplicate existing 
 artwork in the Town and shall conform to community standards.   
  
  
AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 22.9.D.5, CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW  
 
5.       CONCEPTUAL DESIGN REVIEW PRINCIPLES AND TOWN ACTION  
7  
  
  C.  CONCEPTUAL PUBLIC ART DESIGN  
 
SEE  SECTION  27.3  FOR  PUBLIC  ART  DESIGN  CRITERIA  AND  
REQUIREMENTS.  
 
C. D.  The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall forward  
recommendations to the Town Council for conceptual design applications  
as provided in Subsection 4.a.  The CDRB shall utilize the design  
principles in Section 22.9.d.5 and the Design Standards within the zoning  
code in evaluating conceptual design review applications. 
  
D. E.  In accordance with Section 21.5.b, the CDRB may approve, with or  
without conditions, sign criteria, conceptual model home architecture, and  
tier ii minor communications facilities.  
7  
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-25 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, 
AMENDING THE ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED TO 
INCLUDE NEW PUBLIC ART CRITERIA BY AMENDING CHAPTER 
22, REVIEW AND APPROVAL PROCEDURES, SECTION 22.9, DESIGN 
REVIEW AND CHAPTER 27, GENERAL DEVELOPMENT 
STANDARDS, SECTION 27.3, PUBLIC ARTWORK PROVISIONS; 
REPEALING ALL RESOLUTIONS, ORDINANCES AND RULES OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY IN CONFLICT THEREWITH; PRESERVING 
THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES THAT HAVE ALREADY MATURED AND 
PROCEEDINGS THAT HAVE ALREADY BEGUN THEREUNDER 
 
 

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, on March 13, 1981, the Mayor and Council approved Ordinance (O)81-58, which 
adopted that certain document entitled “Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised (OVZCR); and 
 
WHEREAS, the proposed amendments to Sections 22.9 and 27.3 of the OVZCR include new 
review criteria to address the design of public art and its relation to a proposed project; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Planning and Zoning Commission reviewed the proposed amendments at a 
duly noticed public hearing on July 5, 2011 in accordance with State Statutes and recommended 
approval of the proposed amendments to Town Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Oro Valley Town Council has considered the proposed amendments to Chapter 
22, Review and Approval Procedures, Section 22.9, Design Review and Chapter 27, General 
Development Standards, Section 27.3, Public Artwork Provisions and the Planning  and Zoning 
Commission’s recommendation finds that they are consistent with the Town's General Plan and 
other Town ordinances; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro 
Valley, Arizona, that certain document entitled Chapter 22, Review and Approval Procedures, 
Section 22.9, Design Review and Chapter 27, General Development Standards, Section 27.3, 
Public Artwork Provisions, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this 
reference, are hereby amended with additions being shown in ALL CAPS and deletions in 
strikethrough text. 
 
SECTION 2. All Oro Valley Ordinances, Resolutions, or Motions and parts of Ordinances, 
Resolutions, or Motions of the Council in conflict with the provisions of this Ordinance are 
hereby repealed. 
 
SECTION 3.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this Ordinance is 
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent 
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, Arizona this 5th 
day of October, 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” 
 

Chapter 22 
Review and Approval Procedures 

 
. . . 

 
Section 22.9  Design Review 
 

. . . 
 
Section 22.9.D   Conceptual Design Review  
 

. . . 
 
22.9.D.5.       Conceptual Design Review Principles and Town Action  
 

. . . 
  
 
C. CONCEPTUAL PUBLIC ART DESIGN 
 
REFER TO ORO VALLEY ZONING CODE REVISED, SECTION 27.3 FOR PUBLIC ART 
DESIGN CRITERIA AND REQUIREMENTS 
 
 
c. d.  The Conceptual Design Review Board (CDRB) shall forward  
recommendations to the Town Council for conceptual design applications  
as provided in Subsection 4.a.  The CDRB shall utilize the design  
principles in Section 22.9.d.5 and the Design Standards within the zoning  
code in evaluating conceptual design review applications. 
  
d. e.  In accordance with Section 21.5.b, the CDRB may approve, with or  
without conditions, sign criteria, conceptual model home architecture, and  
tier ii minor communications facilities.  
 

… 
 

Chapter 27 
General Development Standards 

 
. . . 

 
Section 27.3 Public Artwork Provisions 
 

. . . 
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Section 27.3.H  Review Criteria  
 
PUBLIC ART IS AN INTEGRAL ELEMENT OF PROJECT DESIGN AND CONTRIBUTES 
TO THE OVERALL QUALITY OF LIFE FOR ORO VALLEY RESIDENTS AND VISITORS.  
PUBLIC ART CONTRIBUTES TO A SENSE OF PLACE, DEFINES AND REINFORCES 
COMMUNITY IDENTITY, AND REFLECTS THE UNIQUE CHARACTER OF THE TOWN.   
 
In reviewing applications for conceptual public artwork, the The Conceptual Design Review 
Board shall consider, but is not limited to the criteria described below and the Design Principles 
and Design Standards established in Section 22.9 Addendum A of the Zoning Code. The Board 
shall determine THE acceptability of ASSESS individual applications based on 
CONFORMANCE WITH THE ADOPTED DESIGN STANDARDS – ADDENDUM A OF 
THE ZONING CODE AND their interpretation and judgment of fulfillment of these criteria 
THE FOLLOWING PRINCIPLES: 
 
1.    Location: Public artwork locations shall be integrated with the layout and hardscape 
components of the site. To the extent feasible, public artwork shall be placed in a highly visible 
and publicly accessible location.  PUBLIC ART SHOULD SERVE AS A DISTINCTIVE AND 
INTEGRAL ELEMENT IN THE OVERALL DESIGN OF A PROJECT OR DEVELOPMENT. 
2.    Materials and Safety: Proposed artwork shall be designed to prevent hazards to the public. 
Durability and safety of materials shall be considered including potential areas of excessive wear 
or damage, which shall be mitigated.   PUBLIC ART SHOULD RELATE TO THE CONTEXT 
AND CHARACTER OF THE PROJECT.  WHERE APPROPRIATE, PUBLIC ART MAY 
EMPLOY THEMES ASSOCIATED WITH ACTIVITIES WITHIN THE DEVELOPMENT. 
3. Obstructions: Potential future obstructions, including landscape materials at maturity or 
future construction, shall be considered when locating public art.  PUBLIC ART SHOULD 
RELATE TO THE HISTORICAL, CULTURAL OR NATURAL CONTEXT OF THE 
PROJECT AREA, THE NEIGHBORHOOD OR THE TOWN.  

4.    Viewing Area: Locations for artwork should include nearby accessible seating, when 
appropriate, from which the artwork can be easily viewed.  PUBLIC ART SHALL NOT 
INCLUDE CORPORATE ADVERTISING ELEMENTS OF A BUSINESS INCLUDING 
COLORS, GRAPHICS, LOGOS OR OTHER REPRESENTATIONS OF CORPORATE 
IDENTITY.  

 5.   PUBLIC ART SHALL BE DESIGNED TO PREVENT HAZARDS TO  THE PUBLIC. 
DURABILITY AND SAFETY OF MATERIALS SHALL BE CONSIDERED INCLUDING 
POTENTIAL AREAS OF EXCESSIVE WEAR OR DAMAGE, WHICH SHALL BE 
MITIGATED.  
  
6.   POTENTIAL OBSTRUCTIONS, INCLUDING LANDSCAPE MATERIALS AT 
 MATURITY OR FUTURE CONSTRUCTION, SHALL BE CONSIDERED WHEN 
LOCATING PUBLIC ART.  
  
7.   PUBLIC ART SHALL BE ORIGINAL AND NOT DUPLICATE EXISTING 
ARTWORK  IN THE TOWN AND SHALL CONFORM TO COMMUNITY STANDARDS.   
  

. . . 
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MINUTES  
ORO VALLEY PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION 

REGULAR SESSION  
July 5, 2011  

ORO VALLEY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
11000 N. LA CAÑADA DRIVE  

   
CALL TO ORDER AT OR AFTER 6:00 P.M.  
 

Chairman Swope called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.  
 

ROLL CALL  
 

PRESENT:  Robert Swope, Chairman  
Alan Caine, Commissioner  
Robert La Master, Commissioner 
Robin Large, Commissioner  

 

EXCUSED:  Don Cox, Vice Chair  
John Buette, Commissioner 
Mark Napier, Commissioner 

   

ALSO PRESENT:  Councilmember Joe Hornat  
 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE  
 

Chairman Swope led the audience in the Pledge of Allegiance.  
 

CALL TO THE AUDIENCE (Non Agenda Items Only)  
 

Opened and closed without comment. 
 

COUNCIL LIAISON COMMENTS  
 

Councilmember Joe Hornat had no announcements to report.  
 

1. Public Hearing: Zoning code Amendment to Section 22.9.D.5.C of the Oro Valley Zoning 
Code Revised to amend and add Conceptual Art Design Principles OV711-007.  

 

Chad Daines, OV Principal Planner, presented the following: 
 
- Background 
- Existing Art Principles 
- New Art Preamble 
- New Art Principles 
- Recommendation  
 

Chairman Swope opened the Public Hearing. 
 
Bill Adler, OV resident, said the Art Review Commission tried to debate the quality of art in the 
past and needed to confine their deliberations to the technique of art and whether it was 
professional.  Mr. Adler commented that adding quality to determinations like historic, cultural 
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and character are judgment calls and suspects the Conceptual Design Review Board 
(CDRB) will fall into the same temptation in debating these items.  Mr. Adler said we make it 
complicated by adding subjective principles and he does not believe they are principles, 
but ideas that are subject to interpretation.  We need to encourage the board to bind itself to the 
artistic technique and determine if that principle is met. 
 

Gil Alexander, OV resident and member of the new CDRB, said the guidelines are stated well 
and the code requires a professional artist.   They are good guidelines and he believes the new 
Conceptual Design Review Board can follow them. 
 
Chairman Swope closed the Public Hearing.    
 

MOTION: A motion was made by Commissioner La Master and seconded by Commissioner 
Caine to recommend that Town Council approve amendment to Sections 27.3 and 22.9.D.5.C 
pertaining to conceptual art design principles in the Oro Valley Zoning Code Revised as shown 
in attachment 1.  
 

Commissioner La Master commented that the second principle does not require the art to be 
historical and cultural, but encourages it.  Commissioner Caine said the additional principles are 
heading in the right direction to give the art some context.  Commissioner Large agreed with the 
comments and is supportive of the amendment.  Chairman Swope said art is subjective and 
these are good guiding principles.  
 

MOTION carried, 4-0.  
   
2. Planning Division Manager Update
 

Mr. Daines gave the following update: 
 
- New CDRB has been appointed and currently going through a training process 
- Planning Division items for the Town Council meeting on July 6, 2011: 
     *Design Standards 
     *General Plan Amendment 
     *Rancho Vistoso Planned Area Development (PAD) Sign Exemption 
     *Big Horn Commerce Development Plan Extension 
     *Taco Bell Development Plan 
     *Vistoso Loop Architecture 
     *QuikTrip Development Plan  
 

3. Future Agenda Items
 

No future agenda items were stated. 
 

ADJOURNMENT  
 

MOTION: A motion was made by Commissioner La Master and seconded by Commissioner 
Large to adjourn the meeting at 6:18 p.m.  
 

MOTION carried, 4-0.   
 



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   4.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: Paul Keesler Submitted By: Paul Keesler, Development
Infrastructure Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
DISCUSSION AND POSSIBLE ACTION REGARDING THE PLACEMENT OF A-FRAME SIGNS IN THE
PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends minimizing driver distractions in the public right-of-way through control and
management of signs placed along Town streets.  In order to allow some private A-frame signage in the
public right-of-way, additional language should be incorporated into the temporarily approved criteria for
the placement of A-frame signs.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
On September 21, 2011, Council provided direction to Town staff to temporarily allow the use and
placement of A-frame style signs on private property. Town Council also directed staff to evaluate and
make recommendations regarding the placement of A-frame signs in the public right-of-way (ROW).

Staff evaluation produced the following recommendations: 

The proliferation of signage in the public ROW can create additional driver distraction. This
distraction directly correlates to diminished driver safety while operating a moving vehicle.

1.

Any signage in the public ROW must be vehicular in scale (recognizable and readable at a glance
while the vehicle is moving). Although A-frame signage is typically created at a pedestrian scale
(readable for a passerby at walking speed) the copy, language and/or graphics must be modified in
order to meet vehicular scale safety concerns.

2.

A-frame signs in the public ROW must be located in a manner to minimize both driver distraction
and becoming a roadside hazard.

3.

Based on the above, additional language should be incorporated into the temporarily
approved guidelines in order to allow some private A-frame signage in the public right-of-way.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The possible placement of A-frame style signage in the public ROW was evaluated using standard
engineering principles and practices to create criteria that maintains the highest level of safety by
minimizing driver distraction. 

Per the Town of Oro Valley Subdivision Street Standards, all road side signage shall be in conformance
with the "Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices" (MUTCD) by the US Department of Transportation,
Federal Highways Administration. The MUTCD offers guidance with respect to signage placement
criteria and copy text height. Based on the MUTCD, the Code should be modified to incorporate the
following language.



Text Height and Type 
Text shall be simple Arial or other block style lettering and shall require review and approval
by the Town Engineer for style and copy.

a.

For streets with a posted speed of 45mph and greater, text height shall be 6" minimum. If
there is a combination of both upper and lower case letters, then upper case shall be 6"
minimum and lower case shall be 4.5" minimum.

b.

For streets with a posted speed of less than 45mph, text height may be reduced to 4.5"
minimum. If there is a combination of both upper and lower case letters, then upper case shall
be 4.5" minimum and lower case shall be 3.5" minimum.

c.

1.

Minimum Location and Spacing Requirements    
A-frame signs shall not be placed where adequate spacing cannot be provided for higher
priority traffic control devices. A-frame signs shall not interfere with or mimic any traffic control
device or sign.

a.

Minimum spacing of signs shall be between 100 to 350 feet depending on the posted speed
of the associated street. Minimum sign placement spacing shall be determined by the Town
Engineer on a case by case basis and shall reflect street conditions for optimum safety.

b.

2.

A cluster option may be used when adequate street frontage is not available upon the
approval of the Town Engineer.

 Street Setbacks and Placement Criteria 
No sign shall be placed within a median, in any area that may cause or create a traffic
hazard, on a sidewalk, multi-use path or pedestrian access ramp, obscure any sight distances
and must maintain the required “Clear Zone” as approved by the Town Engineer.

a.

For streets with a posted speed of greater than 25mph: 
Signs shall be placed a minimum of ten (10) feet from the paved surface of the roadway.i.
For locations that have sidewalk or multi-use path along the street, the sign shall be
placed no closer to the street than the far edge of said walk/path, unless the ten (10)
foot setback from pavement can be provided.

ii.

b.

For streets with a posted speed of 25mph or less: 
Signs shall be placed a minimum of five (5) feet from the paved surface of the roadway.i.
For locations that have sidewalk or multi-use path along the street, the sign shall be
placed no closer to the street than the far edge of said walk/path, unless the five (5) foot
setback from pavement can be provided.

ii.

c.

3.

FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt or adopt with conditions) the additional criteria contained herein, directing Town staff to
allow the placement of A-frame signs in the public right-of-way

or 

I MOVE to make no changes to the current restrictions on the placement of A-frame signs in the public
right-of-way.



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   5.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Submitted By: Tracey Gransie, Town Clerk's Office
Department: Town Clerk's Office

Information
SUBJECT:
AMENDMENT OF ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA
DEVELOPMENT

RECOMMENDATION:

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:

FISCAL IMPACT:

SUGGESTED MOTION:

Attachments
attachment



   

Town Council Regular Session Item #   5. a.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Mike Standish, Town Clerk's
Office

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-66, DECLARING AS A PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT
ENTITLED ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT,
ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends approval.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
This is a procedural item to declare the Design Standards document a matter of public record. The draft
ordinance has been posted on-line and made available in the Town Clerk's office. The final version, as
approved by Town Council, will be made available in the same manner.

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
This proposed resolution will become a public record upon adoption by Town Council. The Town will
save on advertising costs by publishing the ordinance in this manner. If the ordinance is adopted by
Town Council, the Town will forgo publishing the entire document (Attachment 2- Exhibit A) in print form.
The adopted version will be published on the Town website. The current draft version of the ordinance
has been posted on-line on the Town website and a printed version is available for public inspection at
the Town Clerk's office.

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Town will save on advertising costs by meeting ordinance publishing requirements by reference,
without including the pages of amendments.

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I move to [adopt, adopt with changes, or deny] Resolution No. (R)11-66, declaring as a public record Oro
Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch Planned Area Development, attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and
filed with the Town Clerk.

Attachments
Attachment #1 - Resolution (R)11-66
Attachment #2 - Exhibit A



 
RESOLUTION NO. (R)11-66 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE 
TOWN OF ORO VALLEY, ARIZONA, DECLARING AS A 
PUBLIC RECORD THAT CERTAIN DOCUMENT ENTITLED 
ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED 
AREA DEVELOPMENT, ATTACHED HERETO AS EXHIBIT “A” 
AND FILED WITH THE TOWN CLERK 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE MAYOR AND COUNCIL OF THE TOWN OF ORO 
VALLEY, ARIZONA, that certain document entitled “Oro Valley Town Centre at 
Rooney Ranch Planned Area Development”, three copies of which are on file in the 
Office of the Town Clerk, is hereby declared to be a public record, and said copies are 
ordered to remain on file with the Town Clerk.  
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Town Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 5th day of October, 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 #   5. b.           
Meeting Date: 10/05/2011  

Requested by: David Williams Submitted By: Matt Michels, Development
Infrastructure Services

Department: Development Infrastructure Services

Information
SUBJECT:
PUBLIC HEARING: ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-26, AMENDMENT OF ORO VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT
ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA DEVELOPMENT

RECOMMENDATION:
The Planning and Zoning Commission recommends approval by a 6-1 vote, subject to the conditions of
approval in Attachment #2.   

Since the September 27, 2011 study session, staff has worked with the applicant to reach agreement on
the issues raised at the meeting.  A set of additional conditions have been created (see Attachment #3). 
It is important for the Town Council to be comfortable with the number of convenience uses fronting on
Oracle Road, the extent (number and area) of apartment development, and any other key issues for this
project.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The Town Council held a Study Session on September 27, 2011, and raised a number of questions and
concerns regarding the applicant’s proposal.  The primary issues discussed include:

• The appropriate amount of apartment uses and the conversion of commercial property to residential use
• The appropriate number and types of convenience uses, especially along Oracle Road
• The Main Street area or an acceptable means of maintaining the intended development character for
the project

BACKGROUND OR DETAILED INFORMATION:
The Council instructed staff to work with the applicant to negotiate an agreeable solution to the
aforementioned issues. Since the Study Session staff has held two work sessions with the applicant and
has developed a number of additional conditions (see Attachment #4) to address the concerns and
questions raised by the Council at the study session. These additional conditions are proposed in
addition to the Planning and Zoning Commission recommended conditions contained in Attachment #3.

These proposed additional conditions would redefine and limit convenience uses in Areas 1 and 2;
provide a pedestrian-scale retail area with a plaza and/or gathering area along the north side of Rooney
Wash: and provide multi-use path system along both sides of the Rooney Wash.

The pedestrian-scale retail area will include open spaces, design elements, streetscapes, and
enhancements to create a destination retail experience and will serve as the "heart", or one of the
primary focal points, of the development.



FISCAL IMPACT:
N/A

SUGGESTED MOTION:
I MOVE to (adopt, adopt with conditions, or deny) Ordinance No. (O)11-26, Amendment of Oro Valley
Town Centre at Rooney Ranch Planned Area Development, as shown in Exhibit "A" and subject to the
conditions in Attachments #3 and #4.

Attachments
Attachment #1 - Ordinance (O)11-26
Attachment #2-Exhibit "A" 
Attachment #3-P&Z Commission Recommended Conditions of Approval
Attachment #4 Additional Conditions of Approval
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ORDINANCE NO. (O)11-26 

 
 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY ARIZONA, 
REPEALING AND REPLACING THE EXISTING ORO VALLEY 
TOWN CENTRE AT ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA 
DEVELOPMENT; AND REPEALING ALL RESOLUTIONS, 
ORDINANCES AND RULES OF THE TOWN OF ORO VALLEY 
IN CONFLICT THEREWITH; PRESERVING THE RIGHTS AND 
DUTIES THAT HAVE ALREADY MATURED AND 
PROCEEDINGS THAT HAVE ALREADY BEGUN THEREUNDER 

 
 
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, on October 16, 2002, the Mayor and Council approved Ordinance (O) 02-
33, adopting that certain document entitled “Oro Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch 
Planned Area Development”; and 
 
WHEREAS, the property owners of the Oro Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch, 
Canada del Oro Partners, propose an amended PAD to allow greater flexibility in 
designing the commercial phase of the Oro Valley Town Centre; and 
 
WHEREAS, on August 2, 2011 Planning and Zoning Commission reviewed the 
proposed an amended Planned Area Development (PAD); and 
 
WHEREAS, the Oro Valley Town Council has considered the proposed PAD 
amendment, and the Planning and Zoning Commission’s recommendation and finds it 
consistent with the Town’s General Plan and other Town ordinances; and 
 
WHEREAS, at a duly noticed Town Council Meeting on September 21, 2011, Oro 
Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch Planned Area Development, was declared a public 
record by Mayor and Council. 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Mayor and Council of the Town 
of Oro Valley, Arizona that: 
 
SECTION 1. The existing Oro Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch Planned Area 

Development is hereby repealed. 
 

Deleted:  

Deleted: 

Deleted: ADOPTING A NEW

Deleted:  DEVELOPMENT 
REPEALING THE CURRENT ORO 
VALLEY TOWN CENTRE AT 
ROONEY RANCH PLANNED AREA 
DEVELOPMENT

Deleted: which adopted

Deleted: d

Comment [JA1]: Really?  I would 
remove this whereas clause because the 
Planning and Zoning Commission does 
not direct staff.

Deleted: WHEREAS, the Planning and 
Zoning Commission directed that the 
proposed the amended PAD, should 
include public notification, public 
outreach plans, neighborhood meetings 
and methods of ensuring opportunities for 
effective public participation; and¶
¶

Deleted: ¶
¶

Deleted: C:\Documents and Settings\jandrews\Local 

Settings\Temporary Internet Files\OLK8\Ordinance PAD 

amendment.doc
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SECTION 2. That certain document entitled Oro Valley Town Centre at Rooney Ranch 
Planned Area Development, attached hereto as Exhibit “A” and 
incorporated herein by this reference and declared a public record on 
September 21, 2011 is hereby adopted. 

 
SECTION 3.  All Oro Valley ordinances, resolutions, or motions and parts of 

ordinances, resolutions or motions of the Council in conflict with the 
provisions of this Ordinance are hereby repealed. 

 
SECTION 4.  If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or portion of this 

Ordinance is for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the 
decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not 
affect the validity of the remaining portions thereof. 

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Mayor and Council of the Town of Oro Valley, 
Arizona this 5th day October, 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” 
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Planning & Zoning Commission Recommended  
Conditions of Approval 

Oro Valley Town Centre PAD Amendment (OV911-03) 
August 2, 2011 

 
 
Planning Conditions 

 
1. Pedestrian cross connections from the east side of Development Area #1 to La Reserve shall be 

provided.   
 
2. Page BB-1: Community Goal and Policy #1 shall contain language indicating that the design, 

uses, and focus of the development should consider the creation of a discernable center. 
 

3. Page BB-1: Community Goal and Policy #6, “through the use of sensitive grading plans and re-
vegetations, create and treat cut slopes such that they will appear not to have been disturbed” 
shall be retained. Mitigated to an acceptable standard consistent with current Town standards 
effective at the time of development. 

 
4. Page BB-8: Add language indicating that substantial modifications to the Illustrative Site Plans 

that substantially deviate from the development concepts in terms of land use mix, development 
density or intensity, as determined by the Planning and Zoning Administrator, shall be subject to 
Town Council approval. 

 
5. Page EE-6: As the project will be developed subject to market demand, the PAD shall contain 

language encouraging and preserving the opportunity for a mixed use development. 
 
 
Engineering Conditions 
 
1.  The associated Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) must be revised and approved as a condition of PAD 

Amendment approval at Mayor & Council.  
 
2.  The Developer must obtain Town of Oro Valley and ADOT approval of a site specific Traffic 

Impact Analysis prior to future Conceptual Site Plan Approval.  
 
3.  This development shall be responsible to design and pay for any improvements to the public road 

network as determined to be required by future TIA(s) at the time of development.  
 
4.  If modifications to Oracle Road are required as stipulated in the TIA, approval by the Arizona 

Department of Transportation (ADOT) will be required prior to approval of this TIA.  
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Oro Valley Town Centre PAD  
Additional Conditions of Approval 
 
General Conditions 
 
1. Up to 275 multi-family dwelling units shall be allowed on up to 15.5 acres 

of Area 1.  
 
2. Building height shall not exceed 60’ for Areas 1 and 2, except within 100’ 

of Oracle Road where heights shall be limited to 45’ for commercial and 
residential and 50’ for office buildings.   

 
Convenience Uses 
 
3. Convenience uses shall be defined as: 

a. Any use with a drive-in or drive-through; 
b. Stores less than 7,500 square feet where food and drink, 

which may include packaged alcoholic beverages, are sold.  
Such items are sold primarily for consumption off premises 
or 

c. Gas stations 
 
4. Convenience uses shall be permitted subject to the following conditions: 

a. A total of up to five (5) in Areas 1 and 2; Of the five (5) 
convenience uses, only three (3) may be fast food with drive-
in or drive-through  

b. A Conditional Use Permit (CUP) will be required 
c. The CUP is subject to all requirements as specified in 

Section 25.1.G of the Zoning Code with the exception of the 
following: 

  i. Location requirements 
  ii. Number of convenience uses 
  iii. Timing of development 

 
5. In-line convenience-type uses not included in the definition above shall not 

be limited in number. 
 
Pedestrian-Scale Development 
 
6. A pedestrian-scale retail area shall be provided in Area 1 adjacent to the 

Rooney Wash in proximity to the bridge to Area 3.  The pedestrian-scale 
retail area shall contain at least 300 linear feet of building area subject to 
the following standards: 

• No less than 150 linear feet of building shall be provided 
along the multi-use pathway adjacent to the Rooney Wash. 

• The building(s) along the wash shall have retail on the 
ground floor and may have other permitted commercial or 
residential uses above. 

• The balance of the 300 linear feet of building area may be 
located along the main entry boulevard.   
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• The building(s) along the main entry boulevard may have 
any commercial use(s) permitted by this PAD. 

 
7. The potential location of the pedestrian-scale retail area shall be 

delineated on one of the Illustrative Site Plans. 
 
 
Multi-Use Pathways/Open Space System 
 
9. A pedestrian walkway system, integrated with walkways for all of Area 1 

along both banks of the Rooney Wash and shall be linked by a pedestrian 
or multi-purpose bridge.   

 
10. As part of the enhanced multi-use pathway system, landscaped plazas 

and/or gathering areas shall be provided along Rooney Wash including 
both sides (east and west) of the bridge location to form a gateway feature 
to Area 3. 

 
11. In Area 1, buildings shall be placed immediately adjacent to the walkways 

to promote pedestrian accessibility and functionality of the pathway 
system.   

 
12. Multi-use paths shall be provided between the pedestrian-scale retail area 

and other portions of Areas 1, 2, 3, and 4, including: 

• The hotel in Area 3 

• All multi-family residential areas of the PAD 

• A connection to the street system in Area 4 

• La Reserve 
 

13. Decorative, architecturally integrated enrichments such as handrails, tiles, 
planters, architecturally appropriate light fixtures and poles, shaded areas, 
etc., shall be included in the mixed-use path system design and along 
both banks of the wash as aesthetic amenities and safety features. 

 
14. Hardscape plans and details regarding street furniture and other 

pedestrian enhancements shall be provided for the entry road, multi-use 
paths and pedestrian-scale retail area.  The plans shall be subject to staff 
approval. 

 
15. A streetscape plan shall be submitted for the project entry road.  The plan 

shall include bicycle and pedestrian facilities and landscaped median and 
shall be subject to staff approval. 
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